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OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
 

 NOW COMES the City of Nashua (“Nashua”) and objects to Pennichuck Water 

Works, Inc.’s (“PWW”) Motion for Reconsideration of  Order No. 24,488, and in support 

hereof states as follows: 

1. Order No. 24,488 correctly determined that the law and rules of evidence relied 

on by Pennichuck Water Works do not apply in this proceeding.  While 

Pennichuck offers its opinion that Nashua’s valuation witnesses are biased, the 

evidence will not support Pennichuck’s opinion.    

2. Pennichuck’s Motion in Limine and its Motion for Reconsideration are simply an 

effort to prejudice the Commission by alleging bias prior to trial and distract the 

Commission from the significant errors and bias contained in the opinion of its 

own appraiser, Robert F. Reilly, who opines that the assets of the Pennichuck 

Water Works should be valued at over $270 million, a value that significantly 

exceeds the value of the entire Pennichuck Corporation.     

3. The law does not support Pennichuck’s request to exclude Nashua’s valuation 

testimony.   Indeed, one of Nashua’s two valuation witnesses, George Sansoucy, 

P.E., has been found qualified to present expert testimony by the New Hampshire 

Court in PSNH v. Bow, 139 NH 105,108 (1994) and  Southern NH Water v. 

Hudson, 139 NH 139,143 (1994), both decided after Daubert v. Merrill-Dow 








