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A former worker at the cannabis
growing company Salt Pond Medicinal
Pathways called state inspectors in Oc-
tober offering information about the
South Kingstown business.

“It’s a very big free-for-all down
there,” she said in her recorded voice
message, “and I do have some informa-
tion that I’m not sure if you guys should
be notified about.”

The next day inspectors with the Of-
fice of Cannabis Regulation showed up
at the licensed grow establishment,
where they reported seeing things they
hadn’t seen during an earlier visit as the
business sought final approval for reno-
vations.

Among the new discoveries they
would note: a tall green tent erected in a
new section of a storage room with a
“cannabis grinder machine” inside it.

A grinder separates the buds from
other parts of the plant. And this grinder
was connected to a metal chute that led
through a wall and down one floor into a

garage.
Strict cultivation laws require every

cannabis plant and its components be
tagged and tracked as it is grown, dried
and ultimately packaged for sale. 

Those laws also mandate that all of
the state’s 60 licensed cultivators have
camera surveillance in their facilities.

The inspectors reported that neither
the activity inside the tent nor in the 
garage was being monitored by cam-
eras.

And in the garage, at the end of the
chute, they reported finding two plastic
totes and two bags containing untagged
cannabis “trim,” and four containers of
untagged cannabis “kief,” a potent,
powdery substance from the hair-
like outgrowths that cover cannabis
flowers.

Following their inspection, the De-
partment of Business Regulation moved
to revoke the company’s growing li-
cense, or otherwise sanction the com-
pany.

It alleged the company had “manip-
ulated design and operation of their li-
censed premises” which “enables and
facilitates diversion of cannabis prod-

uct outside the authorized parameters”
of state law.

But the company denies the diver-
sion allegations and has now filed suit
against state regulators to head off los-
ing its license to grow cannabis for both
the recreational and medicinal markets.

In Superior Court documents, the
company says the discovered cannabis
trim and kief “were put there for the sole
purpose of preventing contamination
with dried cannabis flower.”

The company “considered the trim
and kief to be waste product that had lit-
tle to no value” and planned to dispose
of it prior to the inspectors’ Oct. 16 in-
spection.

“No cannabis flower or waste materi-
al has ever been diverted from Salt
Pond’s cultivation facility,” it said.

In its request for a temporary re-
straining order, the company also said,
“Salt Pond always intended the tent and
chute setup to be a temporary solution
to reduce contamination of dried can-
nabis flower, maintain cleanliness dur-
ing the cannabis trimming process, and
make for a better work environment for
Salt Pond’s employees.”

And it contends a similar tent setup
existed during three previous state in-
spections dating back to March 16,
2023.

“During each of their prior inspec-
tions, the OCR Inspectors inspected the
tent and ... the garage area of the culti-
vation facility, or, at the very least, both
conditions would have been apparent to
the OCR Inspectors.”

In any event, the company argues,
“the OCR inspectors did not raise any is-
sues with either condition prior to the
October 16, 2024 inspection.”

Salt Pond is also arguing that the
statutory enforcement provisions that
allows the director of the Department of
Business Regulation “to sanction or oth-
erwise revoke a cultivator’s license,” is
unconstitutional since that “jurisdic-
tion lies with the judiciary.”

Michael Resnick, a lawyer for Salt
Pond, told The Journal last week both
parties in the case were seeking a 60-
day stay in the court and administrative
proceedings to see if a mediated settle-
ment might be reached.

Contact Tom Mooney at tmooney@
providencejournal.com
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PROVIDENCE – As a personal injury
lawyer, Peter P.D. Leach “had it all,” a
federal prosecutor said Thursday.

He came from a loving family, en-
joyed an elite education and earned be-
tween $200,000 and $300,000 a year
as a lawyer respected by others in his
field.

And yet.
And yet, he stole from the very people

who needed his help, said prosecutor
Sandra R. Hebert; clients wounded
physically and emotionally in accidents
who sought financial settlements but
received from their trusted lawyer in-
stead constant “manipulation, the lies.”

“There is no other reason other than
greed here,” Hebert told a federal judge.
“No other good reason other than want-
ing more.”

On Thursday U.S. District Judge Leo
T. Sorokin agreed with Hebert’s assess-
ment and sentenced the 63-year-old
disbarred lawyer to 33 months in federal
prison.

“There is no justification or excuse
for what you have done,” Sorokin said.
“Society cannot accept this kind of
abuse,” especially from someone in a
position of trust.

Leach had pleaded guilty to fraud
and tax evasion. Prosecutors had said
that between 2014 and 2019 he misap-
propriated more than $500,000 of his
clients’ settlement funds, resulting in
more than $250,000 never being paid
out to some clients.

As clients struggled to pay their med-
ical bills, Leach lulled them with false
excuses and false accountings.

Those who complained the loudest
might receive some money from other
clients’ misappropriate settlement
funds to quiet their objections.

And all the while, prosecutors said,
Leach was using their money for such

things as membership fees to Metacom-
et Country Club, travel expenses, or tu-
ition for his two children to the Wheeler
School, Syracuse University and Pitzer
College.

One of Leach’s victimized clients told
the judge Thursday through a voice of-
ten broken with emotion that any time
she would ask Leach what was happen-
ing with her settlement from a car acci-
dent the “answer was always, ‘No prob-
lem I’ll take care of it.’ ”

But eventually the full scope of his
“lies and fraud came into the picture.”

“Peter Leach settled my second inju-
ry case for a total of $150,000. To this
day I have not received a single dollar
from that settlement. Peter used his po-
sition as my attorney to settle my case,
steal my money, lie to me and betray me.
On top of his fraud, I had to pay thou-

sands of dollars in medical bills and co-
pays while Peter was out golfing and
traveling the world and going to the Ten-
nis Hall of Fame in Newport, as he loved
to post on Facebook.”

“Peter Leach deserves to serve years
in jail,” the woman said.

As he was about to be sentenced,
Leach stood to address the court.

He apologized to all his victims, say-
ing there was “no excuse, no justifica-
tion for my conduct.”

He noted, as did his defense lawyer,
that he had arranged to “immediately”
pay restitution to his victims through a
family trust fund in the hope it “would
begin to remedy the harm” he had
caused.

Sorokin ordered that Leach pay resti-
tution to eight former clients – ranging
in individual payments of between
$10,000 and $157,700.

He also ordered that Leach pay the
IRS $320,622.76.

The judge ordered Leach to turn him-
self over to federal prison authorities on
Feb. 5. He will mostly likely serve his
time at the prison facility at Devens,
Massachusetts.
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“On top of his fraud, I had to pay thousands of dollars in

medical bills and co-pays while Peter was out golfing and

traveling the world ... ”
One of personal injury lawyer Peter P.D. Leach’s clients

PROVIDENCE – When the city en-
acted an ordinance just over a year ago
requiring owners of large buildings to
track and report their energy usage, the
hope was that it would be more than just
an exercise in gathering information. 

“You can’t manage what you don’t
measure,” said Priscilla De La Cruz, di-
rector of sustainability for Providence.
“But once you measure, you can identify
efficiency opportunities.” 

Meaning ways to cut down on energy
consumption and the associated green-
house gas emissions. 

Now, with the first year of reporting
complete, the work to tamp down usage
can begin, whether it’s by electrifying
heating systems, installing solar panels
or through some other means to help
Providence meet its climate goals. 

Doing so is an essential part of the
city’s efforts to become carbon-neutral
by 2050. Buildings use a lot of energy for
lighting, heating, cooling and more. Col-
lectively, they account for more than
70% of Providence’s carbon footprint. 

So in November 2023, the City Coun-
cil passed the Building Energy Report-
ing Ordinance, which is being phased in
over three years and will eventually re-
quire public reports on all buildings over
20,000 square feet to detail how much
energy they consume – and ideally mo-
tivate less use. 

Schools are biggest energy users 

The first year of reporting, in 2024,
applied only to city-owned properties of

more than 10,000 square feet, 64 of
them in all, including 35 schools, eight
public safety buildings and the Roger
Williams Park Zoo. 

Not surprisingly, the biggest energy
users were the largest schools – Central
and Classical high schools, Mount
Pleasant High School and Hope High
School – as well as the zoo. 

The ENERGY STAR Porfolio Manager
software used through the program also
calculated energy use intensity by di-
viding consumption by building square
footage.

The lower the number, the better in
terms of intensity.

It’s these calculations that begin to
show how some buildings are doing bet-
ter than others. 

So, for example, Esek Hopkins Mid-
dle School, with an intensity number of
78.6, outperformed Nathan Bishop Mid-
dle School and its number of 139. 

The buildings were also broken down
into use groups – schools, offices, etc. –
and then compared with the national
median. Not surprisingly, Providence,
with its high percentage of older build-
ings, didn’t do so well in some catego-
ries. 

For recreation centers and other mis-
cellaneous buildings, the city’s median
score was much higher than the nation-
al median. 

For schools, however, the city median
was lower than the national number,
which may in part be due to a lack of
central-air conditioning systems in the
buildings, according to the city’s first
annual report on the tracking program. 

Reporting program expanding 
to large private buildings

Starting May 15, the reporting pro-
gram will be expanded to private build-
ings of more than 50,000 square feet. 

Just like with the public buildings,
the owners of the private buildings will
have to report their consumption
through ENERGY STAR Portfolio 
Manager, a free tool that analyzes 
usage according to property type, 
such as residence, hospital or bank
branch. 

For the most common types, it can
then award a score ranging from 1 to 100,
with 50 representing median energy
performance and anything above 75
meaning the building is a top performer.
(Municipal buildings weren’t scored
that way in the recent report, but it’s
something that may be added later.) 

What building owners do with the in-
formation is up to them.

Although the ordinance makes re-
porting energy consumption manda-
tory, it doesn’t put in place enforceable
energy efficiency targets. 

But De La Cruz said that tracking 
energy consumption – and getting
scored on usage relative to other build-
ings – naturally leads to questions
about how performance can be im-
proved. 

That’s what’s happening in buildings
like the Joslin Recreation Center in Ol-
neyville, which is already served in part
by high-efficiency electric heat pumps
but will be retrofitted to get off fossil fu-
els for heating completely, said De La
Cruz.

The building is also being considered
for solar panels to provide electricity. 

Additionally, three of the city’s new-
est schools – Frank D. Spaziano Ele-
mentary School, William D’Abate Ele-
mentary School and the Narducci
Learning Center – are all electric-ready,
making their eventual conversion to
electric heating possible. 

“That’s all part of the example we
want to share with private building
owners,” De La Cruz said. 

Energy benchmarking required 
in other cities and states

Tracking energy use in buildings is a
relatively new idea, but Providence is
hardly alone in creating a reporting pro-
gram. 

California and Washington state
have adopted energy benchmarking
programs for buildings, as have more
than 30 cities nationwide, including
Boston, New York, Atlanta, Austin and
Washington, D.C. 

Providence’s earliest efforts on the
front go back to 2010, when the city
rolled out an earlier reporting program
of municipal energy use. 

In 2018, the city created RePo-
werPVD, a voluntary program in which
participants set a goal of reducing their
buildings’ energy usage 20% by 2025
from a 2015 baseline. Some reached the
target quickly. The Mary E. Fogarty Ele-
mentary School achieved a 26% reduc-
tion in the first year and the following
year the Reservoir Avenue Elementary
School was able to slash usage by 21%. 

But with only 16 buildings included in
the program, city policymakers came up
with the mandatory tracking ordinance
as a first step in expanding efficiency ef-
forts. 

After the program expansion this
year, it will grow again in 2026 to in-
clude all private buildings of more than
20,000 square feet. 

So far, all of Providence’s work to
curb emissions is having an effect. By
2023, the city had reduced energy con-
sumption for buildings and outdoor
lighting by more than 21%, cut energy
bills by 32% and slashed municipal
emissions by 38%, according to the
most recent city report. 

As to the 2050 carbon-neutral goal,
De La Cruz said it’s within reach. 

“Yes, we’re on track,” she said. 

City program aims to reduce energy use
Large buildings’ tracking
likely to lead to efficiency
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