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UNITED STATLS OF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
OFFICE OF ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY

Northern Pass Transmission LLC ) Docket PP-371
Application for Presidential Permit )

NEW HAMPSHIRE STATE SENATOR JEANIE FORRESTER
MOTION TO INTERVENE IN OPPOSITION TO THE AMENDE
APPLICATION -

AS SUBMITTED JULY 1, 2013

Pursuant to Rule 214 of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (“FERC”) Rules of
Practice {18 CFR 385.214), [ mave to intervene in the above captioned proceeding.

1. Notices, correspondence and other communications

All notices, correspondence and other information concerning this proceeding
should be directed to:

Senator Jeanie Forrester

New Hampshire State Senate, District 2
State House, Room 105

Concord. NH 03301

Telephone: 603-271-4980

E-mail; jeanie. forrester@les state.nh, us

2. Movant’s Interest

As the State Senator for District 2, I represent 27 municipalities in the state of
New Hampshire, including 7 of the 31 municipalities which are directly impacted
by the amended proposal Northern Pass LLC has presented on July t, 2013.

3. Movant’s Opposition

[ oppose the Northern Pass project as recently amended because it would

- significantly harm my district’s greatest economic asset, our natural fandscapes..
This is about the protection of an image that is engrained in our culture and in our
economy; those landscapes are our trademark. They sustain property values of
private landowners and the Northern Pass project will deter second homeowners
and retirees from the avea, and will negatively impact my district’s tourism




economy. [he Northern Pass project is not in the best interests of New
Hampshire, our citizens, or our economy.,

Constituents of District 2 have actively voiced strong opposition to the project and
have urged me, as their representative in the New Hampshire Senate, to vocally
and forcefully oppose Northern Pass as proposed. Their voices speak volumes
about the importance of the connections created here that you can’t feel in-a more
industrialized landscape. They are the guardians of New Hampshire’s last
unfettered area and share a passion to preserve the wild and undisturbed character
of the land that they call home. Voters have further urged their representatives to
take whatever actions are necessary to assure that the project as proposed is never

successfully permitted.

Since the original application filed by Northern Pass LLC with the Department of
Energy in 2010, [ have responded to my constituents’ expressed opposition in the

following ways:

a) Led asuccessful effort to enact HB 648 in the State Scnate which precludes
the Northern Pass project from using eminent domain to take private property
tor the purposes of this private project. This legislation was signed into law
by then Governor John Lynch on March 5, 2012.

b) Chaired a legislative commission to explore the feasibilily of using state
owned transportation corridors to bury energy facilities like Northern Pass.
The SB 361 Commission issued its report on November 26, 2012. The report
is attached, and 1 respectfully request that it be entered into your official
record for consideration by DOE as it determines which alternatives wﬂi be
studied in the Environmental Impact Statement.

¢)- One of the recommendations from the SB 361Commission was to “developa
comprehensive State Energy Policy, a policy which includes a more robust
regulatory review process of energy projects which could use new
underground transmission technologies that either provide a new stream of
revenue to the-state or protect scenic landscapes from being spoiled --- or
both:” As a result of this recommendation; I co-sponsored SB 191 calling for
a State Energy Policy, which was :ﬂgned into law on July 24, 2013 by
Governor Maggie Hassan. :

d) Led a successful effort to enact:SB 99 in the 2013 session of the New'
[Tampshire legislature to require the State to review the current statute
governing how new energy facilities are sited and to develop comprehensive
siting criteria to properly assuré that-the public interest is served in permitting
any-new energy facility in-New Harmipshire. SB 99 wassigned into lawon
June 26, 2013 by Governor Hassan and last week the Fiscal Committee -
unanimously approved the funding. The New Hampshire- Office of Energy
and Planning will begin the-work this week.

¢) Met with White Mountain National Forest Supervisor Tom Wagner at the
WMNF headquarters,off‘ ce in Campton, _N_H (one.of fny 27 communities) to-
review the Special Use Permit proposed by Northern Pass to accommodate its




use of tmore than {Q miles ot this public forest land for their private
development project.

1) Ield and appeared at dozens of public meetings and forums throughout the
state to hear concerns about Northern Pass as proposed.

To assure that | and my constituents are aware of the DOE NEPA review process
and to assure that their voices are heard in the federal regulatory review process, [
respecttully request the Oftice of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability of
the United States Department of Energy grant this motion to intervene.

Additional Comments

[ strongly recommend that DOE include two or more alternatives in the
Environmental [mpact Study which require the complete burial of a Northern Pass
transmission fine (be these in New Hampshire or elsewhere). It is clear that burial
of such facilities is where the technology is moving. The federal NEPA process
will fail to adhere to the concerns my constituents have raised with me |f such
alternatives are not thoroughly studied as part of your review.

Dated this 16™ day of September, 2013

Byrjﬁdu L

" Senator Jeanie Forrester

New Hampshire State Senate, District 2
The State House, Room 105 -
Concord, New Hampshire 03301
Phone: 603-271-468()

E-mail: jeanie.forresterfilep state. nhous




'The Senate of the State of New Hampshire

107 North Main Street, Concord, N.H. 03301-4951 -

November 30, 2012

The Honorable John Lynch
Governor-State of New Hampshire
107 North State Street

Concord, New Hampshire 03301

Dear Governor Lynch:

As required by SB361, Chapter 220, Laws of 2012, I present the Findings and
Recommendations of the Commission to study the feasibility of establishing energy
infrastructure corridors within existing transportation rights of way.

If you have any questions or comments regarding this report or the work of the
Commission, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

@2 LRI =7

nig"Forrester, Chair
Senate District 2
SB361 Commission .
New Hampshire State Senate
603.271.2104

Attachment

c-w/attachment:

Honorable Peter Bragdon, Senate President
Honorable William L. O'Brien, Speaker of the House
Tammy L. Wright, Senate Clerk

Karen O, Wadsworth, House Clerk

Michael York, State Librarian

Members of SB361 Commission




SB361
Chaptered Law 220, Laws of 2012

An act establishing a commission to study the feasibility of establishing energy infrastructure
corridors within existing transportation rights-of-way and repealing a commission.

In adopting SB361, the legislature found that the state would be well-served by determining '
whether it is feasible to use existing transportation rights-of-way to serve as locations for utility

infrastructure, including underground installations.

SB361 established this commission (the “Commission”) to conduct a feasibility study, and, if
warranted, to recommend a process by which appropriate energy infrastructure corridors on
existing state transportation rights-of-way should be identified for specific utility facilities and a
process by which bidding for these corridors and revenue for the annual use of the comdors

would be estabhshed

SB361 established that the Commission has no regulatory or supervisory authority over the
planning, siting, construction, or operation of any past, present, or future power transmission or

energy infrastructure project.

This is the Final Report of the Commission. This report summarizes the Commission’s process
in discharging its duties under SB361. The report then sets forth the Commission’s findings and

recommendations.

FINAL REPORT

SB361 established a commission (the “Commission”) pursuant to RSA 362:G as follows:

362-G:1 Definitions. —

In this chapter;
I. "Energy infrastructure” includes electric transmission and distribution facilities, natural gas

transmission lines, carbon dioxide pipelines, petroleum pipelines, and other energy transport

pipelines or conduits.
I1. "Energy infrastructure comdor means a {ransportation right of way on an existing state-

owned transportation right of way within which energy infrastructure could potentially be sited

underground or aboveground.
1L "Potential developer” means a person that can demonstrate to the state the financial and

technical capability to engage in the development and construction of energy infrastructure.
IV. "Project" means the development or construction of energy infrastructure within an energy

infrastructure corridor.
V. "State-owned" means owned by the state or by a state agency or state authority.

@M’
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362-G:2 Commission to Study the Feasibility of Establishing Energy Infrastructure
Corridors Within the Existing Transportation Rights-of-ways. ~

I. There is established a commission to study the feasibility of establishing energy
infrastructure corridors within the existing transportation rights-of-ways.

I1. The members of the commission shall be as follows:

(a) One member of the senate, appointed by the president of the senate.
{b) Three members of the house of representatives, appointed by the speaker of the house of

representatives.
(¢) The director of the office of energy and planning, or designee.

(d) The commissioner of the department of administrative services, or designee.

(e) The commissioner of the department of transportation, or designee.

(f) The.commissioner of the department of environmental services, or designee.

(g) The commissioner of the department of resources and economic development, or
designee. '

(h) The chairman of the public utilities commission, or designee.

(i) The commissioner of the department of revenue administration, or designee.

II1. Legislative members of the commission shall receive mileage at the legislative rate when . .

attending to the duties of the commission. ‘
IV, The commission shall identify the feasibility of using state-owned transportation corridors

for energy infrastructure and, if the commission finds the use of transportation corridors feasible
for such use, shall specify which corridors are most appropriate for specific utility \
infrastructures. The commission's assessment of feasibility shall consider, but shall not be
limited to the following issues:

(a) Whether such corridor or corridors materially enhance the delivery of electricity or other
utilities, or both, to New Hampshire consumers and increase the reliability and security of the
electricity distribution system in the state, i

(b) The identification of the corridors.

(c) The identification of available technologies.

(d) The identification of the costs of available technologies.
(e) Whether there would be long-term economic benefits for the state, including, but not

limited to, direct financial benefits from leasing rights-of-ways; employment opportunities; and

private sector economic development.
(f) What the effects of such corridor or corridors are on the retail price of electricity or other

utilities, or both, to businesses and residential ratepayers.
(g) A process design to assure the efficient development of such corridor or corridors by

energy distribution companies serving the state.
(h) What actions need to be taken to assure that conflict with the public purposes for which

such rights-of-way are already owned is minimized.
(i) Circumstances where eminent domain might be used to complete an otherwise

incomplete energy infrastructure corridor.

Final Report of 361 Commission, 11/30/12 Page 2
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V. Chairperson; Quorum. The members of the commission shall elect a chairperson from
among the members. The first meeting of the commission shall be called by the first-named
senate member. The first meeting of the commission shall be held within 45 days of the effective
date of this section. Six members of the commission shall constitute a quorum.

V1. Report. The commission, after public hearings, shall report its findings and any
recommendations for proposed legislation to the president of the senate, the speaker of the house
of representatives, the senate clerk, the house clerk, the governor, and the state library on or

before December 1, 2012.

THE. COMMISSION’S PROCESS

The Commission met on August 2nd, 16th and 30™ September 6th, 20th, and 27% October 4th,
11th and 25™ and November 1%, 15™, and 26", A summary of public session input is attached.
The Commission invited a broad range of testimony from government, industry, engineering and
policy perspectives. The parties providing formal testimony (in person and written) to the
Commission included George McCluskey, NH PUC, Charles Schmidt., PE, Administrator, NH
Department of Transportation, N. Roger Rosenqvist, VP Business Development of ABB (Power
Systems Division, Raleigh NC), Michael S. Giaimo, Esq., External Affairs, ISO New England
and Eric D, Johnson, Director, External Affairs, ISO New England, Joseph M., Rossignoli,
Director, U.S. Business Development, National Grid; Nabil Hitti, Director, FERC, Network
Strategy National Grid; Gil Paquette, C.W.B., P.W.S,, Principal TRC; Donna Gamache,
Director, Governmental Affairs at Public Service of New Hampshire/Northeast Utilities and
Joseph Staszowski, Director, NEPOOL and ISO Relations, Northeast Utilities; Mark A, T.ambert,
Director, Government Affairs, Unitil Service Corp.; Randall 8. Knepper, P.E., Director of Safety
and Security Safety Division, Via Teleconference Kenneth C, Fletcher, Director of the
Governor’s Energy Office in Maine, Michael Iacopino of Brennan, Caron, Lenehan & Iacopino,
outside counsel for Site Evaluation Cominittee, Michael Pillsbury, Deputy Commissioner, NH
Dept of Transportation, Stephan Hamilton, Dir. of Property Appraisal Division, Benoit
Lamontagne, NH DRED Industrial Agent, Karen Rantamaki, Energy Manager, NH Dept of
Admin. Services, Timothy Drew, Administrator, Dept of Environmental Services, Dr, G.P.
Campbell McLaren, MD, FACEP of Littleton Regional Hospital and Dennis Pinski, Health Risk
Assessment Supervisor, Department of Environmental Services, Susan Schibanoff, Managing
Partner, Responsible Energy Action, LLC, Ann Ross, General Counsel, Public Utilities
Commission, Susan Thorne, Administrator, NH Office of Energy and Planning, Andrew Smith,
CCIM, Broker/Owner, Peabody & Smith Realty, Inc., Carolyn O’Connor, Director of External
Affairs and Communications, Hydro-Quebec, Christophe Courchesne, Staff Attorney, CLF New
Hampshire, Donald J. Pfundstein, Esq. Gallagher, Callahan & Gartrell, P.C., Robin Comstock, -
President and CEQ, Greater Manchester Chamber of Commerce, Joint letter from Appalachian -
Mountain Club, Conservation Law Foundation, Conservation New Hampshire, The Nature
Conservancy (NH Chapter), and the Society for the Protection of New Hampshire Forests, letter -
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from Responsible Energy Action, LLC, letter from Paul Conboy, Chichester, email dated
11726/12 from Rep. Cali-Pitts, 11/28/12 email from Michael Giaimo, ISO-NE. Approximately
27 members members of the public spoke at the Commission’s two public sessions held on
November 7 and 14, in Concord and Plymouth respectively. The minutes of the Commission
meetings and other documents relating to the Commission’s proceedings are available at the NH

State Library after December 1, 2012.

The members of the Commission are sincerely appreciétive for the testimony and public
comments provided to the Commission. :

FINDINGS

The Commission was able to gather a substantial body of information relative to feasibility of
using existing state transportation rights-of-way for energy infrastructure cormridors.  However,
important gaps remain in the Commission’s fact-finding efforts. -

The Commission’s findings and observations are as follows:.

1. It appears that 2 number of energy projects (transmission and generation) are proposed for
New Hampshire. While the NH Public Utilities Commission (PUC) does participate in
planning processes nm by the Independent System Operator of New England (ISO NE) and
at NEPOOL, ultimate decision-making on the siting of energy projects rests with the State,
Studying the inter-related factors which shape our energy infrastructure and its potential
corridors has highlighted the need for a comprehensive framework for evaluating, planning
and regulating such projects, to ensure not only a complete understanding of projects’
technical, economic and legal feasibility, but also the assurance that the project serves a

larger public benefit.

" Some current transmission proposals would use New Hampshire essentially as a “through-
path” to link generation capacity located outside New Hampshire with demand load centers
also located outside New Hampshire. These projects raise substantial questions as to the
relative benefits and burdens for the state. The Commission understands and appreciates the
important regional elements of energy policy, planning and infrastructure. The Commission
also heard testimony that it is incumbent upon the State of New Hampshire to take charge

" and formulate a state energy policy regarding new energy infrastructure that strikes the right
balance between the benefits and burdens to New Hampshire, while recognizing that the
Interstate Commerce Clause and other provisions of the US Constitution and Federal Law

will also be important factors in addressing these issues.

e e e ———————_ G ———
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2. The vast majority of state-maintained highways are constructed on easement rights-of-way.
In such cases the State does not own the underlying land in fee. In fact, prior to 1992 Jand
acquired via eminent domain (except for Limited Access Right of Way [i.e. interstate and
divided highways]) were required to be taken as an easement for transportation purposes
only. The use of these easement rights-of-way by the NH Department of Transportation
(DOT) is restricted to construction, maintenance and operation of the roadway, which may
impair their ability to identify these as potential locations of energy infrastructure corridors

without further legislation.

Limited access rights-of-way (interstate, turnpike and divided highways) are the only
roadways where the state owns the underlying land in fee. In accordance with RSA 236:18,
the state has the exclusive rights insofar as they do not conflict with any federal statute to
build, lease, or utilize for any public purpose the air space directly above or below the toll

- highways and.the interstate system highways within the state. These limited access rights-of-

way could be available for use as energy infrastructure corridors,

For the purposes of this report, the DOT has identified four highway corridors as possible
energy infrastructure corridors. The DOT considered several factors in identifying these
corridors, including but not limited to: _

e acontinuous corridor of significant length that is owned in fee by the state

e acorridor that provides connectivity with adjoining states

¢ corridors that are wide and well-defined

» corridors which are relatively free of existing energy infrastructure

The corridors identified include I-89 (between the intersection of I-93 and the Vermont
border); I-93 (between the Massachusetts border and the Vermont border); I-95 (between the .
Massachuseits border and the Maine border); and NH Route 101 (between the intersection of
1-93 and the intersection of I-95). These State-owned transportation rights-of-way, and
potentially others, could be used to locate underground energy transmission corridors.

There are 516 miles of State-owned railroad corridors within the State. Active railroad
operations occur on 202 miles of the 516 miles. Abandoned or inactive State-owned railroad
rights-of-way may be potential candidates for siting energy infrastructure while recognizing
the statutory requirement of RSA 228:60-a, paragraph I: “no railroad right-of-way in this
State shall be used for any purpose that would unreasonably limit the ability to restore rail
service over the right-of-way at minimum cost if such service were to be required in the
future.” Additionally, notwithstanding RSA 228:60-a, paragraph V, additional title and legal
research may be needed to clarify the ownership rights of the underlying property. Further
research is needed to identify railroad rights-of-way which could be used as energy

infrastructure corridors.
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3. Underground transmission technology is being used extensively throughout the U.S. and

intemationally.

4, Testlmony suggests that underground corridors may 1ncrease the reliability and secunty of

the electric transmission system.

5. Questions of technical and financial feasibility of underground transmission technology are
typically site and project-specific to a significant extent. However, testimony suggests that
underground transmission facilitics on appropriate State transportation rights-of-way may be
technically and financially competitive with other transmission designs and locations.

6. At least two pending interstate electric transmission projects in the New England/New York
region have been designed with underground transmission lines located on staté-owned
transportation rights-of-way, indicating this approach can be technically and financially

viable,

7. At least one New England state (Mame) has developed a general framework for makmg
state-owned transportation rights-of-way available to transmission developers, including

provisions for the nature and amount of compensation to be paid to the state.

8. Through testimony received at the Commission meetings, it is clear that other states are
considering and implementing proactive policies to make state-owned transportation rights-
of-way available for transmission infrastructure development. NI is deficient in this area,

and is without any process for considering such development.

Commission members differed on their view of the Site Evaluation Committee’s effectiveness.
Recorded votes follow each version (9a. vs. 9b).

9. (a) The Site Evatuation Committee (SEC) was established by the Legislature for the purpose
of providing a procedure “for the review, approval, monitoring, and enforcement of
compliance in the planning, siting, construction, and operation of energy facilities.” The
Legislature in estabhshmg the SEC recognized that the siting of energy facilities, including
high voltage transmission lines and natural gas pipelines, would have a significant effect on
the State, including impacts to the economy and the environment and the overall welfare of
the people of New Hampshire and that it was in the public interest to maintain a balance
between the need for new energy facilities and the environment.

As specified in RSA 162-H, the SEC, before issuing its approval for a proposed energy
fac111ty, must consider available alternatives and fully review the environmental impact of the

m
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site or route. It must also find that the site and facility “will not unduly interfere with the
orderly development of the region with due consideration having been given to the views of
municipal and regional planning commissions and municipal governing bodies” and that the
site and facility “will not have an unreasonable adverse effect on aesthetics, historic sites, air
- and water quality, the natural environment, and public health and safety.” Supporting
version 9a): Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES; Rep. Cali-Pitts; Mike Pillsbury, DOT;
Tom Frantz, PUC; Benoit Lamontagne, DRED,; Susan Thorne, OEP; Karen Rantamaki,

or

9.(b) New Hampshire’s current Site Evaluation Committee (SEC) framework was designed
before the relatively recent regulatory changes that provide the potential for multiple,
competing and overlapping private transmission proposals subject to only limited regulatory
review and essentially no regional planning. While the SEC framework appears to work for
transmission projects subject to the full regional planning process and determined to be
necessary by ISO-New England (ISO-NE) for system reliability, the SEC framework fails to
serve the State as applied to optional, private transmission projects. The State néeds a more
robust review process for such “merchant” projects, to assure that the best interests of
citizens and ratepayers are being served.  Supporting version 9b): Rep. Simard, Senator

Forrester; Rep. Rappaport
State agencies do not enact legislation and thus do not set legislative policy. As a result, the

state agencies on the SB 361 Commission have expressed a reluctance to take advocacy
positions on any public policy recommendations that the Commission might consider.

10.

An additional hurdle faced by those State agencies assigned roles on the SEC, RSA 162-H,
was their need to remain neutral on specific energy infrastructure projects which might come
before the SEC for site approval. RSA 162-H requires that the SEC hold adjudicative
proceedings to consider applications for energy facilities, including electric and gas
transmission facilities, RSA 162-H:10, II. When conducting adjudicatory proceedings,
agencies must: 1) refrain from communications about the applications outside of the
proceeding, 2) refrain from pre-judging issues coming before them for hearing, and 3)
remain impartial in order to render a decision which is fair to the participants and affords all

parties due process. RSA 541-A:36.

Senator Forrester asked state agencies, given Finding #10, if they would like to recuse
themselves from voting on the Recommendations. All state agencies voted not to recuse
themselves from voting on the Recommendations (Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES
Mike Pillsbury, DOT; Tom Franiz, PUC; Benoit Lamontagne, DRED; Susan Thorne, QEP;

Karen Rantamaki)

o o e —— e ———— e ——
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1 1. There were two public hearings on the draft report, and a summary of public comments

include:

e NH’s landscape is unique, has great social and economic value and must be protected
from ili-considered development, including energy infrastructure. Current law,
policy, and regulatory structures related to energy transmission have gaps which leave
our landscape and the way of life it supports unacceptably vulnerable. The
Commiission is asked to address these gaps throﬁgh its study and recommendations.
The public expressed concerns about the impact of energy infrastructure development

on property values.

e NH needs a-comprehensive energy plan,

o Improved means to more comprehensively evaluate and control proposed energy
transmission and generation projects are urgently needed. Many citizens requested a

moratorium,

¢ Undergrounding power transmission is seen as preferable to.overhead power for
- geveral reasons—-visual and electro-magnetic field protection. Exemplary projects in

neighboring states were cited.

12. The Commission was unable to secure necessary testimony and information to provide a
definitive answer to the following:

The idéntification of the costs of available technologies. (The Commission notes that
testimony suggests that the use of State transportation rights-of-way for underground
transmission infrastructure may be cost-competitive with other designs and locations
in specific circumstances., However, more data needs to be gathered on this point.)

Whether there would be long-term economic benefits for the State, including, but not
limited to, direct financial benefits from ]easing rights-of-ways; employment '
opportunities; and private sector economic development. (The Commission notes
that a grant by the State to a transmission developer for permission to use State
transportation rights-of-way for transmission development could provide economic
and financial benefits to the State and the construction of such transmission
infrastructure could create employment opportunities and private sector economic
development. However, more data needs to be gathered on this point.)

‘What the effects of such corridor or corridors are on the retail price of electricity or
other utilities, or both, to businesses and residential ratepayers. (The Commission
notes that the price effect of transmission projects are difficult to quantify and are

m‘
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highly project specific. However, the Commission believes that more firm numbers
on this point would be beneficial.)

A process design to assure the efficient and fair development of such corridor or
corridors by energy companies serving the State. (The Commission notes that it has
obtained information regarding the design of the comparable process in Maine, but
more work is needed to develop a New Hampshire-specific framework.)

What actions need to be taken to assure that conflict with the public purposes for
which such rights-of-way are already owned is minimized? (The Cominission notes
that the DOT has identified four State-owned transportation rights-of-way as viabie
for transmission infrastructure development, however a detailed level of design
review is required to determine the suitability of co-location within each corridor.)

¢ Circumstances whetre eminent domain might be used to complete an otherwise
incomplete energy infrastructure corridor. (The Commission notes that it has not yet
addressed this topic pending completion of the basic feasibility analysis.)

CONCLUSION

The Commission has studied both the web of systems linked to energy infrastructure
development, such as technical, regulatory, economic, aesthetic and environmental, as well as
the details of system components such as underground transmission lines or permitted uses of
rights-of-way. The knowledge and understanding gained affirms that evaluating feasibility is
complex and will require more study before a comprehensive and thorough determination can be
made on most aspects of the Commission’s charge. The Commission is prepared to offer the
following recommendations at this time. Each recommendation is followed by a recorded vote

of the Commission members.

Prior to faking the vote, Senator Forrester made the following comments:

o As an elected official, my priority, my responsibility, is to my constituents. I have heard loud
and clear their concerns about what could potentially happen to New Hampshire's beautiful
vistas and landscapes with uncontrolled predatory development. It is exactly why the 361 ‘
Commission was created—to look at the feasibility of creating underground energy
corridors—we haven't finished that work and until we do, it is appropriate fo ask for a
moratorium on projects that are not needed for reliability that have the potential fo ruin our
landscape until this work has been completed. To ignore comments from the public is

_irresponsible.

M
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o [ thinkwe can all agree that we want to protect NH's scenic and natural landscapes, which
are an extremely valuable resource for our people and our economy. And a one-year
moratorium on elective projects will give the time needed to complete the task of finding out

if underground energy corridors are feasible.

I agree with Governor-elect Maggie Hassan’s observation that “we must protect the scenic
views of the North Country, which are vital to our tourism industry. * And 1 also agree with
her that “any proposal that would damage scenic views must be subject to a rigorous review

process.”

Senator Forrester asked the full Commission to vote on the recommendations. A recorded vote

Jfollows each recommendation.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The Commission recommends that legislation be proposed that gives the Governor the -
authority to create a task force on underground and above-ground energy corridors
including, but not limited to, that defined under 362-G:1. The task force shall include -
membership representing utility ratepayers, the business community, the conservation
community, legislators, State and municipal government, and the utility industry. This
would ensure that the full range of perspectives is engaged in this process to obtain the
needed knowledge and draft appropriate legislation, This task force should be charged

with answering the following questions:

What are the costs of underground electric transmission technologies (like ABB’s
HVDC light technology) as the technology may be applied to use in New Hampshire?

Are there long-term economic benefits to the State for leasing rights-of-way for
encrgy infrastructure, including, but not limited to, direct financial benefits from
leasing rights-of-ways; employment opportunities; and private sector economic

development?

Tf such corridors were leased by the State, what are the economic benefits and costs to
electricity ratepayers in NH?

o If New Hampshire were to develop a process to assure the efficient and fair
development of such corridor or corridors by energy companies serving the state,
how would it be designed to assure that the public interest is served and that the

process is open to fair competition?

What actions need to be taken to assure that conflict with the public purposes for
which such rights-of-way ate already owned is minimized?

___h‘—-———h_________-—__,——_____ﬂ——-—_'——'—'__—-w—_————wpn———-
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Are there any circumstances where eminent domain might be used to complete an
otherwise incomplete energy infrastructure corridor?

If existing State-owned rail corridors could be included as potentially viable for
underground energy corridors. ‘

Do existing statutes fully address impacts on valuable New Hampshire landscapes.

Voting “Yes™: Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES; Rep. Simard; Senator Forrester; Rep.
Rappaport; Rep. Cali-Pitts; Mike Pillsbury, DOT; Tom Frantz, PUC; Beno:tLamantagne

DRED; Susan Thorne, OFEP,; Karen Rantamak:

2. Legislation should be introduced to require merchant or elective (non-reliability) electric
transmission projects applying for a 162-H certificate from the SEC shall be required to
_provide a proposal for an underground alternative if it is proposing to build new overhead’
transmission lines, This would ensure that the SEC could fully consider requiring an
underground alternative where detailed analysis indicates that such an alternative is

available and serves the public interest.

Voting “No": Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES; Rep. Cali-Pitts; Mike Pillsbury,
DOT; Tom Frantz, PUC,; Benoit Lamontagne, DRED; Susan Thorne, OEP; Karen
Rantamali. General comments: Not within the scope of the Conmission,

Voting “Yes”: Rep. Simard, Senator Forresier, Rep. Rappaport

General comments: Not outside the scope of the Commission. Support the finding 9b that
says SEC needs a more robust review process fo address elective projects.

3. The Legislature should enact a one-year moratorium on any new applications to the Site
Evaluation Committee for electric transmission projects which have not been determined
to be reliability projects by ISO-NE. This is fo provide the Governor’s task force’

recommended above one year to complete its charge.

Voting "No”: Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES; Rep. Calz'—Pi!t&; Mike Pillsbury,
DOT: Tom Frantz, PUC; Benoit Lamontagne, DRED; Susan Thorne, OEP; Karen

Rantamaki,
General comments: Not within the scope of the Commission.

Voting "Yes”: Rep. Simard, Senator Forrester, Rep. Rappaport .
General comments: Nof oulside the scope, findings acknowledge that work is not done

and this will give task force time to complete its work first.

4, The State of New Hampshire should develop a comprehensive state energy policy, a
policy which includes a more robust regulatory review process of energy projects. This
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state energy policy should take into account projects’ impacts, including but not limited
to the State’s economy and its landscapes.

Voting “No": Steve Hamilton, DRA; Tim Drew, DES; Rep. Cali-Pitts; Mike Pillsbury,
DOT: Tom Frantz, PUC; Benoit Lamontagne, DRED, Susan Thorne, OEP; Karen
Rantamaki, '

General Comments: Not within the scope of the Commission.

Tom Frantz: If the language was more narrow, he could support, acknowledges we need
some policy. _

Susan Thorne: Recognizes we need fo plan, not againsi the plan, but has to vote no.
Rep. Cali-Pitts: Need a comprehensive plan, but has to vote no.

Voting “Yes”: Rep. Simard, Senator Forrester, Rep. Rappaport

General comments: Not outside the scope of the Commission.

Senator Forrester/Rep. Rappaport. Conversations with other legislators, regulafors,
public indicate a need for a comprehensive energy policy.

Rep. Simard: This matter is important to the Northern part of the state. Public is upset
and frustrated and we need to listen to the taxpayers. '
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