
From: Bernstein, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Bemstein@puc.nh.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 9:11AM 
To: Stephen Hickey 
Subject: questions ... 

Steve, 

Staffhas reviewed MPM's most recent REC eligibility application submissions, and we have 
identified additional questions requiring clarification. Please respond by e-mail and we will have 
the e-mail response posted to the docket for each relevant application. 

MPM proposes an extrapolation methodology for determining the historical generation 
baseline of the Monadnock Dam over the statutory period of January 1, 1986 through December 
31, 2005. Please clarify whether the 300 kW generation unit was in operation in any year(s) 
during the period from 1986-2013 and, if it was, during which time periods and with what 
estimated effect on the total generation of the MPM hydroelectric generators in such periods. 

The 300 kW at Monadnock station was installed in 1979. The contribution of that 
unit to overall generation was not any different during the statutory period than 
during the period 2005-2013 which was presented. Data is unavailable for total 
project generation for the years 1986-2013, but specific to generation at lVIonadnock 
Station, data is only available for the years 2005-2013. 

AU of the available data is in the attached spreadsheet. 

There is an apparent discrepancy in the description of independent monitor Bill Short's 
meter reading and GIS reporting of the excess generation delivered into the PSNH system 
between the Class I application and the Class IV applications. Please clarify whether Mr. Short 
or PSNH would report this excess electric production to GIS. 

PSNH would still the net generation output of the three respective 
dams. There should be no change in the way that PSNH :reads and reports the net 
generation mete:r aU of the dams. 

Mr. Short intends to read geneTation met·e:rs for each dam site as wen as n;arl 
the l"''SNH generation melber for the Monadnod:. clams. (The JPSNH output 
can aduaHy be access·ed :through the NEJPOOL GIS). The diffen~nce between :th.e 
snm of the gerwratiDfl meters for and the PSNH meter ~Je po•Ne:r 
consumed behind mBtN'. , ShoTt 'No:uld c11knlnte the percent of poweT 
cons1H11ed behind iJl'Jte;r n tt:ribnt£d to ';:a,ch site by dlvktiT1.g g;rvss gene;mtion at r1 

pairticula:r sitv hy the gross generation oJ nH nf the dam sites ancr1 th~.m 
multiplying that munber by the :n.et gene1rat\on ;numb-eli' Jor aH oif the dams. These 
tatte:r :ntunbers JVil:r. Sho;rt would :uplond to each .clam sUes NON-accmmt . 

. , How would the Class I generation be separated fi·om the Class IV generation for each of 
the Monadnock Dam's GIS accounts? 

'T:ke sepa:rat:ton oJ C1ass [ g:eneraUo:n :from •C1a5s TV genJ;n:ttion rYordd ben task 
pB:d'ornled by AJPXJ tlJJernhw oJthe l\TEJPOOl, GIS, nnd not by lYh·, SlhDit'1t Ill othe;r 



New England states, these PUCs give instruction to APX on how to split the 
production. Generally, these are fixed percentages of monthly production. 

How would the metered generation output of the three hydroelectric facilities be 
allocated and reported to each of the respective GIS accounts? 

Mr. Short intends to read the generation meters for each dam site as well as read 
the PSNH generation meter for the Monadnock dams. (The PSNH meter output 
can actually be accessed through the NEPOOL GIS). The difference between the 
sum of the generation meters for each dam and the PSNH meter will be power 
consumed behind the meter. Mr. Short would then calculate the percent of power 
consumed behind the meter attributed to each site by dividing gross generation at a 
particular dam site by the gross generation of all of the dam sites and then 
multiplying that number by the net generation number for all of the dams. These 
latter numbers Mr. Short would upload to each dam site's NON-account. 

An example may be helpful in this case: 

Assume per dam generation is 200 MWh at Dam 1, 300 MWh at Dam 2 and 500 
MWh at Dam 3 and PSNH meter generation of 400 MWh. Total generation is 1,000 
MWh. Behind the meter generation is 600 MvVh. Behind-the-Meter (BTM) 
Production for Dam 1 would be 120 MWh, for Dam 2 would be 180 MvVh and for 
Dam 3 be 300 IVIvVh. Mr. Short would upload these latter quantities into the 
NON-accounts for the :respective dams in the NEPOOL GIS. 

Please create and submit a table listing each ofthe three MPM hydroelectric facilities 
and its respective GIS facility codes and related nameplate capacities. 

Spreadsheet attached 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Barbara Bernstein 
Sustainable Energy Division 
NH Public Utilities Commission 
21 South Fruit Street, Suite 1 0 
Concord, NH 03301-2429 

603-271-6011 
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!v\01\lADNOCt<. PAPER IVIILLS HYDROELECTRIC FACILITIES 

Unit ID Nameplate Capacity (MW) 
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