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PLYMOUTH — The legislative commission which is examining energy projects such as 
Northern Pass has been strongly urged to return to its earlier positions that any new major 
power lines be buried as well as imposing a one-year moratorium on such ventures. 
Those views were stated by speaker after speaker who turned out for a public hearing 
Wednesday evening. An estimated 150 to 200 people showed up for the hearing at the 
Flying Monkey Movie House and Performance Center.  
Though Northern Pass, a proposed high-voltage power line originating in Canada that 
would run through the state, is not the commission's sole focus, it was clearly uppermost 
in the minds of those at the hearing. All those who spoke during the two-hour hearing 
voiced strenuous opposition to the Northern Pass project. They said if the project is to be 
built at all its lines should be buried in order to protect the state's scenic beauty, 
particularly in the North Country, where they said tourism is essential to that region's 
fragile economy. Many also urged that the lines be run along existing transportation 
corridors, including railroad beds. 
In arguing for a moratorium, many of the speakers said that projects such as Northern 
Pass should not be approved until the state has a comprehensive energy policy which 
would provide a framework for assessing such large-scale ventures. 
"(The state) doesn't seem to have an energy policy," said state Sen. Jeanie Forrester of 
Meredith, the commission's chairman. "I would like to see us work on a comprehensive 
policy," she told the audience. 
"Recreation is the mainstay of our economy," said Nancy Martin of Sugar Hill.  
To emphasize that point Sandy Bergquist of Lancaster said, "The people (of Coos 
County) don't (just) love the mountains, it's their livelihood."  
They and others said that since there is no evidence that new major power lines are 
needed in order to meet electrical demand in New Hampshire, state residents should not 
have to pay the price of a marred landscape in order to satisfy the electrical demand 
elsewhere. 
Many rejected the arguments by Public Service of New Hampshire and Hydro Quebec, 
Northern Pass's principal partners, that putting the transmission lines underground would 
be prohibitively expensive. Some speakers said plans for a major power line in New York 
state include burying the lines. Others said that instead of spending "millions" for 
lobbyists to argue its case, Northern Pass should instead use that money to defray the cost 
of underground utilities. 
Most who addressed the hearing were from communities north of Franconia Notch. But 
there were also speakers were from the Plymouth area as well as few from the southern 
part of the state — like Deerfield and Rochester. 
The attendance was considerably larger than for the first hearing held Nov. 7 in Concord 
which drew just five members of the general public, according to state Rep. Larry 
Rappaport, R-Colebrook, one of the commission's 10 members. "Northern Pass is a big 
issue in Coos County, but it's less of an issue as you go south," Rappaport said, 



explaining the difference in attendance. 
Jim Dannis of Responsible Energy Action, a group critical of the Northern Pass proposal, 
said the issue requires more study and he urged the commission to "find a way to 
continue your work." Similarly, John Ames of Pittsburg urged the commission to go 
slow. "Take three years. Take five years," he said. 
But after the hearing adjourned, Forrester said that in spite of the call for further study the 
commission would complete its draft proposal by Dec. 1, as required by the law creating 
it. The commission met Thursday to hold the first of what she expected to be two 
meetings before the drawing up the final draft. She expected that the draft would be 
complete in 10 days or so. 
In its initial draft the commission recommended that new major power lines be buried 
and that there be a one-year moratorium, but dropped those recommendations in response 
to sharp criticism from business interests and others. Forrester also noted that some state 
agencies represented on the commission were uncomfortable with recommendations that 
might be construed that their agencies had prejudged projects that they might have to rule 
on in the future. 
Forrester said she personally thought the moratorium was "not a bad idea," and that if it 
was not one of the recommendations in the commission's report, it could be implemented 
by legislative action. 
Jack Savage, vice president for communications and outreach for the Society for the 
Protection of New Hampshire Forests urged the commission to add railroad lines to the 
list of transportation corridors that could become the rights of way for new major power 
lines. He also said the commission should adopt a position that the state must protect the 
scenic views of the North Country, that the impact on the state's scenic landscape be 
weighed in deciding where to site major power lines, and that a task force be formed to 
consider the commission's draft report. Savage said the Appalachian Mountain Club, the 
Conservation Law Foundation and the Nature Conservancy, also supported these 
recommendations. 
Rappaport said that he is sponsoring a bill which would have power lines use existing 
transportation corridors. Those would include railroad lines as well as I-93, I-95, I-89, 
and Route 101. Another bill he is sponsoring would require that burying any power line 
not needed to ensure the reliability of New Hampshire's electrical system.  
 


