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To:  CleanEnergyRFP 
 
 
Subject:   Comments on Draft RFP - Regional RFP From Private Developers For Clean Energy And Transmission 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this RFP.  My comments focus on transmission projects. 
Proposals submitted in response to this RFP will very likely include proposals for transmission projects to 
provide delivery of energy from hydropower facilities in Quebec, Canada to the New England system. Some of these 
proposals are likely to be for transmission projects traversing the State of New Hampshire.  
 
The Soliciting Parties for this RFP should give thorough consideration to the strong opposition by the people of New 
Hampshire to new overhead power transmission projects through our state.  The people of New Hampshire see such 
overhead transmission projects, running the full length of our State, as direct threats to our natural environmental 
heritage, our tourist and real estate industries, our economy in general, and our way of life.  Accordingly, New 
Hampshire residents always have and always will raise strong opposition to such overhead transmission projects, 
resulting in lengthy public debate and litigation, extended delay, and ultimate failure of such projects.   
 
New Hampshire’s constitution and state law prohibit the use of eminent domain for the acquisition of rights of way 
by private power line transmission developers.  This, plus the strong opposition to overhead transmission in the state, 
makes it practically impossible for any Bidders who propose overhead transmission projects through NH to obtain 
property rights for a substantial portion of the property necessary for the transmission project, or to formulate a viable 
plan for acquiring the rest of the required property rights, prior to submitting their bids (as required in section 2.2.8 of 
the draft RFP).  Transmission project developers in NH have no authority whatever to acquire necessary rights of 
way, beyond attempting to convince multiple landowners to sell their land.  NH landowners almost unanimously 
oppose new overhead transmission projects, and are unwilling to sell their land for this purpose.  Hence any Bidders 
responding to this RFP who propose overhead transmission projects in NH cannot be responsive to the requirements 
of the RFP, since they cannot provide any guarantee that they will ever acquire property rights for the necessary 
rights of way.  
 
Underground, underwater, and submarine transmission projects (hereinafter referred to collectively as “buried” 
transmission projects) present fully viable alternatives to overhead transmission.  Indeed, several such buried 
transmission projects have already been proposed for transmission of power from Quebec hydropower facilities to the 
New England grid.  Buried transmission projects are fully feasible technically, and among other strong advantages, 
they have the great advantage of attracting relatively little public opposition.  This procurement should consider only 
buried transmission projects in NH as eligible under this RFP.  
 
In view of the above, and out of respect for the wishes and rights of the people of New Hampshire, the RFP should be 
amended to exclude proposals for overhead transmission projects in New Hampshire, and to state that proposals for 
this type of development will be considered nonresponsive.   
 
Specific proposed changes to the RFP are as follows: 
 
1.2.1 DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS, final paragraph:   
 
Add the final sentence:  “ As used in this RFP, Transmission Project also does not refer to overhead transmission 
projects located in the State of New Hampshire, which are specifically excluded from consideration under this RFP.” 
  
1.2.2.3 QUALIFIED CLEAN ENERGY VIA TRANSMISSION PROJECT UNDER A PERFORMANCE-‐‑ BASED 
TARIFF CONTAINING A QUALIFIED CLEAN ENERGY DELIVERY COMMITMENT; NO PPA:   
 
Add just before the final sentence in this section:  “Overhead transmission projects located in the State of New 
Hampshire are excluded from consideration under this RFP.” 
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2.2.3.3 QUALIFIED CLEAN ENERGY VIA TRANSMISSION PROJECT UNDER A PERFORMANCE-‐‑ BASED 
TARIFF CONTAINING A QUALIFIED CLEAN ENERGY DELIVERY COMMITMENT: 
 
Add as a final sentence in this section:  “Bids proposing overhead transmission projects in NH are not eligible under 
this procurement.” 
 
2.3.2.1 FACTORS TO BE ASSESSED IN QUALITATIVE EVALUATION, under Eligible Project Viability: 
 
Add a final bullet:  
 

• “Exclusion of overhead transmission projects located in NH.” 
 
 

APPENDIX G; Overview of the Transmission with Qualified Clean Energy Delivery Commitment Model: 
 
Add just before the final bullet in this section the following bullet paragraph: 
 

• Under the NH State constitution and State law, private developers of power transmission projects in 
NH do not have access to eminent domain for acquisition of necessary rights of way.  Eligible Bidders 
proposing transmission projects located in the State of New Hampshire must therefore demonstrate a 
clear alternative mechanism by which they will acquire the necessary rights-of-way within their 
proposed time frame.  In view of the historical strong opposition to overhead transmission projects in 
NH, and the resulting practical impossibility of establishing a defined time frame for acquisition of the 
necessary rights of way for such projects, overhead transmission projects located in NH are not 
responsive to the requirements of this procurement, and are not eligible for consideration.     


