JT MUNI 277

Image #1

Orderly Lack-of-Development:

Easton Master Plan 2010 and Zoning Ordinance, 2012; support for maintaining the
rural nature of the town, conservation, and preventing undue concentration of population
and overcrowding of the land = orderly-lack-of-development.
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p. To preserve its rural nature, the Town should 42% | 34% 4% | 14% | 6% | 77
purchase properties for conservation

q. To preserve its rural nature, the Town should 43% | 22% | 12% | 14% | 8% | 76
preserve development rights for conservation
r. To preserve its rural nature, the Town should 58% | 3™ 0% 1% | 4% | 78

accept bequests of property for conservation

ARTICLE 1
TITLE
This ordinance shall be known and cited as the "Easton Zoning Ordinance."
ARTICLE 2
PURPOSE
This Ordinance is designed to promote the health, safety and general welfare of the inhabitants
of Easton, to protect the value of the property, to prevent the overcrowding of the land, to avoid

undue concentration of population, to provide adequate air and light, to facilitate the adequate
provisions of other public requirements.
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Image #2: Recommended work zone for large HDD projects (18”+ diameter) 80’ - 180’ x 150’ - 250’

Every Northern Pass HDD location violates this industry established guideline.




#3

Ms. Pastoriza, purportedly acting as a representative of Ruth Ward, owner of 294 Gibson Road in
Easton, New Hampshire, states that this property is “encumbered by an easement” that is subject
to the lease and seeks intervention on behalf of Ms. Ward, Ms, Pastoriza also states that the
“PSNH easement crosses the right-of-way to my abutting property, 780 Gibson Road, (a right-of-
way that pre-dates the siting of the line), is extensively within the viewshed of my property, and
any violation of the easement contract will negatively affect my property.” Ewversource objected
to Ms. Pastoriza’s motion, stating that the Northern Pass Project would not use any easements
owned by PSNH in Easton and, in Easton, the NPT line as proposed is “entirely underground in
public roadways.”

The filing in this docket confirms that Eversource does not propose to lease any easements in
Easton. The Commission, therefore, has concluded that Ms. Pastoriza does not have a right, duty,
privilege, immunity or other substantial interest in this proceeding nor has she demonstrated a
reason to grant intervention as a matter of justice. Accordingly, the Commission has denied Ms.

Pastoriza’s petition to intervene.
Sincerely,

Debra A. Howland
Executive Director
cc: Service List (Electronically)

“No substantial interest” presumes no precedent would be set by acceptance of the lease.

(https://puc.nh.gov/Regulatory/Docketbk/2015/15-464/LETTERS-MEMOS-TARIFFS/15-464_2016-04-
29_SEC_LTR_MOTIONS_INTERVENTION.PDF)

#4.  Eversowrce proposes fo grant to NPT:

“(b) the rights to pass and repass on, over and across the Leased Properties on any existing
access drives, roads and ways, and on any new access drives, roads and ways lawiully
constructed for the NPT Project, with personnel, vehicles and equipment for all purposes and at
all times in the lawful exercise of the rights leased herein;*

“(d) the rights from time to time 10 access and use the Leased Properties on a limited,
temporary, and non-disruptive basis where necessary to maintain operating permits for the NPT
Project and/or the NPT Project Facilities, including but not limited to access and use for stdies
(e.g., biological surveys);

{e) the rights to conduct site tours on the Leased Properties for business, educational, or
promotional purposes; and,

(f) the rights to undertake on the Leased Properties any other activities that Lessee determines
are necessary, helpful, appropriate or convenient in connection with or incidental to the
construction, operation, maintenance, inspection, patrol, replacement, repair, rebuild, removal
or decommissioning of the NPT Project Facilities.



Existing Land Use Along the Project Corridor
Easton, NH
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Source: NH Department of Revenue Administration Mosaic Data, 2014.
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#6.

“228:35 Reestablishment of Highway Boundaries. — Whenever in the opinion of the
commissioner the boundary lines, limits, or location of any class I or class II highway, or
any part thereof, shall have become lost, uncertain, or doubtful, he may reestablish the
same as, in his opinion, they were originally established. He shall give in hand to, or
send by registered mail to the last known address of, all persons claiming ownership of
or interest in the land adjoining such reestablished highway and to the owners of
property within the limits thereof, and file with the town clerk of the town in which the
highway is located, and with the secretary of state, maps showing the boundary lines,
limits, or location of such reestablished highway and such lines, boundaries, limits and
location as reestablished shall be the lines, boundaries, limits and location of such
highway. Any person aggrieved by the reestablishment of such lines, boundaries, limits
and location may petition for the assessment of damages to the superior court in the
county where the reestablished highway is located within 60 days from the date of filing
of such maps with the secretary of state, and not thereafter, and the court shall assess the
damages, if any, by jury, provided such reestablished lines, boundaries, limits or location
are not the same as originally established. The commissioner shall pay from the funds of
his department all expenses incurred hereunder and the amount of final judgment and
costs.”




#7

RSA 674:2 Master Plan: Purpose and Description.
I. The purpose of the master plan is to set down
as clearly and practically as possible the best and
most appropriate future development of the area
under the jurisdiction of the planning board, to
aid the board in designing ordinances that result
in preserving and enhancing the unique quality
of life and culture of New Hampshire, and to
ouide the board in the performance of its other
duties in a manner that achieves the principles of
smart growth, sound planning, and wise
resource protection.
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772/370 Condemnation on former proposed route X-178 line, Easton. #8

Bethlehem, Whitefield, Lancaster and Northumberland are still on this route.



RIGHT OF WAX EAh - 1295
J. MERRILL GIBSON,ETA. ENOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS

TO THAT J. Merrill Gibson end Lells K. Glbson
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY of Frovidence County of Providence in the State
EASTON of Rhode Island (hereinafter called the grantor)

In conslderation of one doller end other velu-

eble considerations pald by the Public Service

Compeny of New Hempshire, e corporation having
.8 principal place of business at Manchester, in the County of Hillsborough,
and the Etate of New Hampshire (hereinafter called the grentee), the receipt
whereof 1s hereby acknowledged, do hereby glve, grant; bergein, sell and
i convey unto the grantee, 1ts successors and assigns, the right to erect, repair,
maintaln, rebulld, operate and patrol electrle transmission and distribution
lines, consisting of sultable and sufflicient poles and towers, with suitable

foundations, together with wires strung upon and extending between the same,

783/ 75

| arms, brages, enchors, wires and guys, over and across & strip of land 225

for the transmission of electric current, together with all necessary cross-

feet in width belng a part of the lands owned by the grantor in the town of
Easton and county of Graftom, bounded and described as follows:

(above) Easement terms granted in 1948, X-178 line. “For the transmission of electric current”

(below) Northern Pass proposed lease: “appurtenant fittings and equipment, together with
telecommunication wires, cables and appurtenant equipment affixed thereto for transmitting data and
communications”

1.2 Leased Use. Lessee shall have the rights on, over and across the Leased
Properties to install, construct, operate, maintain, patrol, inspect, repair, rebuild, replace,
decommission and remove one overhead direct-current (DC) 320 k'V electric power transmission
line beginning in Dummer and terminating in Franklin at Lessee’s converter station to be
constructed on other land or other leasehold interest of the Lessee (the “DC Line”), and one
overhead alternating-current (AC) 345 kV electric power transmission line beginning at the
Lessee’s Franklin converter station and terminating at the Lessor’s Deerfield Substation in
Deerfield (the “AC Line™), with associated poles, towers, wires, cables, insulators, foundations,
anchors, guys and appurtenant fittings and equipment, together with telecommunication wires,
cables and appurtenant equipment affixed thereto for transmitting data and communications
related solely to the operation and maintenance of said lines (the “Leased Use™) (hereinafter
collectively the “NPT Project™ or the “NPT Project Facilities™). The design and location of the

#9



#10: Part of Northern Pass’s application to DOT for burial written by Mark Hodgdon

Construction of the proposed facility outside the travelled way would dramatically
disrupt environmental, archeologic and historic resources, as well as alter the rural characteristics
of the area in an environmentally and socially unacceptable manner. In addition, installation of
the underground transmission line along the right of way edges would require extensive
disruption and relocation of existing utilities, loss of swaths of mature tree growth and
vegetation, impacts to wetland resources and forever alter the roadside aesthetics.



From: Dana Bisbee <dbisbee@devinemillimet.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2016 3:09 PM

To: Adams, Collis <Collis. Adams@des.nh.gov>

Ce: Lee E. Carbonneau (Icarbonneau@normandeau.com); Jake Tinus (jtinus@burnsmed.com)
Subject: DES's Progress Report on NPT

Hi Collis,

We have received the DES progress report on its review of the Northern Pass applications that have
been filed with your agency. It obviously is the result of a tremendous amount of work, and we
appreciate the effort and thoughtfulness that went into your review. We are already at work reviewing
the comments in all program areas. We look forward to working with you to address the requests for
more information relating to the wetlands program.

We will be in touch with you, Craig and Lori soon on this, but the first two items in the Wetlands Bureau
progress report are ones that we’d like clarification on right away. For both of those comments, the
language that confuses us is the suggestion that DES has already made a finding on the avoidance and
minimization requirement in Wt 302.04. We expect that DES has not in fact made any such findings,
notwithstanding the words in the first two comments that would suggest otherwise. Rather, we take
your comments to mean what you state in the first two introductory sentences prior to the first
numbered comment — that we must provide the information DES is seeking before the agency will be
able to render a final decision. Given how those first two items are worded, however, we would
appreciate your clarifying your intent. For the first item, we assume that you are requesting more
information from Northern Pass to explain how NPT has avoided and minimized wetlands impact to the
maximum extent practicable in the northern section of the route. Similarly, we read DES’s second
comment on the wetlands application as a request for more information on wetlands avoidance on a
landscape scale along the 32 miles of new overhead construction in Coos County.

We will have questions on other aspects of the DES progress report, and we will be reaching out to you
soon for that. In the meantime, please let me know whether we have read your intention on the first two
comments in the Wetlands Bureau report accurately.

Thank you.
Dana

George Dana Bisbee

Devine, Millimet & Branch P.A.

Manchester, Concord, Portsmouth NH and Boston MA
603.695.8626

dbisbee@devinemillimet.com

DEVINE . . .
MILLIMET

| m Linked [[Jeore |

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. This
communication may contain material protected by attorney-client privilege. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail for
the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this e-mail in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited. If you believe you have received this e-mail in error, please immediately notify Devine, Millimet & Branch by telephone at 603-669-1000.
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#12

Two Of Three North Country
Towns Okay Ordinances To

Fight Corporate Power - and
Northern Pass

By CHRIS JEMSEM - MAR 14, 2012

Easton’s and Sugar Hill’s Rights-Based-Ordinances were not mentioned by Mr.
Varney though they were aimed at preventing Northern Pass and other corporate

disorderly development that would degrade our towns soils, groundwater, aquifers,
aesthetics and values.



#13

Drew, Tim 12:59 PM (21 minutes ago) -
tome =

Good afternoon, Ms. Pastoriza.

I checked with our Legal Unit for any administrative rules contained within our jurisdiction for drilling muds and any additives, and we
have none that directly apply to this practice. | did find the following fact sheet that discusses these methods and relies on the
contractor using Best Management Practices while directional drilling: https://www.des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/pip/
factsheets/dweb/documents/dwgh-21-4. pdf.

Tim Drew

From: Kris pastoriza [mailto: krispastoriza@agmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 5:08 PM

To: Drew, Tim
Cc: Egan, Cali
Subject: Re: DES question



#14
Northern Pass wrote the DES Findings regarding Coos in the DES permit for NPT project.

Northern Pass letter to DES (below) with edits showing how it was used by DES to write “their”
findings in DES permit for NPT, pgs. 8 & 9. Red = added by DES, eressed-through = removed by
DES.

“ ADDITIONAL INFORMATION IN RESPONSE TO
NH DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
ADDITIONAL DATA REQUESTS
January 25, 2017
A. WETLANDS BUREAU

2. Per Rule Env-Wt 302.04(a)(2) the applicant is required to demonstrate by plan and example that the
proposed alternative is the one with the least impact to wetlands or surface waters. It is not clear how
the proposed 32 mile new ROW in Cods County avoids surrounding wetlands on a landscape scale
when the wetland impact plans only represent wetlands located within the ROW. DES finds that the
proposed 32 mile ROW in Cods County is not an alternative with the least impact to wetlands or
surface waters.

Additional Information: In response to your recent request for clarification of our original response
to question #2, we have clarified the narrative and the supporting maps of the northern route
alternatives. The revised narrative follows, and the maps are attached.

The initial boundaries of the Northern Pass Project area were established based on the need to (i)
locate a transmission line crossing at the border between Québec and New Hampshire and (ii) connect
into the AC system grid at a location that allows for the delivery of 1,200 MW (currently 1,090 MW). In
its initial consideration of routing options, Northern Pass sought to minimize environmental impacts
by, among other things, maximizing the use of existing ROW, avoiding conservation areas and
identifying the shortest route feasible.

The original routing effort was conducted by the Applicant to minimize environmental impacts through
GIS analysis of publicly available social and natural resource data. Based on this effort, a preferred
northern route and three alternatives were identified in the October 2010 Presidentiat-Permit

Applieation(PPA)-although and the mternatlonal border crossmg Iocatzon m—Pr&sburg was later
ldentlfled in February of2012 HOtye

s—howﬁ—oﬁ (see maps 1 4 dated March 11 2011 whzch label the Ha—be{-led 2010 Preferred Route) (DES
finding 5a- red words were added by DES, struck out ones were removed by DES)

Trrespoenseto-publicfeedbackvoiced-during the applicant’s -March 2011 publie scoping meetings
public concerns were raised about the visibility of the Project and its petentiat impact on private
landowners, NorthernPass therefore the Applicant substantiety reconfigured the North Segment to

move-the-proposedrotte-to-a less populated area. AAS a Gcomplete underground constructlon was
not conszdered a practlcable optzon e

weu-ld—be—ef—less—eeﬁeern— (DES mdmg 5b)



A landscape-level analysis of sensitive natural resources along approximately 38 alternative
route segments proposed by the NP team was conducted, and these segments are shown in
Maps 1-4 (labeled March 2011 Alternative Routes, and labeled A through MM). The routes
were evaluated based on their intersection with conservation lands, rivers and streams, lakes
and ponds, NWI wetlands, hydric soils, and Tier 1 and 2 Ranked Wildlife Habitat from WAP
maps. This analysis revealed that 21 segments were located in conservation lands in Odell and
Stratford See Table 1 and Map 4. therefore additional alternatlve segments were investigation

efferts—The applicant then commenced property acqwsztzon efforts for the segments with the fewest
natural resource and visual impacts that did not cross conservation land, and the preferred route was
then again revised based on the successful acquisition of property rights and after avoiding other

sen51t1ve vzszble areas in the Dixville Notch area. Eaﬁd—bn—Bi*wHe—BﬁmmeP&ndMﬂ-l&ﬁe%d—ewed—byh

effort was made to use more of the exzstlng Coos Loop ROW (Maps 4 and 5, Iabeled Coos Loop).
(DES finding 5d)

Noermandear [n 2012 the applicant provided “hot-spot” mapping and GIS modeling within 3 miles of
the entire proposed Project route in 2012 to identify locations with the greatest sensitivity and

permitting requlatory concerns. The model included the natural features mentioned above, along with:
rldgetops/mountalntops where headwater streams, fraglle soils, wildlife corridors and unique habitats

eater; calcareous soils and-excessively-drained-
soi-l-s—where—rare—p%eﬂts—mﬂj%nore—ebﬂﬂdeﬂt— known threatened and endangered species/habitat
locations (plantstynxmarten,-snakes,turttes,ete); known deer yards; archeologically sensitive

areas; streams and rivers with added requlations (SWQPAs, ORWs, Class A, Designated and areas
where ROW management would be more difficult.) Where-pessibte, [n addition,-reconnaissance level
field investigations were undertaken done across the northern route parcels to better define
environmental and other sensitive natural resources withirreach-pareet—This information along with
consideration of existing infrastructure te-g—roads,camps,-Granite Reliable- Wind);-potential visual
impacts, and Wagrers landowner s overall forest planning and land management goals and objectives,
was included in the ultimate route determinations on the properties acquired or leased for the project.
Shifts were made in a few route locations to minimize resource impacts. The hot-spot mapping was
eventually also used to evaluate off-ROW access road selections. (DES finding 5e)

To avoid crossing over or under conservation land in Stewartstown-where-econservationtands-

are-present-diagenally-across-apoint where four parcels meet along the 2012 Proposed Route,
the-Projeet-eonsidered two alternative underground routes were considered in Clarksville and

Stewartstown along road ROWs. See map..”



#15. DOT referenced HDD Good Practices Guidelines 3™ ed.




#16. Easton Water-Protective Ordinances approved at Town Meeting 2017:
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1838 3 rod layout from Franconia to Easton (Landaff) line.
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“Feb. 18, 1838 Warrant Art. 9. To see what course the town will take in regard to the length of the road
from the Meeting House to Landaff line.

March 13, 1838. Town Meeting page 128.

Voted that the road from the meeting house to Landaff line should be 3 rods wide.”

Below: Northern Pass (Mark Hodgdon) application to DOT:

The overwhelming length of Rt. 116 from Franconia to the Rt. 112 intersection dates to
an 1833 four rod (667) layout. However, the layout has significant gaps in description and is not
well defined. Ancient layout issues aside, the road is a narrow two lane highway with modest
traffic. Numerous wetlands, historic resources, water courses and ponds sporadically adomn the
roadside. Mature trees crowd much of its length. Stonewalls and existing utilities occupy the
land just past the ditch lines and shoulders.

Image #18



Image #19

Technical Discussion of Justification of Exception

MPT must plan to install any facilities and conduct any work within 20 feet of the edge of pavement,
consistent with the study area for the draft Environmental Impact Statement prepared by the U.5.
Department of Energy (DOE) for purposes of reviewing NPT's application to DOE for a Presidential
Permit and NPT's request for a special use authorization from the United States Forest Service.
Specifically, as part of NPT's Presidential Permit process and MPT's request for a special use
authorization from the United States Forest Service, the federal agencies have prepared a draft
Environmental Impact Statement ("draft EIS"), and are on the verge of issuing a final EIS that is
necessary to support issuance of all federal permits. The draft EIS analyzed an area of impact within 20
feet from the edge of pavement on each side of the road (the “EIS Study Area”). This study area limits
the design area available to MPT. The federal agencies may only issue authorizations consistent with the
analysis conducted in the National Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) process (e.g., the draft and final EIS),
and therefore NPT must plan to install any facilities and conduct any work within the EIS Study Area.



Image #20

Control your data.

With the robust tracking and reporting features of ShareFile, you can know — and control —

exactly who is viewing your files and when. You can also add extra layers of protection with
customizable security controls.

Account activity reporting ShareFile allows administrative users to run and access various reports an
activity, usage, storage and permissions. Reports can be run on demand or
emailed daily, weekly or monthly

Call us at 1 888 260 6550
or Learn More and start a free trial

+ Storage/Max File Size 100GB/ 10GB 1TB/10GB Unlimited/ 100GB 5GB/ 5GB

+ 24/7 Customer Support

- Activity Logs

Offering a simple way to track folder-by-folder activity, these reports are easy to read and export. You can see exactly who has done what and when — and you can even break out information by folders or their subfolders

- Click Trails

Any account administrator on accounts with click trails enabled can see all of the steps than an individual has taken within ShareFile from when that person logs in to when he or she logs out.
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