
CITY OF CRANSTON 
BOARD OF CANVASSERS 
Regular Meeting of June 25, 2019 – APPROVED MINUTES 
 

The Cranston Board of Canvassers met on June 25, 2019, in a meeting advertised 
in accordance with the Rhode Island Open Meetings Act on June 12, 2019. The 
meeting was called to order by the Chairperson, Randall Jackvony, at 4:09 p.m. It was 
held in the Third Floor Conference Room at Cranston City Hall. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Randall Jackvony, Gary Vierra, Alice Petrone (For Mr. Joslyn) 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Fred Joslyn 
 
NON-MEMBERS PRESENT: Nicholas Lima (Registrar), Dolores DiMeo Carroll 
(Alternate, Ex-Officio), David Igliozzi (Assistant City Solicitor) 
 
The chair declared a quorum present. 
 
AGENDA  
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
II. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – 2-28-19 
IV. PUBLIC COMMENT 
V. CHAIRPERSON’S ANNOUNCEMENTS – RANDALL JACKVONY 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 

A. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION REGARDING 
VOTERS REGISTERED FROM THE SAME ADDRESS IN BOTH 
CRANSTON AND PROVIDENCE ON EDGEWOOD BLVD 

B. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION ON ISSUES 
PERTAINING TO VOTERS REGISTERED IN PROVIDENCE AND 
CRANSTON FROM THE SAME ADDRESS AT 100 HARBORSIDE BLVD 

C. THE BOARD MAY REVIEW AND ALTER ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES FOR CONTACTING VOTERS REGISTERED AT 
COMMERCIAL PROPERTY 

D. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION ON MAILING ISSUES 
RELATED TO ASHMONT ST, AND RECOMMEND A STREET NAME 
CHANGE 

E. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS POLLING LOCATIONS AND PROPOSED 
CONSOLIDATIONS FOR THE 2020 PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE 
PRIMARY 

VII. UPDATES AND REMARKS 
A. REGISTRAR – NICHOLAS LIMA 

VIII. COMMENTS OF BOARD MEMBERS 
IX. ADJOURNMENT 
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APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
 
Mr. Jackvony asked for a motion to approve the agenda. Mr. Joslyn was unable to 
attend the meeting, so Ms. Petrone voted in his place. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Vierra and seconded by Mr. Jackvony to approve the agenda as 

posted. 
 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Mr. Jackvony reviewed the minutes, said they were properly posted, and asked for a 
motion to approve them. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Vierra and seconded by Mr. Jackvony to approve the meeting 

minutes of 2-28-19. 
 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
  
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
There were no members of the public present who appeared to speak. 
 
CHAIRPERSON’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
CHAIRPERSON – Randy Jackvony 
 
Mr. Jackvony said he, along with the Registrar, attended a Department of Homeland 
Security table-top exercise coordinated locally by the Department of State Elections 
Division at the state Board of Elections. He said the exercise was interesting and 
informative, and included direct conversations with a Homeland Security official present 
regarding physical elections security and cybersecurity. 
 
Mr. Lima said there will be another cybersecurity summit event in October conducted by 
the Secretary of State, in which all Board members will be invited to participate. He said 
last week’s exercise was a national one, run concurrently over three days in more than 
45 states. The October event, on the other hand, will be a locally run seminar conducted 
by cybersecurity experts, and will be held at Salve Regina University’s Pell Center for 
International Relations and Public Policy. 
 
The Board members were awaiting Mr. Igliozzi’s arrival, so without objection, Mr. Lima 
presented some updates on elections legislation in the General Assembly. 
 
Mr. Lima said that many of the bills the Board voted on February 28 to support have not 
seen much progress, although some of the minor Board of Elections procedural bills 
have moved in both chambers, or are scheduled for committee votes in the next few 
days, meaning they will likely pass. However, the Secretary of State’s early voting bill, 
as well as the Board of Elections emergency mail ballot bill, have seen no legislative 
action, and the legislature has been hesitant to heed warnings from state and local 
elections officials regarding a likely crisis in elections administration in 2020, if laws are 



Cranston Board of Canvassers Meeting Minutes of 6-25-19 Page 3 of 10  

not brought in line to accommodate the increased use in emergency ballots by voters. 
Mr. Lima said the BOE write-in bill is poised to pass the House, as it has done 
previously, although with limited time left in the session, it would still need to pass in the 
Senate, and he said the ACLU is opposed to the bill. 
 
Mr. Lima described the two party affiliation bills, of which the Board voted to support the 
Secretary of State’s version. He said while that version is moving in the Senate, the 
House is moving on a similar Board of Elections bill, which does not accomplish all of 
the same elections administration improvements the Board of Canvassers hoped to 
see. Mr. Lima said the bills are likely to be consolidated in some way, and he will reach 
out to legislators to press for the Secretary’s language to remain in any amended form 
of the bill. Mr. Lima said he is concerned about the BOE bill failing to have a provision 
excluding declared candidates from being able to disaffiliate or change parties, unlike 
the SOS’s version, which could cause serious problems in the administration of party 
primaries if the BOE language passes as-is. 
 
Mr. Lima said the voter ID six-month expiration bill, which the Board had voted to 
oppose, seems likely to pass. He said the August primary bill has met opposition 
because it would move up candidate declaration to a time when the General Assembly 
is most active, in early June. Due to the lateness in the calendar of the Sept. 15 primary, 
a federal lawsuit regarding timing of getting November election mail ballots out to 
overseas and military voters is likely, leaving the only option left being moving the 
primary to Labor Day week. The legislation has been amended by the legislature to 
move it to the day after Labor Day – meaning all polling places would need to be set up 
on Labor Day itself, confusingly moving the mail ballot deadline to election day itself – 
an action which would create a logistical and administrative crisis for the city, at a cost 
of $10,000 to $15,000. Mr. Lima said he has communicated in strong terms to the 
General Assembly leadership, the city administration, the BOE, and the SOS about why 
he feels this is a terrible idea, however, the feedback he’s received indicates the 
General Assembly intends to stick to the Tuesday, Sept. 8 date, rather than moving it to 
a much more workable Wednesday, Sept. 9 date for 2020. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
A. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION REGARDING VOTERS 
REGISTERED FROM THE SAME ADDRESS IN BOTH CRANSTON AND 
PROVIDENCE ON EDGEWOOD BLVD 
 
Mr. Jackvony asked Mr. Lima to introduce the issue. Mr. Lima said the matter of voters 
registered from the same address in two cities has persisted for decades on Edgewood 
Blvd, which runs parallel to the city boundary line, and in 2006, the Board attempted to 
address the issue by voting to move all Cranston voters to Providence. The decision 
was met with considerable resistance from residents who had been long-time Cranston 
voters, and shortly thereafter, the Board reconsidered and reversed that decision. 
 
The issue has been largely unaddressed since that time, with voters registered from 
numerous houses on the street in each city, often inadvertently as a result of DMV 
transactions. This has directly disenfranchised voters, who appear at a polling place in 
the opposite city than that in which they are registered, and, following procedure, are 
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often provided a provisional ballot that is disqualified. One voter may be registered in 
Cranston, and their spouse registered in Providence – yet when both appear together at 
a Cranston polling place during an election, only one is on the rolls for the city. Mr. Lima 
said it is unacceptable for this situation to continue, and he cited R.I.G.L. § 17-11-1, 
which states, “No voting district shall at any time comprise parts of two (2) or more 
wards.” 
 
Mr. Lima said that when an address on the boundary is in question, and the Board 
makes a ruling on whether that address is a valid address within the city, it is under the 
authority of § 17-11-1 to ensure voting districts do not overlap, along with the authority 
granted by a related provision within that section of the statute empowering local boards 
to establish voting districts. Mr. Lima distributed copies of maps of the area to the Board 
members, detailing the boundary line. 
 
Mr. Lima said, provided there is agreement with the Providence Canvassing 
Department, the issue of addresses existing simultaneously in both cities can and 
should be resolved as much as possible in order to prevent voter disenfranchisement, 
where both cities come to a mutual agreement of where voters should be able to 
register. 
 
Mr. Lima said that, given the history of the Board attempting to take this action on 
Edgewood Blvd, he proposed a more dynamic solution than was attempted previously. 
He said he would like to send a survey to the registered voters on the street, explain the 
situation in detail and why it is problematic, and use their responses to inform a Board 
decision, in this case, possibly the opposite decision as before, in assigning all of the 
houses in question to Cranston – as opposed to Providence, or both cities as they are 
at present. Mr. Lima said that the majority of the voters on the street are currently 
registered in Cranston – 42 in Cranston and 20 in Providence – and those who are 
registered in Providence may, in some cases, not even realize they can be registered in 
Cranston. Ms. Petrone asked where the residents pay taxes, and Mr. Lima said that 
because the boundary splits the properties, they are prorated in both cities. 
 
While correcting the issue is important, Mr. Lima said the voters who live there have 
historically been sensitive to the issue, and taking any sort of arbitrary action without 
first attaining their feedback and input could result in a similar reversal of action as the 
Board conducted in 2006. Given the geography of the neighborhood, the residents have 
more in common with Cranston than Providence, which is likely why the previous 
decision was met with such a strong negative response. As such, Mr. Lima said sending 
a non-binding survey to the residents on the street asking them point-blank which city 
they consider themselves to truly be residents of, and which city they feel they should 
be voting in, can be used to help the Board in making an informed decision regarding 
the future of the street – or even maintaining the status quo, if there is no widespread 
agreement from the residents. 
 
Mr. Lima said another issue is some residents have actually gone back and forth 
repeatedly, voting in a different city in each election from the same address. Mr. Lima 
said, with the exception of the two northernmost houses – which are clearly in 
Providence, not on Cranston’s street range, and not under consideration here – the 
Cranston school department likewise has the entire street in their range. 
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Mr. Lima said a condition of the survey and any action that takes place as a result of it 
should be that the Providence Canvassing Department is in agreement with any actions 
taken by Cranston, in advance. Mr. Lima said he would only like to move forward with 
this project if there is agreement across the board on a solution, and there is a clear will 
from the residents on the street to recognize the issue and correct it. Mr. Lima said if 
there are a couple of hold-outs who truly believe they should be able to register in both 
cities, Cranston and Providence could at least adjust the street ranges to eliminate all 
but those addresses, and slowly correct the overlap problem over time; or, if there is an 
overwhelming positive response, the Board could assign all of the voters to Cranston 
and hear appeals from any voter who disagrees, and address it at that time. 
 
Mr. Vierra asked what Mr. Lima is looking for from the Board. Mr. Lima said he is 
looking for authorization to proceed with the plan he has laid out by sending a survey 
letter to the voters, and then bringing those responses back to the Board to consider 
them. Mr. Vierra said he had no problem with that. 
 
Mr. Jackvony said he would like to see the letter before it is sent out. He said it should 
be clear that the Board will consider everyone’s opinion. Mr. Jackvony asked if, as a 
back-up plan, if Providence could stop registering new voters on the street, so over time 
all of the voters would be registered in Cranston, without affecting the voters who are 
registered there now. Mr. Lima said that would take decades to play out, however, if this 
plan does not succeed, it’s still probably the best option left available to the Board to 
permanently resolve the issue.  
 
Ms. Petrone asked if the residents who are registered in Providence are concentrated in 
any particular area, and Mr. Lima said they are scattered in houses up and down the 
entirety of Edgewood Blvd. He said half of the registered voters on the street live in a 
house with a voter, or voters, who are or have been registered in the other city. The 
Board members found this to be unacceptable. Discussion ensued. 
 
Mr. Lima clarified that the survey will go to all registered voters, regardless of which city 
they are presently registered in. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Jackvony and seconded by Mr. Vierra to have the Cranston Board of 

Canvassers send a letter to the residents of Edgewood Blvd, including a 
non-binding survey asking them where they would prefer to be registered to 
vote. Mr. Jackvony and the Providence Canvassing Department will review 
and approve the content of the letter before it is sent. 

 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
 
B. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION ON ISSUES PERTAINING TO 
VOTERS REGISTERED IN PROVIDENCE AND CRANSTON FROM THE SAME 
ADDRESS AT 100 HARBORSIDE BLVD 
 
Mr. Jackvony asked Mr. Lima to review this item. Mr. Lima said this is also a 
longstanding boundary issue. He passed around various maps of the site to the Board 
members and explained the background of the issue. 
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He said the main concern is that there are 12 residential dorms located at one delivery 
point mailing address, 100 Harborside Blvd Providence, RI 02905, and the city 
boundary runs through the complex, setting all or most of seven buildings on the 
Providence side, and five buildings on the Cranston side. Many of the students are from 
out of state, however as residents and while students at Johnson & Wales University, 
they can legally vote here. Most are only residents for one or two years at most; many 
of the voters currently listed have long-since moved away or graduated, but there is no 
legal mechanism for them to be removed from the voter list unless they remove 
themselves or are made inactive from undeliverable mail. 
 
Mr. Lima said that the issue at hand is each dorm is assigned a building letter. Often, 
particularly when interacting with the DMV, students do not include their building letter 
as part of their unit information, or it fails to be transmitted as part of their voter 
registration. The University has refused to provide information as to which students are 
residing in which dorms, so absent this information, no determination can be made on 
which city to assign the voters to. As a result, dozens of voters have been registered in 
the wrong city, with the potential to appear at the wrong polling place on Election Day.  
 
Mr. Lima said his proposal is to classify the 12 dorms together as one group-quarters 
housing unit, and in accordance with R.I.G.L. § 17-11-1, ensure there is a clear 
boundary between Providence and Cranston, without overlapping wards in both cities. 
He said at the present time there are 140 active voters at the address in Providence, 
and five in Cranston, along with several dozen inactive voters who have been made so 
due to undeliverable acknowledgement notices. Because the mailing address is in 
Providence, the vast majority of active voters are in Providence, and the majority of 
dorms are in Providence, Mr. Lima said it would make sense to consider the facility to 
be one housing complex and assign it exclusively to Providence for voter registration 
purposes. 
 
Mr. Vierra asked how many of the voters become registered. Mr. Lima said that most 
tend to register around presidential elections, and often do so using same-day 
registration in Providence when voting a president/vice-president only ballot on Election 
Day. Because the students register in Providence, and the 100 Harborside Blvd address 
is used in both cities, there is no way at the time of their registration to ensure they are 
registering and voting in the correct city according to their building letter. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Jackvony and seconded by Mr. Vierra to contact the Providence 

Canvassing Department, and if there is agreement, proceed with the plan to 
move existing voter records at 100 Harborside Blvd from Cranston to 
Providence, and remove the address from the Cranston street range. 

 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
 
C. THE BOARD MAY REVIEW AND ALTER ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES FOR 
CONTACTING VOTERS REGISTERED AT COMMERCIAL PROPERTY 
 
Mr. Lima said the commercial property project the Board conducted in 2017 and 2018 
had loose ends, as the original determination was to not follow-up on mailings that were 
returned as undeliverable when there is no other way to contact the voter, focusing 
instead on only the voters who could be contacted and receive a certified challenge 
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notice. This has proven to be problematic, because some of those voters remain active, 
and Mr. Lima is in the process of removing commercial properties from Cranston’s 
street ranges to prevent voters from inadvertently registering at non-residential 
addresses in the future. The only way to remove those voters is to make them inactive 
through the challenge process, after which their records will be cancelled following 
inactivity through two federal election cycles, when they can then be moved off the 
range so that it can be reduced. Mr. Lima said that state law permits the use of 
undeliverable mail as evidence and in initiating the confirmation process that results 
from a challenge hearing. 
 
Mr. Lima said that the voters in nearly all cases have not voted in several elections, or 
have no voter history at all. In total, the number of voters at issue constitutes a dozen or 
so. Mr. Lima said that the Secretary of State’s office is planning to send a statewide 
mailing this summer to voters who have not voted or have no activity on their record for 
the last five years, and that will catch some of these commercial property voters, who 
can be made inactive as a result of that mailing. 
 
Mr. Lima would like to wait until after the mailing occurs, and afterwards initiate the 
commercial property challenge process for those voters the office is aware of who 
remain as active voters on Cranston’s rolls, so that they can either respond and change 
their address to their actual residence, or be made inactive, permitting the eventual 
reduction of the street ranges. 
 
Because the Board’s original policy in 2017 was to ignore voters who could not be 
contacted, Mr. Lima said he would like the Board to reverse that decision so that, 
following the state’s mailing, he can send certified mailings to any voters who remain at 
known commercial addresses. Mr. Vierra asked Mr. Lima to clarify which voters he was 
seeking to take action on, and Mr. Lima said he is only looking to send mail to known 
commercial property voters who are not made inactive by the state’s mailing. 
 
Mr. Lima said if the voter is already inactive, there is little point in going through the 
challenge exercise, as unless they personally appear at the hearing, the best the Board 
can do is make the voter inactive. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Jackvony and seconded by Mr. Vierra to start a certified letter 

process for voters who are not made inactive as a result of the upcoming 
statewide mailing, and who we are aware are actively registered from 
known commercial addresses. 

 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
 
D. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS AND TAKE ACTION ON MAILING ISSUES RELATED 
TO ASHMONT ST, AND RECOMMEND A STREET NAME CHANGE 
 
Mr. Lima said this is similar to the 2018 Marion Ave South project, where there were two 
separate streets named Marion Ave in Providence and Cranston with duplicate 
addresses, and in the same ZIP code, which caused serious voter registration issues, 
among other problems for residents. Mr. Lima said in that case, there were a large 
number of voters on both streets, so the decision was made cooperatively by 
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Providence and Cranston to add a post directional to each street to better separate 
them. 
 
In the case of Ashmont St, according to Mr. Lima, Providence’s version of the street has 
more than 80 active voters, while Cranston’s has six voters living at a duplex and a 
single family home. As both Ashmont Streets are in the 02905 ZIP code, mailing and 
voter registration problems exist similar to those that had been at issue on Marion Ave. 
Mr. Lima said he’s reached out to the administration to determine a new name for 
Cranston’s Ashmont St, as it makes sense to change only Cranston’s street, as it will 
have minimal impact on voters. 
 
A similar situation exists with Molter St between Providence and Cranston, and 
Providence has agreed to start a process to change their Molter St by extending 
Lakeview Dr over it, because Cranston has significantly more registered voters and 
addresses. 
 
Mr. Lima said these are the only streets left between the two cities that have the same 
name in the same ZIP code, resulting in complex mailing and voter registration issues. If 
Cranston corrects Ashmont St, and Providence corrects Molter St, we will have 
succeeded in solving decades-old mailing issues for residents, and prevent future voter 
disenfranchisement with voters being registered inadvertently in the wrong city.  
 
He said changing Cranston’s Ashmont St is a temporary inconvenience for the residents 
who live there, but it will result in a permanent solution to the problem. Mr. Lima said he 
has talked to Public Works, Cranston’s GIS Manager, and the administration about the 
plan, and there is agreement it should be corrected. There are no other streets in the 
city with a similar situation, and Mr. Lima said that when we identify problems like this, 
they should be resolved. Mr. Vierra asked if the administration is on board with the plan, 
and Mr. Lima said he is waiting on an answer of the question as to what the street 
should be named to, and what entity will choose the proposed name to submit to the 
City Council for approval. 
 
Mr. Lima said he also has a letter of support from the Providence postmaster. Mr. Lima 
asked if the Board should send an advance letter to the residents, and Mr. Vierra said 
that would be handled by another department as part of the normal street name change 
process. Mr. Igliozzi said that the issue will ultimately be in the hands of the Council and 
administration, and the Board is simply providing its opinion on the process in 
authorizing the Registrar to proceed with it. 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Jackvony and seconded by Mr. Vierra to proceed with the 

administrative process to collaboratively work with the administration to 
change the name of Ashmont St to resolve the voter registration issues 
identified there. 

 PASSED ROLL CALL VOTE – 3-0 
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E. THE BOARD MAY DISCUSS POLLING LOCATIONS AND PROPOSED 
CONSOLIDATIONS FOR THE 2020 PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRIMARY 
 
Mr. Lima provided a large, citywide map of the city’s 31 precincts and polling locations. 
Mr. Vierra noted there could be contentious primaries in the presidential race in 2020. 
Mr. Lima said that in 2016, under direction from the state, the city opened just six polling 
locations for the presidential preference primary, with one in each ward. He said his 
plan is to open two locations per ward, as he felt one was inadequate.  
 
It may still be appropriate to open one location per ward, however, if by the time the 
April 2020 primary is approaching, the races are mostly decided. Even with a 
comparatively high turnout, the presidential primary still tends to be the lowest turnout 
election type that the Board conducts. That said, Mr. Lima said his priority is identifying 
which precincts to consolidate with which polling places to adhere to a 12-precinct plan, 
which is what the City Council provided funding for in next year’s operating budget. 
More cannot be opened, because under state law, schools are open and cannot 
practically be used, limiting the Board to opening available non-school locations. 
 
Mr. Lima passed around a small map that shows all of the non-school locations in the 
city. Most wards have five precincts, so the plan should be to put three precincts at one 
location, and two at the other, in those wards. Mr. Lima said Ward 4 is problematic, 
because there are four precincts that cover a large geographic area, but three of the 
existing four polling places are schools. 
 
Mr. Jackvony noted that, with the introduction of the PollPads, even if there is a high 
turnout, lines at check-in will move briskly. The Board members discussed ideas for new 
polling places to have the state inspect to keep in reserve if needed, particularly in Ward 
4. Discussion ensued. 
 
The Board members and Mr. Lima informally reviewed options in each ward to consider 
in combining precincts. In Ward 1, the Portuguese Club and Scottish Rite were 
considered the best two locations. In Ward 2, the American Legion and Budlong Manor 
are available. In Ward 3, Arlington Manor and the new Pastore Center polling place are 
ideally located. In Ward 5, the Kelley-Gazzerro VFW and Maria Di Prata Society are in 
close relative proximity to each other, and the way the precincts are aligned, some 
voters in the south of the ward may have to drive past one polling place to get to the 
other. In Ward 6, the Schofield Armory and St. David’s church are both available, and 
the Cranston Public Library main branch could be brought online if needed to serve the 
Garden City area. 
 
In all cases, Mr. Lima said, he would like to retain the polling location currently used by 
the residents of the precinct it is located in, whenever possible. 
 
There was a consensus to pursue Cranston Country Club and Oaklawn Community 
Baptist Church as prospective second polling locations for Ward 4. Mr. Lima said he 
would contact the facilities, determine their viability and ADA compliance, and if they are 
available for rental, he will schedule a Board of Elections inspection.  
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A final precinct consolidation plan for the April 2020 presidential preference primary will 
be presented to the Board when the election gets closer, Mr. Lima said. 
 
UPDATES AND REMARKS 
 
REGISTRAR – Nicholas Lima 
 
Mr. Lima said the City Council Finance Committee is hearing the Board of Canvassers 
ordinance on Monday. One question the Council and administration are discussing is 
how the Registrar position should be appointed in the future, as it is not presently 
codified in the city code.  
 
Mr. Lima said that the state has awarded the Cranston Canvassing Department $8,073 
in Help America Vote Act federal grant funding to be used towards elections 
administration improvement and cybersecurity. He is meeting with the city IT 
Department and administration to determine how best to utilize that funding, including 
upgrading computer technology in the office, network defense, phishing email training, 
polling place signage, and physical security. 
 
Ms. Petrone said she has seen reports that dozens of states were probed by foreign 
hostile actors. Mr. Lima said we know the threat is there, and will be there still in 2020. 
Mr. Lima said he would also like to work with the city’s EMA to develop a new continuity 
of operations and emergency response plan for elections and cybersecurity. 
 
COMMENTS OF BOARD MEMBERS 
 
There were no comments from Board members. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION: By Mr. Vierra and seconded by Mr. Jackvony to adjourn. 
 PASSED UNANIMOUSLY – VOICE VOTE 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:39 p.m. 
 
 
 Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 Nicholas J. Lima 
 Registrar 
 Cranston Board of Canvassers 
 
 
APPROVED by the Cranston Board of Canvassers: August 7, 2019 
 


