












HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

PUBLIC HEARING ON SB 268-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to the approval of power purchase agreements for offshore wind
energy resources from the Gulf of Maine.

DATE: April 11, 2022

LOB ROOM: 306-308 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: 9:00 a.m.

Time Adjourned: 9:58 a.m.

Committee Members: Reps. Vose, Thomas, Plett, Harrington, Notter, Merner, Berezhny,
Bernardy, Cambrils, Ploszaj, Somssich, Cali-Pitts, Mann, Oxenham, Lewicke, Vincent,
McGhee, McWilliams, Chretien, Pimentel and Parshall

Bill Sponsors:

TESTIMONY

* Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.

Senator David Watters: Bill provides for a mechanism for NH to protect its interests. Governor
Sununu a leader on this, calling task force 4 years ago December 2019, next meeting May 19th this
year. We want to protect our interests. Lease areas will be identified in 2024. A lot going on. Need
to take actions, watch energy and environmental concerns. Need to protect NH interests. Need to
protect transit in and out of harbors, and fisheries. We have 3 miles, but we can declare out to 200
miles in a process called constancy. DES and Department of Energy involved. Created a coastal
fund in bill. Place to put federal funds and committee to advise. Declaration of interests on page 2.
Ties into SB440 relative to the office of offshore wind industry development. Harrington – Page 1 l
3-6 – prior to approving contracts for offshore wind projects – we are now merchant solely, why do
we need special provisions for offshore wind? Answer – Of course, you are right, developers develop,
but we already provide direction to PUC for contracts – because offshore wind, environmental, etc. –
If 30-100 miles out, we have interests that can only be regulated under consistency agreements.
Direction to NHPUC as a result. Harrington – Utilities come to PUC now with agreements for
power supply, this is no different really, but other states forced utilities to buy – there in no “must
buy” anticipated? Answer – no. Not a mandate. Cali-Pitts – Why do we need special board to collect
monies and grants? Also, fisheries, what impact this will have? Answer – We have coastal funds but
if there are substantial funds coming in from offshore wind, for mitigation, how do we listen to
competing interests for expenditure? This is different with respect to fisheries. This is to identify
fishing areas to be protected, marine transit lanes, etc. He is on Atlantic Coast fisheries commission.
Yes they do a lot to regulate, but this is different – fishing bodies are identified and protected.
Somssich – clarification in bill coastal program and an agency advisory body? Answer – coastal
program all set up, in stature already, within that program for this purpose, we have this body to
advise how to expend funds. McGhee – Is this enabling legislation? Answer – yes. Issue of
consistency extraordinary opportunity to protect our interests. Posjay – In committee, any
discussion about CT wave energy? Answer – this is just about wind. Parshall – With consistency,
would state be in a position to defend state with federal regulations? Answer – you can get into
court if you have to. Vose – lines 8-11, talks about funds being deposited, what statute is this fund
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set up? RSA 45. Line 23-25, authorizes deduction of administrative costs? How much money?
Answer – I don’t know. Cali-Pitts – consistency – please correct me? Will we be claiming
jurisdiction out to 20m miles? Answer – it is enumerated in federal statute and rules. RI is the
other state in NE that has done this. Harrington – Does this give us seat at the table? Yes.

Mark Sanborn Asst. Commissioner DES – Whether or not you think offshore wind a great idea,
still support this bill because it protects us. The only way you can claim consistency is if in state
statute. Federal government could fund offshore wind whether we like it or not, this gives us
bargaining power. We can apply for consistency with NAOA. Model is RI. We are in process of
reviewing RFP’s. Lewicki – do we have experience? Will we be slaughtering birds? Answer – there
are experiences around the world. Parshall – Suppose we decide vertical axis generators have less
impact? Answer – view job as to not advocate for any particular outcome, but to relay facts. Have
terrific relationship with BOEM, etc. BOEM doesn’t’ have authority to regulate. We are
maintaining a positive collaborative relationship. Parshall – is ME or MA doing the same? Yes.

Griffin Robarge, Department of Energy – Department is in support. Tool in toolbox.

Rep Vose – informal show of hands for those in support of bill – New unanimous support. He asked
if anybody had feelings about exec session – Cali-Pitts – always announced. McWilliams – same.
Could we put it on docket for tomorrow? OK.

Blue sheet – 33 support, 1 opposition, on-line.
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