BRENNAN

C ARON WILLIAM E. BRENNAN*
RONALD J. CARON
GARY S. LENEHAN
LENEHAN & MICHAEL J. IACOPINO
KATHLEEN A. HICKEY

IACOPINO WILLIAM J. QUINN**
JAYE L. RANCOURT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW KRISTIN L. CLOUSER
85 BROOK STREET *Also admitted MA

MANCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03104 **Also admitted ME

TELEPHONE e« TELECOPIER
603-668-8300 603-668-1029

WEB ADDRESS: www.bclilaw.com April 7 2009

Thomas Burack, Chairman

NH Site Evaluation Committee
Dept. of Environmentai Services
29 Hazen Dr., Box 95

Concord, NH 03302-0095

Re: MOTION OF THE CAMPAIGN FOR RATEPAYERS RIGHTS, ET AL.,
FOR A DECLARATORY RULING REGARDING MODIFICATIONS TO
MERRIMACK STATION ELECTRIC GENERATING FACILITY IN BOW

SEC No. 2009-01
Dear Chairman Burack:

As you know, my law firm, Brennan, Caron, Lenehan & lacopino, has acted as
outside counsel to the New Hampshire Site Evaluation Committee (“Committee”) with respect
to a number of recent applications and other matters that have been heard by the
Committee. These applications include the application of Granite Reliable Power (SEC No.
2008-04, the application of Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company (SEC No. 2008-02) and the
application of Lempster Wind, LLC (SEC No. 2006-01). We have also assisted the
Committee when dealing with issues that have been raised in other contexts, such as
requests for exemptions from certificates, requests for modifications of outstanding
certificates and requests for jurisdictional advice and declaratory rulings. Additionally, | was
involved in the efforts of the Site Evaluation Committee to promulgate its recently adopted
administrative regulations.

Itis my understanding that the Committee recently received a Motion for Declaratory
Ruling Regarding Modifications to Merrimack Station Generating Facility in Bow filed by the
Campaign for Ratepayers Rights and a number of other organizations. The purpose of this
letter is to advise you that our office is available, ready, willing and able to represent the
Committee with respect to the recently filed Motion if, in fact, the Committee deems it
necessary and appropriate to hire outside counsel for this purpose. | have confirmed that
my office has no conflict of interest in representing the Committee in this matter.



Generally, the applicants or party seeking the Committee’s action have been
responsible for the payment of our fees. In the past, our bills have been presented to the
Chairman of the Committee for approval, and then forwarded to the applicant for payment.
To the best of my knowledge, that system has worked well and | do not believe that there has
ever been an issue raised by any applicant regarding the fees charged by my Firm.

In representing the Committee in this matter, | would propose attorney’s fees in the
hourly rate of $200.00 per hour, and reimbursement for out of pocket costs and expenses
incurred by counsel. To the extent that | employ the use of an associate in my office, the
hourly rate for such an associate will be less than $200.00 per hour. In no case will my office
charge more than $200.00 per hour, and our time will never be billed twice for two lawyers
working on the matter at the same time, including attendance at meetings or hearings.

| can report that my firm does not have any conflict of interest with respect to
representing the Committee concerning the Application.

Should you require further information about my Firm and our qualifications, | would
be happy to provide that in whatever format you require. Again, | thank you for the
opportunity to represent the Site Evaluation Committee and ask that you approve our
representation under the terms and conditions set forth above.

Michael J. lacopino

MJI/tm
cc: Douglas L. Patch, Esq.
N. Jonathan Peress, Esq.
Kristine E. Kraushaar, Esq.
Howard Moffett, Esq.
Christopher J. Allwarden, Esq.
Patrick J. Arnold, Exe. Dir., Campaign for Ratepayers Rights
Jim Rubens, Consultant, Union of Concerned Scientists



