












HOUSE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY

PUBLIC HEARING ON SB 429-FN

BILL TITLE: relative to the site evaluation committee.

DATE: April 11, 2022

LOB ROOM: 306-308 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: 3:00 p.m.

Time Adjourned: 4:10 p.m.

Committee Members: Reps. Vose, Thomas, 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 Guida – Bill product of committee meeting over summer. Report dated October 2021.
Modifies so designees can substitute for commissioners. Changes quorum down to 5, incorporates
training, required adequate notice pursuant to 91-A. Updates fees. Authorizes committee to impose
fees pursuant to 162-H. Fees sporadic. Rep;. Vose and Harrington served and are cosponsors.
Thomas as Acting Chair asked for questions. McGhee – Page 2 line 19 speak to us about various
pricing structures. Leave to subsequent testimony. Concern about widely different numbers for
different technologies. Q. Line 21 1 through 5 $1,200 per MW vs.$120 MW gas. Berezhny – all
amounts increased by 20%. Harrington - Original numbers came original Site Evaluation
Committee set up, we increased for inflation. Higher costs for renewables are due to smaller size.
McWilliams – technical question – why put dollars without a percent increase per year, say 3%?
Answer – volatility would not lead to be steady state. Vose – did SEC study committee find hadn’t
been changed since 2015? Yes. Cali-Pitts – if a problem with application, a group of individuals
petition the SEC to take over, would be same fees? No. Set threshold lower but high enough to
avoid nuisance complaints. Somssich – Number 1 $1,200 per MW Wind, $1,200 per MW renewable,
those 2 are renewables, ten-times others? Why? Answer – referred to others. McGhee – Number 5
added, renewables, also at $1,200. Vose – Cost f evaluating – smaller size. Berezhny – one theory
less MW than others,

Mark Sanborn, DES. Support. He will check with Commissioner Scott for answers to disparate
pricing. He fully believes it has to do with costs. Challenges recruiting here – SEC is attached to
PUC – It requires an attorney with energy background, experience, staff of 1. Salary a problem.
McGhee – independence is also a concern. Answer – supports restructuring totally. Vose -
forwarded to all of you Tom Getz article. Going forward it could disappear totally with admin
support from DOE, adjudication by NHPUC.

John Tuthill – Non-germane – no capacity concerns for quite a while. We’ve gotten to point of
waste management is a duopoly. Could it be a site evaluation committee?

Blue sheet 6 support, 29 oppose.

Sen. Giuda Sen. Watters Sen. Ward
Rep. Harrington Rep. Vose Rep. Leishman









Archived: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 10:40:34 AM
From: Jerry Beck
Sent: Sunday, April 17, 2022 8:41:47 PM
To: ~House Science Technology and Energy
Subject: Bills being considered by the House Science, Technology & Energy Committee
Importance: Normal

Dear members of the House Science, Technology & Energy Committee,

I hope you got to watch 60 Minutes last Sunday. There was an article on VW and a glimpse into
the future of transportation. They see the writing on the wall and are committed to transitioning to
electric vehicles, as quickly as possible. They must, to stay viable. It is happening. "Electrifying
everything" is happening. Change is hard. Leadership is necessary. Your committee must provide
that leadership. I urge you to look at the science and do everything possible to facilitate the change
that is coming. The sooner that New Hampshire embraces the new reality, the better it will be for
NH businesses, NH citizens and the planet.

Please support SB263, SB265, SB321, SB448, SB263 and oppose SB429.

Respectfully,
Gerald Beck
Holderness, NH

mailto:bentrimone@gmail.com
mailto:HouseScienceTechnologyandEnergy@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 10:40:36 AM
From: Susan Richman
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2022 7:49:41 PM
To: ~House Science Technology and Energy
Subject: In OPPOSITION to SB 429: Relative to the Site Evaluation Committee
Importance: Normal

DearC hairm an Vose and m em bersofthe House C om m ittee on S cience,
T echnology andEnergy,

T hankyou foracceptingthisw ritten testim ony in opposition to S B 429:R elative to
theS iteEvaluationCom m ittee.

T hebasicprem iseofthebillislaudable,thatasiteevaluationcom m itteeexistsand
isannually trained on “rev iew in g an dev aluatin g application s fora certificate

of site a n d fa cility , a s w ell a s tra in in g reg a rdin g en erg y
in fra structure.”

How ever,S B 429 also establishesafee schedule w hich im posesfeesthatare far
greateronrenew ableenergy sourcesthanonfossilfuels:

(1)  [$1,000] $1,200 per m eg aw attfor the first40 m eg aw atts,a n d
[$1,500] $1,800 perm eg aw attforeach m eg aw attin excess of 40 m eg aw atts,
foran y w in den erg y system .
(2) [$100] $120 per m eg aw att,for an y n atural g as or biom ass fueled
facility.
(3) [$150] $180 perm eg aw att,foran y coal oroil fueledfacility.
(4) [$200] $240 perm eg aw att,foran y n uclearg en eration facility.
(5) $1,200 perm eg a w a tt,forren ew a ble en erg y g en era tion fa cilities.

N H needsto encourage developm ent ofourstate’sow n renew able energy
generationinfrastructure,tokeepdollarsfrom flow ingoutofthestatetopurchase
fossilfuels. W e need to supportlocaljobsin renew able energy technologiesand
applications. W e need to lim it the asthm a-causing pollution that com esfrom
burningfossilfuels. W eneed to help dim inish carbon em issionsthatcontributeto
clim atealteration.

T he fee structure ofthisbillisbad forN ew Ham pshire’sbusiness,health and
energy future.

P leasevoteS B 429 asInexpedienttoL egislate. T hankyou foryourconsideration.

S incerely,

S usanR ichm an

mailto:susan7richman@gmail.com
mailto:HouseScienceTechnologyandEnergy@leg.state.nh.us


16Cow ellDrive
Durham ,N H 03824
susan7richm an@ gm ail.com 603 8682758
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