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GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO 

PUBLIC SERVICE REGULATORY BOARD 

PUERTO RICO ENERGY BUREAU 

 

 

IN RE: PUERTO RICO ELECTRIC 

POWER AUTHORITY RATE REVIEW  

 

 

CASE NO.: NEPR-AP-2023-0003 

SUBJECT: Request for Relief and Stay of 

Portions of Final Rate Order Pending 

Resolution of LUMA’s Motion for 

Reconsideration 

 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF AND STAY OF PORTIONS OF FINAL RATE ORDER 

PENDING RESOLUTION OF LUMA’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

 

TO THE HONORABLE PUERTO RICO ENERGY BUREAU: 

 

COME NOW LUMA Energy, LLC and LUMA Energy ServCo, LLC, (jointly referred 

to as “LUMA”), and respectfully state and request the following:   

I. Introduction 

LUMA respectfully moves for relief of two determinations of the Final Resolution and 

Order on Electricity Rates (the “Final Rate Order”) pending resolution by the Puerto Rico Energy 

Bureau (“Energy Bureau”) of LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration filed on May 5, 2026 (“Motion 

for Reconsideration”).1 Specifically, LUMA seeks a temporary stay of two determinations of the 

Final Rate Order as to which LUMA requested reconsideration: (1) the fee cap imposed on external 

legal costs; and (2) the denial of recovery of LUMA’s Fiscal Year 2026 (“FY2026”) Title III costs.2 

 
1 The Final Rate Order was issued and notified on April 15, 2026. On May 5, 2026, LUMA timely filed a Motion for 

Reconsideration seeking review of several determinations in that Order, including the imposition of a fee cap on 

external legal costs and the denial of recovery of LUMA’s FY 2026 Title III costs, which are the subject of this motion. 

On May 18, 2026, the Energy Bureau issued and notified an order taking LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration under 

advisement. 

 
2 The Motion for Reconsideration challenges the Final Rate Order’s blanket denial of Title III cost recovery across all 

three test years (FY2026, FY2027, and FY2028), whilst the present request for a stay is limited to FY2026 because 

those are the costs presently being incurred and requiring immediate expenditure during the pendency of 

reconsideration. 
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LUMA seeks leave to continue utilizing counsel to discharge its legal obligations, provided 

that LUMA remains within the overall legal-cost amounts otherwise approved in the Final Rate 

Order. LUMA likewise seeks authorization, for that same limited period, to access the FY2026 

amounts allocated to Title III Costs in the FY2026 Provisional Budget while LUMA’s Motion for 

Reconsideration remains pending.  

Absent temporary relief, LUMA faces disruption to ongoing work associated with active 

Title III-related proceedings, including participation in depositions involving a future plan of 

adjustment and production of financial information currently under LUMA’s custody. Without the 

requested relief, LUMA also faces the prospect of curtailing legal activity necessary to perform its 

obligations under the Puerto Rico Transmission and Distribution System Operation and 

Maintenance Agreement (“T&D OMA”) 3  and to comply with ongoing legal proceedings, 

including active specialized and highly technical matters before this Energy Bureau. By contrast, 

the limited stay would enable LUMA’s right to access the FY2026 Title III Costs budgets approved 

in the FY2026 Provisional Rate Order and to operate within the approved legal costs budgets 

without the constraints to legal fee caps, while the Energy Bureau continues to exercise its 

jurisdiction to resolve LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration.  

II. Legal Basis 

LUMA’s request for relief and temporary stay of the Energy Bureau’s determinations to 

impose a fee cap on external legal costs and denial of recovery of LUMA’s FY2026 Title III costs 

 
3 LUMA Energy, LLC, LUMA Energy ServCo, LLC, the Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority and the Puerto Rico 

Public-Private Partnerships Authority, Transmission and Distribution System Operation and Management Agreement 

(June 22, 2020) available at https://docs.pr.gov/files/P3-PublicaPrivadas/Projects/Projects/TD%20-

%20LUMA/OM%20Agreement/executed-consolidated-om-agreement-td.pdf  

 

https://docs.pr.gov/files/P3-PublicaPrivadas/Projects/Projects/TD%20-%20LUMA/OM%20Agreement/executed-consolidated-om-agreement-td.pdf
https://docs.pr.gov/files/P3-PublicaPrivadas/Projects/Projects/TD%20-%20LUMA/OM%20Agreement/executed-consolidated-om-agreement-td.pdf
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arises under Section 11.02 of Puerto Rico Energy Bureau Regulation No. 8543 (“Regulation 

8543”),4 which provides as follows:   

Before the period for requesting judicial review expires, the [Energy Bureau] may, 

upon request or on its own, vacate its final decision, relieve a party from 

complying with said resolution, and order a new administrative hearing for any 

of the following reasons: (i) newly discovered evidence that, despite reasonable 

diligence, could not have been discovered in time or presented at the hearing; (ii) 

fraud or misrepresentation by an opposing party; or (iii) any other reason that 

justifies relief. 

 

Id. (emphasis provided). 

 

This request is timely per Section 11.02 of Regulation 8543 because it is being filed before 

expiration of the period to seek judicial review.5 And, as will be discussed in the following section, 

there are compelling reasons that justify granting the relief requested herein. 

The relief requested herein is a direct product of the Energy Bureau’s ratemaking powers, 

as delegated by the Legislature through the Puerto Rico Energy Transformation and RELIEF Act, 

Act 57-2014, P.R. Laws Ann. Tit. 22 §§ 1051–1056, 22 LPRA §§ 1051–1056 (2026). Under that 

statute, the Energy Bureau is charged with implementing “the necessary regulatory actions to 

guarantee the capacity, reliability, safety, efficiency, and reasonability of the rates of Puerto Rico’s 

electrical system.” P.R. Laws Ann. Tit. 22 § 1054b, 22 LPRA § 1054b (2026). Moreover, per 

Section 6.25(f) of Act 57-2014, approved rates go into effect sixty (60) days after the Energy 

Bureau’s Final Rate Order becomes effective. Id., § 1054x(f). Since this request is filed within the 

statutory sixty (60)-day window before approved rates become effective and because LUMA’s 

 
4 PREB, Regulation on Adjudicative, Notice of Noncompliance, Rate Review, and Investigation Proceedings, No. 

8543 (December 18, 2024). 

 
5 Section 3.15 of the Government of Puerto Rico Uniform Administrative Procedure Act, Act 38-2017, P.R. Laws 

Ann. Tit. 3 § 9655, 3 LPRA § 9655 (2026), provides that the Energy Bureau must issue a decision on a motion for 

reconsideration within ninety (90) days of its filing. The Energy Bureau retains jurisdiction during that period and 

loses jurisdiction only upon the expiration of the ninety (90) days, unless it extends the time to dispose of the motion 

for a period not exceeding thirty (30) additional days. Id. Accordingly, at the time this motion is filed and, at a 

minimum until August 3, 2026, the Energy Bureau retains jurisdiction over LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration. 
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Motion for Reconsideration is pending adjudication, the Energy Bureau retains full authority to 

stay, modify, or otherwise grant relief from determinations of the Final Rate Order. 

III. Discussion in Support of Requested Relief 

 

A. Relief and Stay of the Fee Cap Requirement  

As to Legal Department costs, the Final Rate Order approved LUMA’s Constrained Budget 

and imposed a further 25% reduction to LUMA’s external counsel line costs. See Motion for 

Reconsideration, Section III(C); see also Final Rate Order, Chapter Three, at 257. The Final Rate 

Order further imposed four compliance directives: (a) implementation of competitive procurement 

processes, including Requests for Proposals (“RFPs”), for all external legal engagements with an 

estimated annual value exceeding $250,000, beginning no later than FY2027; (b) a cap of $750 

per hour on timekeeper rates (and requiring Energy Bureau approval to exceed the cap); (c) 

quarterly reporting on external counsel expenditures by matter type, including the identity of each 

firm, hourly rates charged, and total fees incurred; and (d) modification of LUMA’s escalation rate 

for FY2027 and FY2028. Id. LUMA sought reconsideration of the rate cap and the matter-level 

quarterly reporting requirement, which go beyond reasonable budgetary oversight and impose 

controls that are not supported by the record and were not imposed on either PREPA or Genera 

PR LLC (“Genera”). See Motion for Reconsideration, Section III(C).  

As stated in the Motion for Reconsideration, the limitation on fees is not the proper 

regulatory mechanism to control utility legal spending. See Motion for Reconsideration, Section 

III(C)(1). A per-hour rate has the effect of dictating the composition of the legal teams LUMA 

may retain, effectively precluding engagement of experienced counsel whose expertise is 

indispensable in highly specialized matters. Id. As discussed in the Motion for Reconsideration, 
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the fee cap limitations materially impair LUMA’s ability to retain and maintain the legal 

representation necessary to fulfill its obligations under the T&D OMA. 

The request to stay the fee cap determination while the Energy Bureau retains jurisdiction, 

does not deprive this Energy Bureau of the tools necessary to enforce compliance with the Legal 

Department’s approved budget, as those enforcement mechanisms on spending have already been 

ordered by the Energy Bureau. Any concern that LUMA might overspend its approved legal 

budget is addressed by the existing guardrails as well as those imposed by the Final Rate Order. 

Id. Since LUMA already reports quarterly on its legal services spending as part of its 

comprehensive quarterly reports filed in Case No. NEPR-MI-2021-0004, In Re: LUMA Initial 

Budgets and Related Terms of Service, this Energy Bureau has oversight over legal services 

spending at the departmental level.  

Application of the fee cap now, well into FY2026, would operate in a retroactive and 

unreasonable manner. FY2026 commenced on July 1, 2025, and by the time the Final Rate Order 

was issued, LUMA had already substantially implemented its approved activities and programs 

for the fiscal year pursuant to existing budget structures, including the FY2026 Provisional Budget 

approved on July 31, 2025, including then-existing legal engagements and workstream 

assignments. When the Final Rate Order was issued, LUMA already had active workstreams 

staffed by counsel with specialized expertise and deep knowledge of ongoing legal proceedings 

such as class action lawsuits (Wendco of Puerto Rico, et al., v. LUMA, et al., Civil Case No. 

SJ2025CV03310 and Herrero Domenech, et al. v. LUMA, et al., Civil Case No. SJ2022CV02868 

consolidated with Civil Case No. SJ2022CV03139), and complex technical proceedings before the 

Energy Bureau (for example, Case No. NEPR-AP-2023-0004, In Re: Review of the Puerto Rico 

Electric Power Authority Integrated Resource Plan and Case No. NEPR-AP-2023-0003, In Re: 
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Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority Rate Review). The harm is particularly acute in these 

complex ongoing matters, where the value of legal counsel derives not just from general legal 

competence but from familiarity with a dense factual, contractual, and procedural record. See Tr. 

12/3, 381:16-22; LUMA’s Revenue Requirement Brief, at 59, 70; Motion for Reconsideration, at 

25. 

Furthermore, absent a stay, LUMA risks material non-compliance with its duties under the 

T&D OMA, since LUMA must incur legal costs to fulfill contractual and regulatory obligations. 

See, e.g., T&D OMA, Section 5.12 (“Operator shall manage Owner’s legal matters in respect of 

the O&M Services, other than with respect to any dispute with, or other legal matters involving, 

Operator pursuant to this Agreement, and Owner’s related reporting obligations, including those 

services listed in Annex I (Scope of Services)”); see also Annex I, I(H), Legal Services. 

Finally, retroactive application of the cap threatens concrete financial harm. LUMA has 

ongoing contractual obligations to compensate counsel for work already undertaken, work billed 

and for work that must continue during the pendency of the relevant proceedings. If the new cap 

is applied immediately to existing matters, LUMA faces the untenable risk of unfunded liabilities 

for legal services already committed or actively accruing. Retroactive application of the cap also 

risks forcing LUMA either to defer payment or impair the legal representation necessary to comply 

with legal and regulatory mandates. Those harms are not speculative but rather flow directly from 

imposing a new billing restriction on legal engagements that were structured before the Final Rate 

Order was issued.6 

 
6 It is important to note that the stay would not undermine the Energy Bureau’s ruling on competitive procurements. 

LUMA acknowledges the Final Rate Order’s direction regarding competitive procurement and is taking steps to 

implement the requests for proposal requirement for future engagements. But that prospective implementation path is 

materially different from imposing an immediate cap on ongoing FY2026 matters after most of the year’s work has 

already been staffed, budgeted, and in substantial part performed.    
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B. A Stay of the Denial of FY2026 Title III Costs is Independently Warranted 

 

LUMA also seeks relief and a limited stay of the Final Rate Order’s blanket denial of 

FY2026 Title III costs. As LUMA explained in its Motion for Reconsideration, the Final Rate 

Order directed that LUMA “shall not recover PREPA Restructuring & Title III expenses from 

ratepayers through base rates during the rate period.” Final Rate Order, Chapter Three, at 341. 

LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration challenges that blanket denial across all three test years on 

several grounds.  

One of the arguments set forth in LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration is that the denial 

of PREPA Restructuring and Title III expenses is contrary to the contractual framework governing 

LUMA’s operations, as previously approved by the Energy Bureau. Section 3.4 of the Puerto Rico 

Transmission and Distribution System Supplemental Terms Agreement (“Supplemental Terms 

Agreement”)7 provides unambiguously that LUMA’s costs in connection with PREPA’s Title III 

Case are T&D Pass-Through Expenditures:  

during the Interim Period, all of the following (without duplication) shall be 

considered T&D Pass-Through Expenditures and shall be deemed administrative 

expenses of Owner: all costs and expenses, including Fees-and-Costs, arising from, 

related to or in connection with any participation by Operator in, or any other action 

taken by Operator in connection with, PROMESA, the Title III Case or any other 

Legal Proceeding related thereto (‘Interim Costs and Expenses’). 

 

See LUMA Exhibit 489, Supplemental Terms Agreement, at 5-6; see also Motion for 

Reconsideration, at 28. 

  

Furthermore, Annex XI T&D OMA states that: “in no event shall Operator be responsible 

for any cost or expense related to the Title III Case,” thereby confirming that all Title III costs fall 

on the PREPA side as T&D Pass-Through Expenditures. See LUMA Exhibit 489, Annex XI, at 

XI-3. See also Motion for Reconsideration, at 28-29. 

 
7 Executed by LUMA, PREPA and the Puerto Rico Public-Private Partnerships Authority on June 22, 2020. 
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LUMA’s participation in Title III proceedings flows directly from the T&D OMA as 

amended and supplemented by the Supplemental Terms Agreement, a contract that this Energy 

Bureau approved. These costs are the result of PREPA being in bankruptcy. In connection with 

PREPA’s ongoing bankruptcy proceeding, LUMA is called upon to fulfill information requests 

made by PREPA, the Financial Oversight and Management Board, PREPA’s Bondholders, the 

Title III Court’s mediation teams, among others. Furthermore, Mr. Alejandro Figueroa explained 

during the rate case evidentiary hearing that LUMA must “understand what are the requirements 

that would be bestowed on PREPA […] and/or LUMA resulting from th[e] plan of adjustment” 

and ensure that “operational and implementation requirements . . . are accounted for.” Tr. 12/3, 

392:14-18, 22-24. The Hearing Examiner himself recognized the legitimacy of this rationale and 

the impact of the Title III proceeding on LUMA’s ability to operate the T&D System, stating on 

the record: “Now I think I understand why you’re there.” Id., 394:15-16. 

The Supplemental Terms Agreement creates Title III participation as a T&D OMA 

obligation. Those participation costs are classified as T&D Pass-Through Expenditures. As 

explained in Section III(C)(2) of LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration, Title III costs are 

contractually mandated operational expenses under the T&D OMA, and thus by definition, are 

costs lawfully incurred in the provision of electric power services. Given that this Energy Bureau 

must ensure that rates are sufficient to fund those costs, provided that they are prudent and 

reasonable, blanket denial of these costs is irreconcilable with Act 57-2014’s just-and-reasonable 

standard. See Motion for Reconsideration, at 30. 

 LUMA’s request for reconsideration and the request for relief and stay are even more 

compelling in light of events that have recently occurred in the Title III litigation landscape. When 

the Final Rate Order was issued, the Energy Bureau relied in part on the premise that LUMA’s 
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Title III participation either duplicated other parties’ work or lacked sufficient present justification. 

Final Rate Order, Chapter Three, at 340-341. But circumstances have materially changed. The 

Title III litigation stay has been modified, litigation activity has resumed in relevant respects, and 

LUMA is now facing concrete litigation demands that require immediate legal response.  

On April 13, 2026, Judge Laura Taylor Swain entered an order8 that lifted the Title III 

court’s stay of PREPA plan and Bondholder rights-related litigation to permit the Bondholders to 

prosecute their accounting counterclaim in the lien challenge adversary proceeding and conduct 

related discovery. The accounting counterclaim had been dismissed9 by the Title III court in late 

2023 but was subsequently reinstated10 by the United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit 

 
8 See ORDER CONCERNING JOINT STATUS REPORT IN RESPONSE TO THE TITLE III COURT’S MARCH 

16 AND MARCH 18, 2026 ORDERS, issued on April 13, 2026 in Case No. 17-04780-LTS. Available at 

https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4570250&projectCode=PR1&source=DM.    

 

Judge Swain stated that the “initial goal” of the discovery should be to “resolve the parties’ disputes concerning the 

interpretation of terms under the [1974 trust agreement for the bonds] and provisions of the Bankruptcy Code and 

other applicable law in the context of the types of income and expenses that PREPA has incurred.” This should permit 

the parties and the court “to determine (1) on an historic basis whether there have been Net Revenues (or revenues 

exceeding necessary operating expenses, as applicable) prepetition or postpetition and, if so, whether they currently 

exist in the form of available funds and, (2) ultimately, the value of the Bondholders’ secured claim using up-to-date 

information at the appropriate point.” 

 

The court says determining whether there have been net revenues and whether they are currently available “will be 

pertinent to evaluation and resolution of the accounting claim and will also provide information material to the 

resolution of the Lift Stay Motions, and plan confirmation proceedings … based upon up-to-date financial 

information.” The court also “anticipates that resolving these methodological issues will provide the parties and the 

Court with a workable framework and clearer picture of their rights and obligations with respect to the Title III case 

and provide important insights for their settlement negotiations.” 

 

The order reiterates the court’s view that litigating the Bondholders’ equitable accounting counterclaim against 

PREPA, which Judge Swain previously modified the litigation stay to allow, provides the procedural vehicle needed 

to resolve issues concerning the valuation of Bondholders’ collateral, which “will aid in resolving many of the other 

interrelated issues in [PREPA’s] Title III case on a materially developed record, including issues of entitlement to 

[automatic] stay relief and/or adequate protection.” 

 
9 See OPINION AND ORDER GRANTING THE FINANCIAL OVERSIGHT AND MANAGEMENT BOARD FOR 

PUERTO RICO’S MOTION TO DISMISS COUNTS III THROUGH VII OF THE DEFENDANT’S AND 

INTERVENOR-DEFENDANTS’ COUNTERCLAIM COMPLAINT, issued on November 28, 2023, in Case No. 19-

00391-LTS. Available at 

https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4262342&projectCode=PR1&source=DM  

 
10 See Opinion issued by United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit in Case No. 23-2036, on June 12, 2024. 

Available at https://www.ca1.uscourts.gov/sites/ca1/files/opnfiles/23-2036P-01A.pdf.  

https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4570250&projectCode=PR1&source=DM
https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4262342&projectCode=PR1&source=DM
https://www.ca1.uscourts.gov/sites/ca1/files/opnfiles/23-2036P-01A.pdf
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in June 2024. The Bondholders then sought11 modification of the litigation stay, after raising the 

issue in a joint status report12 and at the March 18, 2026 omnibus hearing.  

Judge Swain’s April 13th order directed that litigation be phased and begin with legal and 

factual argument, following appropriate limited discovery, concerning the methodology for 

determining net revenues and related matters. The order further established an initial first-phase 

schedule for document production, renewed discovery motion practice, and a hearing before the 

Honorable Judith G. Dein. On May 26, 2026, Judge Swain entered a written order memorializing 

her May 20 ruling denying further relief from the litigation stay as to the receivership-related stay 

motions but reiterating that litigation of the accounting counterclaim should proceed. 

These developments matter for a simple reason: they confirm that Title III-related 

proceedings are active and presently generating discovery obligations that require LUMA’s 

participation. Denying LUMA access to FY2026 Title III funding during the pendency of its 

Motion for Reconsideration creates immediate prejudice. LUMA cannot reasonably be required to 

respond to deposition notices, requests for information, coordination demands, and related 

litigation activity while simultaneously being denied access to the funding category designated for 

exactly those activities.  

Absent issuance of the requested relief, LUMA will be forced either to incur legally 

necessary costs without access to the budgeted funds allocated for those expenses or to curtail its 

participation in ongoing federal litigation. This includes Title III proceedings in which LUMA has 

been drawn through discovery and related processes, and in which it is contractually obligated to 

 
 
11 See THE PREPA BONDHOLDERS’ RENEWED MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM THE LITIGATION STAY, 

filed on March 31, 2026 in Case No. 17-03283-LTS. Available at https://cases.ra.kroll.com/puertorico/Home-

DocketInfo.   

 
12 Available at 

https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4567061&projectCode=PR1&source=DM  

https://cases.ra.kroll.com/puertorico/Home-DocketInfo
https://cases.ra.kroll.com/puertorico/Home-DocketInfo
https://document.epiq11.com/document/getdocumentbycode?docId=4567061&projectCode=PR1&source=DM
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participate, risking prejudice to PREPA and services that LUMA is required to provide in 

connection with PREPA’s restructuring. A stay would preserve LUMA’s ability to continue 

responding to active federal litigation during a temporary period while the Energy Bureau 

determines whether the Final Rate Order denial should be reversed. 

C. Requested Interim Relief 

In sum, LUMA respectfully requests that the Energy Bureau enter an order staying 

application of the Final Rate Order’s (i) $750-per-hour cap on external legal counsel rates and 

matter-level quarterly reporting requirement for legal costs, and (ii) denial of LUMA’s Title III 

costs. Said relief would prevent immediate and concrete harm, and allow the Energy Bureau to 

rule on the Motion for Reconsideration without forcing LUMA to suffer prejudice in the meantime. 

WHEREFORE, LUMA respectfully requests that the Puerto Rico Energy Bureau grant 

this Motion and enter an Order granting:  

1. a limited stay, staying, pending resolution of LUMA’s Motion for Reconsideration 

filed on May 5, 2026, the Final Rate Order’s application of the hourly fee cap applicable 

to external legal costs, as well as the denial of recovery of LUMA’s Title III costs;  

2. interim relief authorizing LUMA, during the pendency of reconsideration, to continue 

utilizing counsel necessary to discharge its legal, regulatory, and operational 

obligations without application of the hourly fee cap, provided that LUMA remains 

within the overall legal-cost amounts otherwise approved in the Final Rate Order;  

3. further interim relief authorizing LUMA, during that same limited period, to access the 

FY2026 amounts allocated to Title III Costs in the FY2026 Provisional Budget; and  

4. such other and further relief as the Energy Bureau deems just and proper.  

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED. 

In San Juan, Puerto Rico, this 10th day of June, 2026. 
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 f/Ángel E. Rotger Sabat 

Lcdo. Ángel E. Rotger Sabat  

RUA 10432 

LUMA – Legal Department  

PO BOX 364267 

San Juan, PR, 00936-4267 

angel.rotger@lumapr.com  

 

 

f/Luis A. Santiago Zambrana 

Lcdo. Luis A. Santiago Zambrana 

RUA 17794 

LUMA – Legal Department 

PO BOX 364267 

San Juan, PR, 00936-4267 

Luis.santiagoz@lumapr.com 

mailto:angel.rotger@lumapr.com
mailto:Luis.santiagoz@lumapr.com
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CERTIFICATION 

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that an exact copy of this Motion was notified by electronic 

mail to the following parties: 

Parties Contacts Mailing 

PREPA mvalle@gmlex.net; 

alexis.rivera@prepa.pr.gov 

jmartinez@gmlex.net; 

jgonzalez@gmlex.net; 

nzayas@gmlex.net 

 

mdiconza@omm.com 

golivera@omm.com 

pfriedman@omm.com 

msyassin@omm.com 

González & Martínez Law 

Offices PSC 

1509 López Landrón Bldg., 

7th Floor 

San Juan, PR  00911-1933 

 

O’Melveny & Myers LLP 

1301 Avenue of the Americas, 

17th Floor 

New York, NY 10019 

 

GENERA regulatory@genera-pr.com; 

legal@genera-pr.com; 

mvazquez@vvlawpr.com; 

gvilanova@vvlawpr.com; 

dbilloch@vvlawpr.com; 

ratecase@genera-pr.com; 

jfr@sbgblaw.com 

 

Vázquez & Vilanova Law 
Firm LLC 
563 Calle C. H Alverio, Unit 2 

San Juan, PR 00918 

Independent 

Consumer Protection 

Office ("OIPC") 

hrivera@jrsp.pr.gov; 

gerardo_cosme@solartekpr.net; 

contratistas@jrsp.pr.gov 

 

500 Roberto H. Todd  

San Juan, PR 00907 

Bondholders: 

 

National Public 

Finance Guarantee 

Corporation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

epo@amgprlaw.com; 

loliver@amgprlaw.com; 

acasellas@amgprlaw.com; 

matt.barr@weil.com; 

Robert.berezin@weil.com; 

Gabriel.morgan@weil.com; 

corey.brady@weil.com; 

Intisarul.Islam@weil.com; 

alexis.ramsey@weil.com; 

lindsay.greenbaum@analysisgroup.com 

harrison.holtz@analysisgroup.com; 

charles.wu@analysisgroup.com; 

Brian.Gorin@analysisgroup.com; 

Bhumika.Sharma@analysisgroup.com; 

Rachel.Anderson@analysisgroup.com; 

 

 

National Public Finance 

Guarantee Corporation: 

 

Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 

Att. Matthew Barr / 

Robert Berezin 

767 Fifth Avenue 

New York, NY 10153 

Att. Gabriel Morgan 

700 Louisiana Street,  

Suite 1700 

Houston, TX 77002 
 
Att. Corey Brady 

mailto:mvalle@gmlex.net
mailto:alexis.rivera@prepa.pr.gov
mailto:jmartinez@gmlex.net
mailto:jgonzalez@gmlex.net
mailto:nzayas@gmlex.net
mailto:mdiconza@omm.com
mailto:golivera@omm.com
mailto:pfriedman@omm.com
mailto:msyassin@omm.com
mailto:regulatory@genera-pr.com
mailto:legal@genera-pr.com
mailto:mvazquez@vvlawpr.com
mailto:gvilanova@vvlawpr.com
mailto:dbilloch@vvlawpr.com
mailto:ratecase@genera-pr.com
mailto:jfr@sbgblaw.com
mailto:hrivera@jrsp.pr.gov
mailto:gerardo_cosme@solartekpr.net
mailto:contratistas@jrsp.pr.gov
mailto:epo@amgprlaw.com
mailto:loliver@amgprlaw.com
mailto:acasellas@amgprlaw.com
mailto:matt.barr@weil.com
mailto:Robert.berezin@weil.com
mailto:Gabriel.morgan@weil.com
mailto:corey.brady@weil.com
mailto:Intisarul.Islam@weil.com
mailto:alexis.ramsey@weil.com
mailto:lindsay.greenbaum@analysisgroup.com
mailto:harrison.holtz@analysisgroup.com
mailto:charles.wu@analysisgroup.com
mailto:Brian.Gorin@analysisgroup.com
mailto:Bhumika.Sharma@analysisgroup.com
mailto:Rachel.Anderson@analysisgroup.com
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Parties Contacts Mailing 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Golden Tree Asset 

Management LP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Syncora Guarantee, 

Inc. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Assured Guaranty, 

Inc. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

lramos@ramoscruzlegal.com 

tlauria@whitecase.com; 

gkurtz@whitecase.com; 

gkurtz@whitecase.com; 

ccolumbres@whitecase.com; 

issac.glassman@whitecase.com 

varoon.sachdev@whitecase.com 

tmacwright@whitecase.com 

jcunningham@whitecase.com 

mshepherd@whitecase.com 

jgreen@whitecase.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

escalera@reichardescalera.com; 

riverac@reichardescalera.com; 

arizmendis@reichardescalera.com; 

susheelkirpalani@quinnemanuel.com; 

erickay@quinnemanuel.com; 

 

 

mestrada@gibsondunn.com; 

lshelfer@gibsondunn.com 

hburgos@cabprlaw.com; 

dperez@cabprlaw.com; 

howard.hawkins@cwt.com; 

mark.ellenberg@cwt.com; 

casey.servais@cwt.com; 

bill.natbony@cwt.com; 

zack.schrieber@cwt.com; 

thomas.curtin@cwt.com; 

1395 Brickel Ave., Suite 
1200 
Miami, FL 33131 

 
ADSUAR 
Att. Eric Pérez-Ochoa 
PO Box 70294 

San Juan, PR 00936-8294 

 

Golden Tree Asset 

Management LP: 

 

Ramos Cruz Legal 

Att. Lydia Ramos Cruz 

1509 López Landrón Street 

American Airlines Bld., PH 

San Juan, PR 00911 

 

White & Case LLP 

Att. Thomas E. Lauria 

1221 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10036 

 

Syncora Guarantee, Inc.: 

Quinn Emanuel 

Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP 

 

Att. Susheel Kirpalani 

295 Fifth Avenue 

New York, NY  10016 

 

Reichard & Escalera, LLC 

255 Ponce de León Ave. 

MCS Plaza, 10th Floor 

San Juan, PR  00917-1913 

 

Assured Guaranty, Inc. 

 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 

LLP 

 

Att. Lochlan F. Shelfer 

1700 M. Street, NW 

Washington, D.C. 20036-4504 

mailto:lramos@ramoscruzlegal.com
mailto:tlauria@whitecase.com
mailto:gkurtz@whitecase.com
mailto:gkurtz@whitecase.com
mailto:ccolumbres@whitecase.com
mailto:issac.glassman@whitecase.com
mailto:varoon.sachdev@whitecase.com
mailto:tmacwright@whitecase.com
mailto:jcunningham@whitecase.com
mailto:mshepherd@whitecase.com
mailto:jgreen@whitecase.com
mailto:escalera@reichardescalera.com
mailto:riverac@reichardescalera.com
mailto:arizmendis@reichardescalera.com
mailto:susheelkirpalani@quinnemanuel.com
mailto:erickay@quinnemanuel.com
mailto:hburgos@cabprlaw.com
mailto:dperez@cabprlaw.com
mailto:howard.hawkins@cwt.com
mailto:mark.ellenberg@cwt.com
mailto:casey.servais@cwt.com
mailto:bill.natbony@cwt.com
mailto:zack.schrieber@cwt.com
mailto:thomas.curtin@cwt.com
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Parties Contacts Mailing 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PREPA Ad Hoc Group 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Majority Member Ad 

Hoc Group 

 

dmonserrate@msglawpr.com; 

fgierbolini@msglawpr.com; 

rschell@msglawpr.com; 

eric.brunstad@dechert.com; 

Stephen.zide@dechert.com; 

David.herman@dechert.com; 

Isaac.Stevens@dechert.com; 

James.Moser@dechert.com; 

Kayla.Yoon@dechert.com; 

Michael.Doluisio@dechert.com; 

Stuart.Steinberg@dechert.com; 

Miles.Taylor@dechert.com; 

Karli.Wade@dechert.com; 

Ryan.Strong@dechert.com; 

Jackeline.Carcamo@dechert.com; 

Liesl.Sachse@dechert.com; 

Brett.Stone@dechert.com; 

 

mfb@tcm.law; lft@tcm.law;  

arosenberg@paulweiss.com; 

pbrachman@paulweiss.com; 

swintner@paulweiss.com; 

tfurchtgott@paulweiss.com; 

kzeituni@paulweiss.com 

 

Cadwalader, Wickersham & 

Taft LLP 

Att.  William J. Natbony 

200 Liberty Street 

New York, NY  10281 

 

Casellas Alcover & Burgos 

P.S.C. 

Att. Heriberto Burgos Pérez 

PO Box 364924 

San Juan, PR  00936-4924 

 
PREPA Ad Hoc Group: 

 
Dechert LLP 
Att. David A. Herman 
1095 Avenue of the 
Americas 
New York, NY 10036 

Att. Michael Doluisio 

2929 Arch Street 

Philadelphia, PA 19104 

 
Monserrate Simonet & 
Gierbolini, LLC 
101 San Patricio Ave.,  
Suite 1120 
Guaynabo, PR 00968 

 

 

Majority Member Ad Hoc 

Group: 

 

Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton 

& Garrison LLP 

Att. Andrew Rosenberg  

1285 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10019-6064 

 

Toro Colon Mullet P.S.C. 

P.O. Box 195383 

San Juan, PR 00919-5383 

 

mailto:dmonserrate@msglawpr.com
mailto:fgierbolini@msglawpr.com
mailto:rschell@msglawpr.com
mailto:eric.brunstad@dechert.com
mailto:Stephen.zide@dechert.com
mailto:David.herman@dechert.com
mailto:Isaac.Stevens@dechert.com
mailto:James.Moser@dechert.com
mailto:Kayla.Yoon@dechert.com
mailto:Michael.Doluisio@dechert.com
mailto:Stuart.Steinberg@dechert.com
mailto:Miles.Taylor@dechert.com
mailto:Karli.Wade@dechert.com
mailto:Ryan.Strong@dechert.com
mailto:Jackeline.Carcamo@dechert.com
mailto:Liesl.Sachse@dechert.com
mailto:Brett.Stone@dechert.com
mailto:mfb@tcm.law
mailto:lft@tcm.law
mailto:arosenberg@paulweiss.com
mailto:pbrachman@paulweiss.com
mailto:swintner@paulweiss.com
mailto:tfurchtgott@paulweiss.com
mailto:kzeituni@paulweiss.com
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Parties Contacts Mailing 

 

Official Committee 
of Unsecured 
Creditors of PREPA 

 

 

jcasillas@cstlawpr.com; 

jnieves@cstlawpr.com; 

pedrojimenez@paulhastings.com; 

ericstolze@paulhastings.com; 

 

 
CST LAW 
PO Box 195075 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 
00919-5075 

Sistema de Retiro de 
Empleados de la 
Autoridad de 
Energía Eléctrica 
(SREAEE) 

 

rolando@emmanuelli.law; 

nancy@emmanuelli.law; 

rafael.ortiz.mendoza@gmail.com; 

monica@emmanuelli.law; 

cristian@emmanuelli.law; 

luis@emmanuelli.law; 

 

Ortíz Mendoza & Farinacci 
Fernos 
Edificio Banco Cooperativo 
Plaza 
623 Ponce de León Ave. 
Suite 701-B  
San Juan, PR 00917-4820 
 
Bufete Emanuelli LLC. 
72 Ave. Tito Castro 
Edificio Marvesa, Suite 106 
Ponce, PR 00716 
 

Solar and Energy 
Storage Association 
(SESA) 

javrua@sesapr.org; 

cfl@mcvpr.com; 

apc@mcvpr.com; 

mrios@arroyorioslaw.com; 

ccordero@arroyorioslaw.com; 

 

 
McConnell Valdés LLC 
PO Box 364225 
San Juan, PR 00936-4225 

Walmart cfl@mcvpr.com; 

apc@mcvpr.com; 

 

 
McConnell Valdés LLC 
PO Box 364225 
San Juan, PR 00936-4225 
 

Institute of 
Competitiveness and 
Economic 
Sustainability 
(ICSE) 

 

jpouroman@outlook.com;  

agraitfe@agraitlawpr.com; 

 

Edificio Centro de Seguros 
Oficina 414 
701 Ave. Ponce de León  
San Juan, PR 00907 

 

Solar United 
Neighbors (SUN) 

 

ramonluisnieves@rlnlegal.com 

 

 
RL Legal & Consulting 
Services LLC 
381 Ave. Felisa Rincon de 
Gautier, Apt 209 
San Juan, PR 00926 
 

 

Independent 
Intervenor 

 

victorluisgonzalez@yahoo.com; 

 

 
Víctor Gonzalez 
206 Calle de San Francisco 
San Juan, PR 00901-1613 

mailto:jcasillas@cstlawpr.com
mailto:jnieves@cstlawpr.com
mailto:pedrojimenez@paulhastings.com
mailto:ericstolze@paulhastings.com
mailto:rolando@emmanuelli.law
mailto:nancy@emmanuelli.law
mailto:rafael.ortiz.mendoza@gmail.com
mailto:monica@emmanuelli.law
mailto:cristian@emmanuelli.law
mailto:luis@emmanuelli.law
mailto:javrua@sesapr.org
mailto:cfl@mcvpr.com
mailto:apc@mcvpr.com
mailto:mrios@arroyorioslaw.com
mailto:ccordero@arroyorioslaw.com
mailto:cfl@mcvpr.com
mailto:apc@mcvpr.com
mailto:jpouroman@outlook.com
mailto:agraitfe@agraitlawpr.com
mailto:ramonluisnieves@rlnlegal.com
mailto:victorluisgonzalez@yahoo.com
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We will also serve a courtesy copy of this motion to the following: lionel.santa@p3.pr.gov; 

Vilmarie.Fontanet@p3.pr.gov; Julia@londoneconomics.com; Brian@londoneconomics.com; 

luke@londoneconomics.com; juan@londoneconomics.com; mmcgill@gibsondunn.com; 

LShelfer@gibsondunn.com; jnieves@cstlawpr.com; arrivera@nuenergypr.com; 

jrinconlopez@guidehouse.com; Josh.Llamas@fticonsulting.com; Anu.Sen@fticonsulting.com; 

Ellen.Smith@fticonsulting.com; fausto.hernandez@promesa.gov; Gerard.Gil@ankura.com; 

Jorge.SanMiguel@ankura.com; Lucas.Porter@ankura.com. 

 

In San Juan, Puerto Rico, this 10th day of June, 2026. 

f/Luis A. Santiago Zambrana 

Lcdo. Luis A. Santiago Zambrana 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Jorge.SanMiguel@ankura.com
mailto:Lucas.Porter@ankura.com

