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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
KENT, SC.

Girard Bouchard, in his capacity as

President of the Board of Directors

of the Central Coventry Fire District
Plaintiff

VS, K.B. No. 12-1150

Central Coventry Fire District
Defendant

NOTICE

1. Please Take Notice that a hearing on the Special Master’s Objection to Petition for
Payment of Claims Filed by Certain Commercial Taxpayers will be held at 9:30 a.m. on
September 24, 2013, in Kent County Superior Court, 222 Quaker Lane, Warwick, Rhode Island.

2. A copy of the Objection is on file with the Clerk's Office. For further information,
please contact Richard J. Land, Special Master, at (401) 453-6400.

5. The Special Master is sending notice of this Hearing by forwarding a copy of the

Notice and Omnibus Assignment Form to all parties listed in the Affidavit of Notice filed with
the Court m the manner listed on the Affidavit.

NOTICE: CREDITORS AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES ARE WELCOME
TO ATTEND THE HEARING, BUT ARE NOT REQUIRLED TO DO SO.




STATE OF RHODE ISLAND SUPERIOR COURT
KENT COUNTY

Girard Bouchard, in his capacity as

President of the Board of Directors

of the Central Coventry Fire District
Plaintiff

Vs, : No. KB-12-1150

Central Coventry Fire District
Defendant

SPECIAL MASTER'S OBJECTION TO
PETITION FOR PAYMENT OF CLAIMS FILED BY
CERTAIN COMMERCIAL TAXPAYERS'

Among the myriad of claims filed against the Central Coventry Fire District (the
“District™) are claims filed by certain commerceial taxpayers (the “Claimants”™) “seeking to
recover an illegal tax that has been assessed™ against them under a two-tiered tax structure
imposed by the District for District tax vears 2009 - 2013.

However, because none of the Claimants has complied with the statutory requirements to

appeal a tax levied — even an illegal tax® — the Claimants’ Petition (and the claims themselves)

fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. and it must be denied with prejudice.”

' This Objection to the commercial taxpayers’ Petition should also be deemed an objection to the claims themselves.
? Although the Special Master has stated his position that the two-tiered tax rate previously employed by the District
may, in fact, have been iflegal. there bas been no such finding in this Court in these proceedings and the Special
Master reserves his rights with respect thereto.

*The Claimants have requested certification as a class, among other reliel. By agreement between counsel for the
Claimants and the Special Master, this issue (as well as all others) is being deferred pending a resolution of the

Petition.



The Tax Bills in Question
Attached to the Petition are eleven Proofs of Claim (the “Claims™). Although the cover
page of each Claim indicates that the Claim is being filed for tax years 2009-2012, the only

documentation of each such Claim is as follows:

Claimant Tax Bill(s) Provided 1" Pavment Due Date
1. Venus Pizza, Inc. 2002 November 15, 2012?
2. Evangelia P. Raptakis Trust 2012 November 15, 2012°
3. Peter D. Raptakis Trust 2012 November 15, 2012°
4, BNR, Inc. 2010 November 15, 2010’
2011 Unclear®
2012 November 15, 2012
5. Tom's Fruit & Deli, Inc. 2012 November 15, 2012°
6. Ruzzo Properties, LLC 2012 November 15, 2012'°
7. John Colauca None
8. P.W. St. Jean Trust 2012 November 15, 2012"'
9. Bamford Lakeside Prop., LLC  None
16. Baird Properties, LLC 2011 Unclear' R
2012 November 13, 20127
11. J.C.B. Excavation None

For purposes of this Objection, but without waiving the Claimants™ obligations to provide
sufficient evidence of their Claims, including payment, the Special Master will assume that each

of the Claimants paid taxes for years 2009-2012 on a tiered tax basis.™

* A second claim by Venus Pizza, Inc., in the amount of $176.71, is attached to the Petition, but the documentation
is identical to that attached to Claim No. 1,

* Attached to Claim No. 2 are additional tax bills to the Peter D. Raptakis Trust and Venus Pizza, Inc.

% Attached to Claim No. 3 are additional tax bills to the Evangelia Raptakis Trust and Venus Pizza, Inc.

? The tax bills attached to Claim No. 4 are issued to “Boston Neck Realty Corp..” BNR, Inc.’s former name.

% No st Quarter payment coupon was provided. The second payment for 2011 was due on February 15, 2012.

¥ No Ist Quarter payment coupon was provided, The Court should take judicial notice of the fact that on all of the
other 2012 tax bills, the first payment was due on November 15, 2012,

¥ Sec Note 9.

! See Note 9.

"2 According to the bills attached to Claim No. 10, payment in full was due by December 15, 2011.

'* See Note 9.

4 If the Court determines that the Claims are viable and enforceable against the District, each Claimant should be
required to prove the amount of such Claimant’s claim.



A. The Claimants’® appeal to this Court of their 2009, 2010 and 2011 taxes Is time-barred.

According to Rhode Island law, there are two ways to appeal an assessment of taxes to
the Superior Court."” No Claimant has complied with either one. 1n fact, no Claimant even
alleges statutory compliance.

L. Appeals pursuant to § 44-5-26

The first method is prescribed by R.I. GEN. LAWS § 44-5-26 (“Section 267):

§ 44-3-26 Petition in superior court for relief from assessment. — (a) Any
person aggrieved on any ground whatsoever by any assessment of taxes against
him or her in any city or town, or any tenant or group of tenants, of real estate
paying rent therefrom, and under obligation to pay more than one-half of the taxes
thereon, may within ninety (90) days from the date the first tax payment is due,
file an appeal in the local office of tax assessment; provided, if the person fo
whom a tax on real estate is assessed chooses to file an appeal, the appeal filed by
a tenant or group of tenants will be void. For the purposes of this section, the
tenant(s) has the burden of proving financial responsibility to pay more than one-
half (1/2) of the taxes. The assessor has forty-five (45) days to review the appeal,
render a decision and notify the taxpayer of the decision. The taxpayer, if still
aggrieved, may appeal the decision of the tax assessor to the local tax board of
review, or in the event that the assessor does not render a decision, the taxpayer
may appeal to the local tax board of review at the expiration of the forty-five (45)
day period. Appeals to the local tax board of review are to be filed not more than
thirty (30) days after the assessor renders a decision and notifies the taxpayer, or
if the assessor does not render a decision within forty-five (45) days of the filing
of the appeal, not more than ninety (90) days after the expiration of the forty-five
(45) day period. The local tax board of review shall, within ninety (90) days of the
filing of the appeal, hear the appeal and render a decision within thirty (30) days
of the date that the hearing was held. Provided, that a city or town may request
and reccive an extension from the director of the Rhode Island department of

revenue.
R.L GEN. Laws § 44-5-26 (emphasis added).
Thus, in order to successfully appeal any tax assessed in any city or town under Section

26, a taxpayer must commence an appeal within 90 days of the date the first tax payment is due

' Appealing a tax rate is the functional equivalent of appealing a tax assessment. Programmed Land, Inc. v,

O 'Connor, 633 N.W.2d 517, 524 (Minn. 2001}. The Special Master recognizes that the Claimants were required,
under this Court’s Order dated November |3, 2012, to file Proofs of Claim with the Special Master as the exclusive
means of pursuing any claims against the District. However, as set forth in more detail in the body of this
Objection, the Claimants’ Claims themselves are not viable.

3



by filing an appeal of the assessment to the local assessor. If the taxpayer is still aggrieved
following the assessor’s review, the taxpayer must thern appeal to the local Board of Tax
Assessment Review. [fstill aggrieved after the Board’s review, the taxpayer then, and only then,
can and must file a petition in the Superior Court in order to obtain relief from the assessment.
R.I. GEN. LAwS § 44-5-26(2). This detailed appeal process is very time specific, with the
deadline for any activity in the appellate process being triggered by the occurrence of the prior
activity. Upon receiving a timely appeal, the assessor has 45 days to act on it. The temporal
requirements provide certainty to both the taxpayer and the taxing authority and allow for the
efficient administration of governmental functions.

The remedy provided by Section 26 is exclusive il the taxpayer owns any ratable property
in the municipality. R.I. GeN. LAWS § 44-5-27 (emphasis added). Nunes v. Muarino, 707 A.2d
1239, 1244 (R.1. 1998) (“We have consistently determined that except for cases brought 1n
equity, the only avenue of appeal from an assessment of taxes upon a ratable estate is to file an
appeal pursuant to § 44-5-26.”) (emphasis added) (citing Wickes Asset Mgmut, Inc. v. Dupuis, 679
A2d 314,322 (R.1. 1996)).

Based on the Claims attached to the Petition, the latest date by which a first payment was
due for tax year 2011 was prior to February 13, 2012. See Claim No. 4 (second payment for
2011 was due on February 15,2012). Thus, by statute, in order to pursue a challenge to the taxes
assessed, the Claimants were required to initiate their appeals of the 2011 tax year on or before
May 15. 2012.' It is axiomatic that the filing deadlines for appeals of the 2009 and 2010 tax

bills were well before May 15, 2012. The Petition — filed March 13, 2013 - fails to aliege that

'* Again, this date is likely earlier, given that this date is 90 days from the date the second payment was due. In all
likelibood, the first payment for fiscal year 2011-2012 was due November 135, 2011 (as in other years), making the
Claimants’ appeal deadline 90 days thereafter, or February 13,2012,
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any Claimant appealed any assessment. Moreover, neither the Special Master nor the District is
aware of any appeals having been filed.”

Having failed to properly preserve their appeal rights, the Claimants possess no claims
upon which relief {rom any assessment may be granted pursuant to R.L GeEn. LAws § 44-5-26.
Accordingly, the Petition and each of the Claims must be denied.

2. Appeals pursuant to § 44-5-27

Without recourse under Section 26, the Claimants only other possible alternative arises
under R.I Gen. Laws § 44-3-27 (“Section 277)."% However, like Section 26, Section 27 is
extremely limited in its scope and timing.

§ 44-3-27 Exclusiveness of remedy by petition, — The remedy provided in § 44-

5.26 is exclusive if the taxpayer owned or possessed any ratable estate at all,

except that, in a proper case, the taxpayer may invoke the equity jurisdiction of

the superior courl; provided, that the complaint is filed within three (3) months
after the last day appointed for the payment, without penally, of the tax, or the
first installment of the tax, if it is payable in installments. A taxpayer alleging an
illegal or void tax assessment against him or her is confined to the remedies

provided by § 44-5-26, except that the taxpayer is not required to file an appeal
with the local assessor.

Although the remedy provided by Section 26 is exclusive if the taxpayer owns any
ratable property in the municipality, in “the proper case” a taxpayer may invoke the equity
jurisdiction of the Superior Court under Section 27. R.I. GEN. LAWS § 44-5-27.

a. Any claim under Section 27 is time-barred.

In otder to proceed under the Court’s equitable jurisdiction. the taxpayer must file its

appeal to this Court within three months afler the last day appointed for the payment of the tax

without penalty. or, if the tax is payable in installments, within three months from the day

" The Special Master is not aware of any formal appeal taken by a commercial taxpayer alleging an “illegal™ tax.
' Claimants have asserted their claims under Section 27, not Section 26.

5



appointed for the payment of the first installment of the tax, without penalty. R.L GEN.LAwS §
44.5-27.

The District’s taxes are indeed payable in installments. See £xhibits to Petition. For the
same reasons thal the Claimants’ challenge to the taxes is late under Section 26, it is likewise late
under Section 27 because the deadline is measured by the same “90 days from the date the first
payment was due.” R.I. GeN.LawS § 44-3-27. In order for the Claimants to have proceeded
directly to this Court under Section 27, the Claimanis needed to initiate their appeals of the 2011
tax bills on or before May 15, 2012."7 As set forth above, the latest appeal date for the prior tax
years was certainly before May 15, 2012.

The claims are dated March 13, 2013, and no record or even averment exists
demonstrating or alleging any prior appeal by any Claimants.

Therefore, the Claimants’ aitempts to invoke this Court’s equity jurisdiction for tax years
2009 through 2011 are nonsustainable in light of the failure to meet the very specific filing
deadline under Section 27. The institution of an equitable proceeding in the nature of the Special
Mastership does not, and cannot, serve to resurrect dead claims.

b. An alleged “itlegal tax” is not a “proper case” for the Court’s equity
Jurisdiction.

Section 27 provides direct entry to the Superior Court in “a proper case.” This direct
route, however, is not available to taxpayers who wish to challenge a purportedly “illegal” tax:
A taxpayer alleging an illegal or void tax assessment against him or her is

conf{ined to the remedies provided by § 44-5-26. except that the iaxpayer is not
required to file an appeal with the local assessor.

R.L GiN. Laws § 44-5-27 (emphasis added).

' Again, this date is likely earlier, given that this date is 90 days from the date the second payment was due. ln all
likelihood, the first payment was due November 15, 2011 (as in other years), making the Claimants’ appeat deadline
90 days thereafter, or February 13, 2012,



The very scction that provides an equitable entry into the courthouse (and the specific
statute upon which the Claimants’ petition is filed (Perition, § 5; 1 17: ¥ 22)) includes a concise
limitation advising the Claimants that they were compelled to comply with Section 26, excluding
the first step of appealing to the Tax Assessor. This certainly suggests — and the Supreme Court
has confirmed - that the claim of an illegal assessment is specifically excluded from
consideration as a “proper case” contemplated by Section 27 which otherwise allows for a direct
appeal to the Superior Court. S.5. Kresge Co. v. Bouchard, 306 A.2d 179, 181 (R.1. 1973} (“the
relief which the legislature provided for in § 44-5-26 is the exclusive remedy available for rehefl
from an alleged illegal assessment of taxes™).

This Court should not exercise its equity jurisdiction in contravention of the statutory

mandates.

c. The Claimants have not properly appealed their “illegal tax” pursuant
to Sections 26 and 27,

Significantly. the Claimants urge the Court to give certain statutes their “plain mearing
reading.” Petitioners’ Memorandum, April 23, 2013, at 2-3. The Special Master agrees.
Cummings v. Shorey, 761 A.2d 680, 684 (R.I. 2000) (giving Sections 26 and 27 their plain
meaning reading).

Pursuant to the plain meaning of Section 27, a party alleging an illegal tax is relieved
only from filing an appeal with the local assessor, but is not relieved from timely filing an appeal
with the appropriate board (in this case the District’s Board), which the Claimants failed to do.
Cummings v. Shorey, 761 A.2d 680, 682 (R.1. 2000) (“plaintiff initially sought relief from the
Middletown Board of Tax Appeals for what she alleged was an illegal assessment of her

properties™); Cunmmings, 761 A.2d at 685 (describing the appeal of an illegal assessment



pursuant to Section 26 as a “two-step process”™).?® No statute, certainly not Section 26 or Section
27, relieves a taxpayer alleging an illegal tax from timely filing any appeal.

Because the Claimants have not complied with the statutory requirements for appealing
an illegal tax, and particularly because the Claimants failed to timely file any appeal whatsoever,
the Petition must be dismissed and the Claims denied. The existence of this Special Mastership
does not afford the Claimants with an alternative remedy or proverbial second bite at the apple.

B. The Claimants’ appeal of 2012 taxes is premature (and improper).

The Court can take judicial notice of the fact that the 2012 tax bills upon which the
Claimants are seeking relief are merely informal and do not constitute final tax bills. In fact.
each 2012 tax bill attached to the Petition is prominently labeled “PRELIMINARY INVOICE”
in the top right-hand comer.

As this Court knows, and as is contained in the public record, the District’s final tax bills
for 2012 will be based upon a single-tier tax raie and not the two-tiered system about which the
Claimants complain. Any pavments already made towards the 2012 taxes under the prior

invoices will be credited to the final amount actually due.”’
Thus, any claim based on 2012 taxes is not yet properly before the Court. Moreover,

once the District issues the final 2012 tax bills, the Claimants’ efforts to seek judicial recourse

will be moot.

W ¢f Narragansett Elec. Corp. v. Minardi, 21 A.3d 274, 278 (R.1. 2011) (referring to a “direct appeal to the
Superior Court”). The only “direct appeal” to the Superior Court authorized by the General Laws, however, is
through equity *in a proper case.” For the reasons previousty stated, though, claims of illegal taxation do not

constitute “proper cases.” R.1. GEN. Laws § 44-3-27

d . . .

*' The Special Master recognizes that this Court ordered the first three quarterly tax payments to be made. However,
even if a commercial taxpayer paid all three quarterly installments, such taxpayer will still have a balance due under

a single tier,



C. The Claimants are not entitled to equitable treatment at all costs.

The Claimants appear to invoke this Court’s powers to do equity. However, as set forth
above. the Supreme Court has determined that an appeal of an illegal tax is not a “proper case” to
invoke the Court’s equitable jurisdiction under Section 27. 8.5. Kresge Co. v. Bouchard. 306
A.2d 179, 181 (R.1. 1973) (“'the relief which the legistature provided for in § 44-5-26 is the
exclusive remedy available for relief from an alleged illegal assessment of taxes™).

The Claimants posit that because the District would be entitled to a priority claim for
2

uncollected taxes,” equity requires that the taxpayers receive equal treatment, because “equity

requires that like situations be treated alike.”

The Claimants’ suggestion that legal rights simply can be turned on their ear for the
purposes of reciprocity is beyond preposterous. See, e.g., Burton v. Commonwealth. 300 S.W.2d
126, 149 (Ky. 2009) (Minton, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part} (*The facile old
maxim, ‘what's good for the goose is good for the gander,’ is not a proper basis for determining
the a&missibility of expert testimony.”); Warehime v. Dell, 720 A.2d 1196, 1206 (Md. App.
1998) (rejecting appeliants’ “good for the goose-good for the gander” argument as applied to

discovery sanctions).

211 fact, the District is entitled to enforce a lien on property [or unpaid taxes.

9



D. Conclusion.

The Claimants suggest that this Court has to “assiduously protect” them from the
District’s “abuse.” Petitioners ' Memorandum, at 9. While this Court should proteét the valid
rights of the parties, it should not engage in the mental gymnastics advocated by the Claimants,
The Claimants failed to satisty the clear statutory mandates contained in Sections 26 and 27.
There is simply no lega! basis upon which the Claimants may reasonably rely to justify this
Courl’s validation of the Petition or the Claims. For all of the foregoing reasons, the Petition

must be denied and the Claims denied and dismissed with prejudice.”

Richard J/Mard, Esq., Special Master (5592)
Douglas J. Emanuel, Esq. (5176)

CHACE RUTTENBERG & FREEDMAN, LLP
One Park Row, Suite 300

Providence, RI 02903

Tel.: (401) 453-6400

Fax: (401)453-6411

Email: rland@erfllp.com

Dated: June 21, 2013

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that [ provided a copy of the within objection on the 21* day of June,
2013, via email or regular mail, where indicated, to the parties set forth on Schedule A. annexed
hereto.

7}
/ o AL

L4

%3 In the event the Court allows the Claimants’ claims to proceed, the Special Master reserves his rights to object to
the Claimants’ requests for attomeys” fees, a declaration that the tax was illegal, for damages in the amounts alleged,
for class certification, for the imposition of a constructive trust, for affirmative payment and for affirmative payment
ahead of other creditors (both secured and unsecured), among other issues, and to present evidence, argument and
defenses as may later be asserted.
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Patricia Archambault

Beacon Mutual Insurance Company
One Beacon Centre

Warwick, Rl 02886
Parchambault@BeaconMutual.com

Bankruptcy Dept.

[nternal Revenue Service
P.O. Box 7346

Philadliphia, PA 19101-7346
Via Regular Mail

Internal Revenue Service
2970 Market Street

Mail Stop 5-Q30.133
Philadiphia, PA 19104-3016
Via Regular Mail

Julia Sweeney

Internal Revenue Service/JFK Building
P.O. Box 9112 Stop #20800

Boston, MA 02203

Via Regular Mail

John Furtado, Esq.
Narragansett Bay Commission
1 Service Road

Providence, RI 02905-3303
Via Regular Mail

National Grid

¢/o John McCoy, Esq.
Bengtson & Jestings, LLP

40 Westminster Street, Ste 300
Providence, RI 02903
jmecoy@benjestlaw.com

National Grid (Electric)
Accounts Processing

PO Box 960
Northborough, MA 01532
Via Regular Mail

SCHEDULE A
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National Grid (Gas)
Bankruptey Department C-3
300 Eric Boulevard West
Syracuse, NY 13202

Via Regular Mail

Kent County Water Authority
1072 Main Street

PO Box 192

West Warwick, RI 02863
Via Regular Mail

Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation
Legal Counsel

1200 K. Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20005-4026

Via Regular Mail

Rhode Island Secretary of State
John Fleming, Administration
148 W, River Street
Providence, R1 02904
jfleming@sos.ri.gov

RI Department of Labor & Training
At Vincent Lombardi, Esq.

1511 Pontiac Avenue

Cranston, RI 02920-4407
viombardi@dit.ri.gov

RI Dept. of Environmental Management
Legal Services

235 Promenade Street

Providence, RI 02908
mary.kay@dem.ri.gov

David Sullivan, Esq.

Bernard Lemos, Esq.

RI Division of Taxation

One Capitol Hill

Providence, RI 02908
David.Sullivan@tax.ri.gov
Bernard.Lemos{@revenue.ri.gov



James Borages

US Dept of Labor/Pension Welfare Benefits
JFK Federal Building, Room 575

Boston, MA (2203

Via Regular Mail

Region One Director Mail Code 2241 A
US Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460
spalding.curt@epa.gov

Walter F. Richardson

*Centreville Bank

1218 Main Street

West Warwick, RI 02893
wrichardson@centrevillebank.com

Lisa Reid

Centreville Bank

1218 Main Street

West Warwick, RI 02893
Ireidi@centrevillebank.com

Karen S. D. Grande, Esq.
Edwards Wildman Palmer, LLP
2800 Financial Plaza
Providence, RI 02903
kgrande(@edwardswildman.com

Lisa S. Holley, Esq.
Chiet Legal Counsel
Dept. Public Safety
311 Danielson Pike

N. Scituate, RI 02857
lholley/@risp.dps.ri.gov

William J. Conley Jr., Esq.

The Law Office of William J. Conley Jr.
670 Willett Avenue

East Providence R1 02915
weonley@wijclaw.com
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Marc B. Gursky, Esq.

Gursky Law Associates

420 Scrabbletown Road, Ste. C
N. Kingstown, R1 02852
mgursky(@rilaborlaw.com

Elizabeth A. Wiens, Esq.
Gursky Law Associates

420 Scrabbletown Road, Ste. C
N. Kingstown, R} 02852
ewiens{@rilaborlaw.com

Theodore Orson, Esq.

Orson & Brusini, Ltd.

144 Wayland Ave
Providence, RI 02906
torson{@orsonandbrusini.com

Thomas R Hoover

Coventry Town Manager
1670 Flat River Road
Coventry, RI 02816
thoover@town.coventry.ri.us

Frederick G. Tobin, Esq.
Coventry Town Solicitor

300 Centerville Road. Suite 100E
Warwick. RI 02886
fatiwfgtesq.com

Arthur M. Read, I1, Esq.

Assistant Coventry Town Solicitor
100 Jefferson Boulevard, Ste 200
Warwick, RI 02888
amri@amresq.com

Nicholas Gorham, Esq.

Gorham & Gorham Associates, Inc.
23 Danielson Pike, P.O. Box 46
North Scituate, RI 02857
nickgorham@gorhamlaw.com



David DD’ Agostino, Esq.

Gorham & Gorham Associates, Inc.

25 Danielson Pike, P.O. Box 46
North Seituate, RI 02857
401-647-1400
Daviddagostino@gorhamlaw.com

Steve Morris, Esq.
Department of Health

3 Capitol Hill

Providence, RI1 02903
Steve.morris@health.ri.gov

J. Bric Atherholt

Vice President — Legal Services
*CoActiv Capital Partners, Inc.
655 Business Center Drive
Horsham, PA 19044
ratherholt@leaseserv.com

Thomas Barnhart, Esq.
PNC Bank

995 Daiton Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45203
thomas.barnhartpnc.com

Chad McNulty

Bankruptey Legal Support
Sprint

10002 Park Meadows Drive
Lone Tree, CO 80124

Via Regular Mail

James G. Atchison, Esqg.

Michael P. Robinson, Esq.

John H. McCann, Esq.
Shechtman Halperin Savage, LLP
1080 Main Street

Pawtucket, RI 02860
jatchison@shslawtirm.com
mrobinson@shsiawfirm.com
Jjmccann@shslawtirm.com

David Gorman

Union Represeniative
¢/o Station 4

240 Arnold Road
Coventry, RI1 02816
president@local3372.0rg

*U.S. Bancorp Equipment Finance Inc.
PO Box 230789

Portland, OR 97281

Via Regular Mail

John R. Assalone

1A Liena Rose Way
Coventry, Rl 02816
peopleplaces@hotmail.com

Carmine Olivieri

1A Liena Rose Way
Coventry, Rl 02816
carmine(@assalone.com

Lauren E. Jones, Esq.

Jones Associates

72 South Main Street
Providence, R1 02903-2907
T: 401-274-4446 x11

F: 401-274-2805
ljones@appeallaw.com

Mark Tourgee. Esq.

Inman Tourgee & Williamson
1193 Tiogue Avenue
Coventry, RI 02816
jsmallridge@itwlaw.com

Anita Flax, Esq.

Legal Counsel

Office of Governor Lincoln D. Chafee
Rhode Island State House

82 Smith Street, Room 119
Providence, RI 02903
Anita.Flax@governor.ri.gov



David Gilden, Esq.

Patricia Antonelli, Esg.
Partridge Snow & Habn, LLP
180 South Main Street
Providence, R1 02903
dmg(@psh.com

pa@psh.com

Arthur Capaldi, Esq.
Capaldi & Boulanger

1035 Main Street
Coventry, Rl 02816
agc@cblaw.necoxmail.com

Anthony DeSisto, Esq.

Peter Skwirz, Esq.

Anthony DeSisto Law Associates, LLC
450 Veterans Memorial Parkway, Ste 103
East Providence, RI 02914
tony@adlawllc.net

pfsi@adlawlic.net

Ray Angell. IlI, Esq.
Cassel & Angell, LLP
PO Box 489

Hope, RI 02831
casselangell@cox.net

Senator Leo Raptakis
sen-raptakis@rilin.state.ri.us

Senator Nicholas D. Kettle
nkettle1 0@gmail.com

Representative Michael Chippendale
rep-chippendale@rilin.state.ri.us

Representative Lisa Tomasso
rep-tomasso/@rilin.state.ri.us

Representative Jared Nunes
rep-nunes@rilin.state.ri.us

Representative Patricia Morgan
rep-morgan/@rilin.state.ri.us
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Representative Scott Guthrie
rep-guthrief@rilin.state.ri.us

Roard of Directors:

John Bonn, President
1333 Hill Farm: Road
Coventry, R1 02816
joeyb331(@verizon.net

Anna Mae Lapinski, Vice President
9 Crestwood Road

Coventry, Rl 02816
alapinski@verizon.net

R. David Jervis, Director
300 Abbotts Crossing Road
Coventry, RI 02816
Bbman!@cox.net

Ronald J. Gizzarelli. Director
50 Harrington Road
Coventry, RI 02816

Via Regular Mail

Marie Fisher, Director
84 Lear Drive
Coventry, RI 02816
tripsbytim{@cox.net

Linda Giguere, Director
57 Wrightway

Coventry, RI 02816
Privateline2000{@cox.net

Armond A, Nigquette, Jr.
19 Hill Side Avenue
Coventry, RI 02816
Arm1i363@verizon.net

Tax Collector

Town of Coventry

1691 Flat River Road

Coventry, RI 02816
Ccfdiaxcollector01 @ firchousemail.com



Chief Andrew Baynes
Central Coventry Fire District
240 Arnold Rd

Coventry, R1 02816
bebaynes@yahoo.com

Christine Moniz, Clerk to the Board
Central Coventry Fire District

240 Amold Rd

Coventry, RI 02816
ccfdadmin@firehousemail.com

Board Candidates;

Ray Angell, 111, Esq.
Cassel & Angell, LLP
PO Box 489

Hope, RI 02831
casselangelli@cox.net

Marie Baker

83 Bramble Bush Road
Coventry, RI 02816
marie.baker@infor.com

Cynthia Fagen-Perry
770 Phillips Hill Road
Coventry, RI 02816
Via Regular Maitk

Stephen Fay

38 Mumford Street
Coventry, RI 02816
at_crane_svc{@hotmail.com

Ronald ). Gizzarelli
30 Harrington Road
Coventry, RI 02816
Via Regular Mail

Fred P. Gralinski

7 Hawthome Road
Coventry, RI 02816
gralinskifred@bfusa.com

Robert (3. Hadiey

346 Town Farm Road
Coventry, RI 02816
bobjanehadley@aol.com

Maureen K. Jendzejec
26 Robbins Drive
Coventry, RI 02816
mjendzejec@cox.net

R. David Jervis

300 Abbotts Crossing Road
Coveniry, R1 02816
bbman} @cox.net

Daniel G. Lantz, Jr.
34 Kelily Lane
Coventry, RI 02816
dglir@yaheco.com

‘Helen G. Quinn

72 Hunters Crossing Drive
Coventry, RI 02816
hg7569@aol.com

Raymeond D. Scott, Jr.
10 Crestwood Road
Coventry, Rl 02816
rds60@@cox.net

*UCC-1 Filing



