May 9th, 2017
Dear Kurt Nelson,
the proposed tower placements for the proposed Northern Pass project appear to
indicate that the area within the existing easements in Easton now cleared of vegetation could be
substantially reduced. Diagrams for Deerfield (below) show clearings 20’ to 40’ wide between the
forest edge and the proposed lines.
These proposed tower locations indicate that in Easton, where there is one 115kV line in the middle of
a cleared area generally 150’ wide, the mowed area on either side of this line could be reduced from 60’
to 30’, reducing the total width of the easement clearing to less than 100’. The section of White
Mountain National Forest where your Special Use Permit easement width is only 100’ also supports the
feasibility of this reduction in clearing. Mitigating impacts to wetland and wildlife is especially
important in Easton, where the easement runs through large private and public areas of otherwise
unfragmented areas of land. A reduction of 50’ in the width of the easement would eliminate 42 acres
of clearing.
We were disappointed at Eversource’s refusal to create any wildlife crossing corridors in the easements
in Easton, in contradiction to the
recommendation, by Will Staats of New
Hampshire Fish and Game, that these
corridors be created on the proposed
route. Narrowing the cleared area of the
easement would decrease the barrier to
wildlife crossing of the present 7 miles
of easement in Easton. It would also
reduce heating effects on coldwater fish
and reduce the pollution, noise and
erosion caused by your mowing crews.
We anticipate your prompt response to
this outreach.
Easton Conservation Commission
Kris Pastoriza, Chair
Carl Lakes
Finn Goodwin
Steve Sabre

View across Ham Branch River and wetlands, toward Reel Brook watershed and White Mountain
National Forest.
Comments from Trout Unlimited on right-of-way clearing and Eastern Brook Trout:
“The DEIS appears to make no mention of the potential impacts to EBT from above ground
transmission corridors that cross small, coldwater tributaries of our major streams. Recent research by
NHFG, the White Mountain National Forest and others has demonstrated that the coldwater streams are
critical cold-water refugia for EBT and other species during hot summer periods, when larger stream
temperatures exceed the requirements of EBT.
These small streams often remain cold primarily because of complete canopy cover from the forested
landscape. Where canopy cover is eliminated, on warm sunny days, solar radiation can create stream
temperatures that exceed that needed for EBT. This can have two negative impacts: First, the sun
exposed streambed and stream water become too warm for EBT survival. Second, this “pulse” of warm
water travels downstream making additional distances of stream habitat too warm for EBT survival.
This can result in both mortality of small “young of year” EBT and prevent larger fish from travelling
upstream to colder water refuges…
TU feels that the thermal impact of clearing the right of way is a substantial missing component of the
DEIS and wonder whether DOE even considered this thermal impact on EBT and other coldwater

dependent species in the preparation of the DEIS. This issue is neither mentioned in any of the
evaluations of the alternatives nor is it listed among the issues dismissed from consideration.”
This comment would apply to the existing clearing.
For the same reason we request that Eversource use, at the very least, Best Management Practices on
the existing line. Below is Reel Brook, under the X-178 powerline in WMNF in Easton, cleared to its
banks in Eversource’s latest round of vegetation management:

http://www.northernpasseis.us/files/attachments/NHTU_comments__NorthernPass21032016.pdf

