
  
 

87 John St, Providence, RI 02906 

 info@friendsofindiapointpark.org    
 www.friendsofindiapointpark.org 

  
  

             
 

National Grid’s Record on Burying the Waterfront Power Lines 
 

ESCALATES COST ESTIMATES        
 National Grid (then Narragansett Electric) officials have increased their cost estimate for 

burying the waterfront power lines by more than 400%, escalating from $6-7 million in June 2003, 

to $14.5M in January 2004, $19.4M in January 2007, $22.7M in April 2013, and $33.9M in 

October 2014. The company sometimes increased its estimate just as the total funds raised for it 

approached the previous estimate.  
  

 No “construction grade” estimate:  The Settlement Agreement signed by National Grid in 

2004 required the company to provide a construction grade estimate, but under repeated 

questioning, it has not confirmed that its estimate of $14.5M in 2004 was in fact construction grade, 

or that any of its subsequent estimates have met that standard. 
 

 Questions about the latest estimate: 
-- Why is it nearly 50% greater than the 4/13 estimate of $22.7M, which National Grid arrived at by 

applying  a 3% escalation figure from 2007 to 2013, despite the fact that many Narragansett Bay 

Commission construction projects came in substantially under their projected amount during the 

Great Recession’s economic downturn. 
 

-- Why does it include a $4.3M contingency for burial, increasing the 2007 estimate’s contingency 

for burial by 150%, after National Grid’s consultant conducted borings and detailed engineering 

studies in 2014, which apparently revealed no significant obstacles to burial.  

 
OPPOSES STATEWIDE FUNDING 

      The State decided long ago that the burial project meets the state legal mandate that it 

“enhance the socio-economic fabric of the state” (Energy Facility Siting Board ruling, 2004). If 

National Grid had treated this project as it treats others that pass this test, the cost of the project 

would have been routinely built into statewide utility rates, and it probably could have been 

completed years ago.  
 

 With $17M already raised and designated for this project, a shortfall of $17M, assuming 

Grid’s latest estimate proves accurate, could be absorbed statewide at a nominal cost for the 

average RI ratepayer of about 10 cents/month, declining every year over 30 years. National Grid 

has supported statewide funding for projects that have benefited a handful of people, such as a few 

wealthy home owners in East Greenwich and Fidelity executives in Smithfield in the 1990s. But it 

opposes statewide funding for this project, which would encourage economic development and 

tourism by upgrading the Capital Region’s signature waterfront for the next 100 years. 

  
NO REPORT ON PROJECT’S FEASIBILITY 

 After the company spent several hundred thousand dollars conducting detailed engineering 

studies, including a series of borings along the burial route, National Grid’s spokesman declared in 

November, 2014: “We can do it. The riverbed would be suitable.” But the company has provided 

no report on the feasibility of this project, which it was “authorized to proceed” with in 2004 by 

state law. The EFSB’s 2004 ruling stated that if National Grid determines that the project is not 

feasible, it “must provide a report to the Board” to that effect. It has done neither.  
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