
From: Kris pastoriza [mailto:krispastoriza@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 9:21 AM 
To: Monroe, Pamela 
Subject: Fwd: NPT finds 103 "conflicts" on Plymouth Main St. 
 
Please post as a comment. 
----------  

 
 
Dear Commissioner Sheehan,  
                                                    in 2012 Northern Pass commissioned a study of 
undergrounding in Coos: 
 
 

 
NPT_DIS 004577 
 
It would appear likely that when the Northern Pass lawyers met with the DOT lawyers, the 
former did not say they considered the UAM guidance was not for a 52 mile path along state 
roadways or that construction of such a path would impact motorists for an extended period of 
time and the extensive length of the project could create an obstacle for future maintenance of 
the utility if the roadway were widened. 
 
Instead, they changed their story to Mr. Hodgdon's  brief to Ms. Schlitzer and his 
application to you, Commissioner Sheehan, and we find ourselves with a set of highly 

mailto:krispastoriza@gmail.com


inadequate Permit Packages followed by 122 exception requests and more work for all 
the time and days of intervenors, 
 
That lift and drop a question on your plate 
Time for you and time for me, 
And time yet for a hundred indecisions, 
And for a hundred visions and revisions 
 
Northern Pass's visons and revisions are costing us all dearly. 
 
Again, below is the response of Kenneth Bowes (Eversource) to Mr. Oldenberg's 
question about Northern Pass: 

"A .(Bowes) So the two key differences I would say are we're used to doing 
underground typically in urban or heavily congested areas. We're also used to doing 
multiple cables. So most of our projects are 6 cables, not two cables, which means the 
underground excavation has to be wider and deeper. Because it's an urban 
environment, we're also used to dealing with many more utility obstructions. We could 
have 100 obstructions per mile. It's not uncommon. And that's gas mains, water mains, 
electric distribution circuits, sewer, culverts, all of those type of activities. So we're used 
to dealing in very congested areas doing construction of much larger facilities than this 
Project as proposed." 

 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-7-rev1.pdf 
 
Eversource is "used to dealing with very congested areas" yet, faced with "103 "conflicts" for 
NPT, along Plymouth Main St., NPT does not 'deploy' their experience and the deep pockets we 
saw during their land purchases in Coos. Instead, NOW COME Northern Pass and Eversource, 
running to DOT for exceptions. The route they chose is too filled with obstructions, too narrow, 

https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-7-rev1.pdf


too time consuming and, the crux: too expensive. Has DOT considered the legal isssues of 
issuing exceptions to provide a cheap route for Northern Pass?  
 
Despite its experience with many obstructions and multiple cables and deeper routes, Northern 
Pass declares itself unable to reasonably and safely bury its line under Plymouth Main Street. 
Has it hired different contractors than it uses in Connecticut?  Its contractors also need to do two 
and sometimes three "rewrites" of exception requests, which means two and three reviews (so 
far) by DOT.  
 

 
 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-10-rev1.pdf 
 
And despite its experience with many obstructions and multiple cables and deeper routes, NPT 
can't accurately locate the ROW or all the existing utilities on their proposed route: 
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NPT claims millions of dollars in added costs if it isn't granted Plymouth exceptions 1-11b:  
 
Exception request #1: 

 
 



 
or: 

 
Exception request #2: 

 
 
Exception request #4: 

 

 
Exception request #7: 

 
or: 

 
Exception request #10 



 

 
and: 

 
and: 

 
or: 

 
Does DOT make a practice of granting exceptions to contractors who have failed to correctly 
calculate the cost of complying with the UAM? 
 
Eversource is used to working with Eminent Domain. For Northern Pass they use their lack of 
the ability for "Modification of Rights on Private Property" as a reason for exceptions from the 
UAM from Plymouth: 
 
 



 

 
 
 
to Coos: 
 

 
 
Is DOT in the habit of granting exceptions from the UAM because a contractor or individual 
lacks the property rights necessary for construction? 
 
Eversource is "used to dealing with many more utility obstructions", yet a culvert in Plymouth 
that they should have planned for "will require a trench in excess of 35 feet deep. Additionally, a 
wider trench to maintain the greater separation of the conduits and cable would be required to 
accommodate the thermal design criteria for the electric cables esuling from the additonal depth. 



The sheer depth and width of such a trench poses significant safey hazards and would require 
extraordinary work methods, in addition to complete road closure for 6-8 weeks." 
 

 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-4_rev3.pdf 
 
These are normal work conditions for Eversource/Northern Pass, according to Kenneth Bowes, 
so why are they pressing DOT for exemptions? 
 
And, does DOT grant exceptions because the applicant failed to present the same application to 
all permitting agencies? What do DOT lawyers say about this?   
 

 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-151.pdf 
 
Why should Northern Pass's incompetence or deliberate deception (they can't go down I-93 with 
the EIS conditions) be DOT's responsibility to rectify? 

https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-4_rev3.pdf
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/er-151.pdf


 
Two years ago DOT stated to NPT: "Design and construction will be required to follow the 
Utility Accommodations Manual when within the NHDOT right-of-way."  
 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/report-09-01-15.pdf 
 
Will it? 
 
Kris 
 

https://www.nh.gov/dot/media/northern-pass/documents/report-09-01-15.pdf




 
https://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/planning/documents/CitizensGuide-
HavingYourSay.pdf 
 

https://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/planning/documents/CitizensGuide-HavingYourSay.pdf
https://www.nh.gov/dot/org/projectdevelopment/planning/documents/CitizensGuide-HavingYourSay.pdf
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