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GSHA 's Objections to Eversource 's Data Requests 

Dear Attorney Bersak: 

Pursuant to 203.09(g), Granite State Hydropower Association ("GSHA") objects to 

Eversource's data requests propounded on October 2, 2015 to GSHA in the above-captioned 

docket. At the outset, QSI{A notes th~t it is participating in the above-captioned docket because 

it objects to provisioils of the 2015 Public Service Company of New Hampshire Restructuring and 

Rate Stabilization Agreement ("2015 Settlement Agreement'') that· describe avoided costs for 

purposes of PSNH' s1 purchases from independent power producers ("IPPs") under PURP A . The . 
·. . . 

issue of whether the 2015 Settlement Agreement comports with the definition of avoided costs 

under PURP A is question of law, Accordingly, the factual information sought by the data requests 

is irrelevant to a determination of this legal issue. Moreover, to the extent'that factual information 

1 References to "PSNH" herein shall include "Eversource" and vice versa. 
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is needed to the answer the question of what amotmt of money or the cents per kWh rate 'that 

Eversource must pay for its purchases under PURPA, that information must, necessarily, be 

provided by Eversource, not GSHA or its members. It is information about Eversource's avoided 

costs that govern~ the amount Eversource pays for power purchases under PURP A. Accordingly,, 

the detailed factual information about GSHA members sought by the data tequests is irrelevant to 

the issue ofEversource's PURPA obligations. 

General Objections 

1. GSBA objects to data reque~ts on the basis that they are.overly broad, tmduly burdensome 

and not reasonably calculated to lead·to the discovery of information that is 1·elevant and 

admissible in this proceeding. 

2. GSHA objects to the data requests to the extent that they seek disco"fiery that is unrelated 

to the testimony of Mr. Norman and from entities that are not parties to this proceeding. 

'.This general objection is based on the grounds that (a) other entities m·e not under Mr. 

Norman's or GSHA's control; (b) the data. requests seek information which neither Mr. 

Norman nor GSHA possesses or has access to; (c) the data requests m·e unduly 

burdensome; and (cl) the data requests· seek irrelevant or immaterial in.formation. 

3. GSHA objects to tequests for information or production of documents that is or are-subject 

to the attorney~client privilege, constitute work product, is or are proprietm·y, is or are 

protected under state or 'federal law, constitute draft m1d/or non-final documents and/or 

constitute communications concerning any of the above. 

4. GSHA objects to data requests that are overly broad or unduly burdensome to extent they: 

(a) are cumulative or duplicative; (b) call for the production of documents ?r information 

not in the possession, custody or control of GSHA -0r Mr. Norman; ( c) call for the review, 

compilation or· production of publicly available documents 01· information that could be 

obtained by Ever.Source in a less burdensome mmmer including from a public website; (d) 

call for the review, compilation and/or production of doctm1ents or information all'eady in 

Eversource' s possession, custody 01· control; ( e) tu111ecessarily call for the review, 

compilation m1d/or production of a voluminous number of documents that are either 

irrelevant, or of questionable relevance and that would require a significant amolmt of 
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. resources at a significant expense to compile and produce; and (f) purport to require GSHA 

to perform custom analysis of data for the benefit of Eversource. 

5. GSHA objects to data requests on the basi's that they: (a) call for information that is beyond 

the scope of this proceeding; (b) are not related to Mr. Norinan's pre:filed testimony; (c) 

call for information that neither Mr. Norman nor GSI-IA possesses; and (d) call for 

information that would require significant time and expense to compile and produce, and 

ru·e therefore unduly burdensome. 

6. GSHA objects to data requests on the basis that they seek confidential and pr9prietary 

information from entities that ru·e not parties to this docket. 

7. GSHA objects to data requests on the basis that they are seeking admissions relative to a· 

contested legal issue in this docket. . 

8. Each of these General Objections is incorporated by reference into the specific objections 

ru1d responses set forth below as if expressly restated therein. GSHA does not waive ffi1Y 

objections and expressly reserves the right to later raise any additional objections. 

Specific Objections 

In addition to the. foregoing general objections, GSHA objects to the following questions 

for the specific reasons set forth for each: 

1. Please provide a listing of members of GSHA including: 

a. Principal point of contact 

b. Address 
c. Phone number 
d. Whether the member is a corporation, LLC, partnership, etc. .. . ' ··; 

e. Whether that member is a NEPOOL participant and/or an Individual P~rticipant 
ofISOwNE 

f. If the member is a subsidiary of another entity, identify the ultimate parent 
company and all companies betw.een that parent and the GSHA member. : 

GSI-IA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality.. Information about OSHA 

members has no bearing Ql1 what constitutes PSNH's avoided cost fm pmposes of its pui·chases 

under PURP A. OSHA also objects on the basis that, in order to effectuate PURPA sales, 

Eversomce should already have the information that is requested in data requests 1 a, 1 b, Jc, and 
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1 d. In addition, GSHA objects on the basis that it does not tequire or maintain information of its 

members 1'equested in questions ld, 1 e, and l.f. Notwithstanding and without waiving this or any 

other objections, GSHA responds as follows: Please see attached table listing the members of 

GSHA, some of whom are IPPs selling energy to Eversomce as of June 30, 2015. 

2. Please provide a list of each generating facility owned by GSHA members including: 

a. Facility name 
b. Type of generation 
c. Generating capacity 
d. FERC QF number 
e. Address of facility 
f. Identify the electric distribution entity in whose service territory the facility is. 

located 
g. River ·on which generatfon is located 
h. Whether the facility is a QF under PURP A 
i. Total ·generation in kWh produced during 2013, 2014, and through September 

30of2015 
j. Buyers of the generation output of the facility from January l, 2013 to present 
k. Identify whether the generation ·output from January 1, 2013 to present was 

sold via bilateral contract; per a specific ri1te order issued pursuant to 
PURP A; using a generic PURP A ~yoided cost rate; or o~herwise. 

I. Is the facility connected to the grid at transmission or distribution level? 
m. Does the facility have an interconnection agreement ("IA")? If so, who is the 

inter~onnecting utility and what is the date of the IA? 
n. Does the facility have nondiscriminatory access to the ISO-NE market? If not, 

please provide all details why such nondiscriminatory access is not available 
to the facility. 

o. Has the facility at any time from 2005 to present sold energy or capa.city into 
the ISO-NE market? 

p. Does the facility have nondiscriminatory access to day ahead and :i;eal time 
wholesale markets for the sale of electric energy? If not, please provide all 
reasons why the facility does not have such access. 

q. Does the facility have nondiscrimin-atory access to wholesale markets for long­
term sales of capacity and electric energy? If not, please provide all reasons 
why the facility does not have -such access. 

r. Does the facility face any administrative burdens that would prevent it from 
accessing the wholesale market? If so, please Hst all such administrative 
burdens and the estimated cost thereof. 
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GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality. Information about OSHA 

members has no bearing on what constit11tes PSNI-r s avoided cost for purposes of its purchases 

under PURP A. In addition, GSHA objects because it does not require, collect or maintain the. 

requested information from its membets, and because it would be tmduly burde11Some to compile 

this irrelevant information. 

3. If any member of GSHA is nehher a member of NEPOOL or an Individual 
Participant in ISO~NE, please state the reason(s}, if any, for such lack of membership 
status for each such member. 

OSHA objects to this question based on relevance: and matetiality. Information about OSHA 

members has no bearing on what constitutes PSNH' s avoided cost for purposes of its purchases 

under PURPA. In addition, GSHA objects because it does not require or maintain the specific 

member inform~tion request.ed in this data request. 

4. Do any GSHA members or affiliates thereof offer administrative services to 
ge1ierators that facilitate the sale of.generating output to either the wholesale market, 

fo u_tilities, to competitive suppliers, or to retail customers? If so, please identify those 
members and describe the services that are offered. 

GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality. Information about OSHA 

members has no bearing on what constitutes PSNH's avoided cost for purposes of its pmchases 

under PURPA. In addition~ GSHA objects because it does not require, collect or maintain the 

specific member information requested in this data request. 

5. Do any GSHA member have to pay so-called ''pancaked delivery rates" (as that term 
is used by FERC) in order to ·get their output to the market? If so, please identify all 
such situations where .pancaked rates exist and provide details describing all 
components of those pancaked rates. 

GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality. Information about OSHA 

members has no bearing on what constitutes PSNH' s avoided cost for pmposes of its purchases 

under PURP A. -OSHA does not require, collect or maintain the sp~ci:fic member information 

requested in this data 1'equest. 

6. Is Mr. Norman aware of any other PURPA~jnrisdictional utility in New Hawpshire 
that buys or sells energy or capacity directly into the ISO-NE wholesale nrnrket (i.e., 
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not through a third~party) in order to meet its retail default service needs? If so, 
please identify all such utilities. 

GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality. The instant docket focuses on 

Eversomce and not other PURP A~jll1'isdictional utilities. Notwithstanding and without waiving 

this or any other objections, GSHA providE(s the following response. With respect to all New 

England Utilities other than Eversource, Mr. Norman is not familiar with any such purchases or 

sales. With respect to Eversource, Mr. Norman is also tmable to respond because Eversomce has 

not provided responses t.o GSHA' s data requests in this docket relative to 
1

this issue. 

7. For the "generic" period as described in Mr. Norman's testimony, please identify all 
reasons why ·a generic avoided cost methodology that would apply to all of New 
Hampshire's PURPA~jurisdictional utilities would be inappropriate. 

GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality, and because it is argmnentative 

Emd calls for a legal conclusion. Notwithstanding and without waiving this or any othe1· objections, 

GSHA responds as follows: A response to this question .is premature. h1 its order denying 

Eversource's request for a rulemaldng, the Commission found that it was premature to conclude 

that, post-divestiture (i.e. the "generic period"), Eversource and New Hampshire's other electric 

utilities would necessarily be similarly situated. See Eversource Energy, DRM 15-340, Order No. 

25,814 (Sept. 18, 2015), p. 4. 

8. If EVERSOURCE is alw·ays in the ISO~NE real time market for its marginal energy 
transactions, please .explain why that real time market price would not be the 
appropriate PURP A avoided cost to EVERSOURCE. 

GSHA objects to this question because it is argumentative and seeks a legal opinion. In addition, 

GSHA objects to the premise of the question, (i.e. that Eversource is always in the ISO-NE real 

time market for its marginal energy transactions). Notwithstanding and without waiving this or 

. any other objections, GSHA responds as follows: Because Eversource has not responded to 

GSHA's data requests seeking operating information that is necessary for determining how 

Eversotu~ce's marginal energy transactions are obtained, GSHA is unable to respond. 

9. On page 2 of your testimony, you state that Essex Hydro has hydroelectric projects 
in Maine. Has the Maine PUC established PURP A avoided cost rates? If so, please 
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describe th~ avoided cost rates that your Maine projects can receive under PURPA if 
their output is "put" to a Maine utility. 

GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. The fact that Essex Hydro has projects 

located in Maine is ir1'elevant to the instant prnceeding, as .is the question of whether the Maine 

PUC has established PURPA avoided cost rates. Notwithstanding and without waiving this and 

any other objections, GSHA responds as follows: GSI-IA is unaware of whether the Maine PUC 

has established PUH:.P A avoided cost rates. 

10. On page 8, lines 12~14, Mr. Norman testifies, "Absent a supplemental power 
purchase, EYERSOURCE's avoided cost in the hybrid period must be based on its 
own generation costs." In making this statement, does Mr. Norman necessarily 
assume that the output from EVERSOURCE'-s own generating units precisely equals 
the energy needs of customers taldng retail default energy service from 
EVERSOURCE? If not, please explain. 

Eversource has not responded to several GSHA data requests (i.e. GSHA 1-3, 1-6, 1-7, 1-8 and 1-

9) that wouru permit GSHA to respond to this question with certainty; however, GSHA assumes 

that operatittk conditions will vary such that at any given time, in order to meet its default sel'\".ice 

load, Eversoi.irce may have to rely upon not qnly IPP generation, but also its own generation and 

purchases fi:6111 ISO-NE. 

11. Does Mr. Norman agree that a properly established avoided cost rate should produce 
a result that causes neither costs nor benefits to the purchasing utility's retail 
customers? If not, please explain why. 

GSHA objects to this question because it is_ argumentative and seeks a legal opinion on the intent 

of avoided cost rate setting. Notwithstanding and without waiving this or any othel" o'Qjection, 

GSHA.provides the :foUowing 1:espon~e: Mr. Noni1an agrees that, assmt1ing Evers.ource operates 

its system so that PURP A pUl'chases are made and compensated at a rate that reflects Eve;~ource 's 
. . 

actual avoided costs, including those of its own generating units, no additional costs or bei1efits to 

the purchasing utility's retail customers should be incurred. 

12. Are the administrative costs and burdens a generator would face for particip~ting in 
the day ahead market the same, greater, or less than the costs of such generator 
participating in the real time market? If such costs or burdens differ between.the two 
markets, please identify all such differences. 
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GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. The cost or burden differences between the 

two markets has no relevance to the proper avoided cost standard under FERC's PURPA 

regulations at 18 CFR Part 292. In addition, GSHA objects because it has no information within 

its control to respond to this question. 

13. On page 10, lines 14-15, Mr. Norman testifies, "The DA energy market lets market 

pa:rticipants commit to buy or sell energy one day before the operating day in which the 

energy is to be used." What are the impacts of a market participant failing to meet any such 

commitment made in the DA market? 

OSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. The impact of a market participant failing 

to meet any such commltment in the DA market has ri.o relevance to the proper avoided cost 

standard under FERC' s PURP A regulations at 18 CFR Part 292. 

14. On page 11, lines 12-14, The testimony notes that approximately 98 percent .of energy 
transactions in May and June 2015 -settled in the day ahead market according to ISO­
NE. 

a. Please provide a citation to the source (including the page(s)) of the referenced 
ISO.~NE reports 

b. Does GSHA believe that the approximately 2 percent of transactions that 
settled in the real-time marke~ represent the marginal energy transactions in 
ISO-NE? Why or why not? 

c. Given the amount of energy transacted in ISO-NE, would the total energy 
output of all GSHA member QFs equal or exceed the amount of transactions 
that settle in the real-time market? 

d. If the total energy output of the GSHA member QFs would not -exceed th~ 
amount of energy that is trans·acted in the real-time market, please explain 
why it is proper to calculate the cost of that energy as though it wa:s s,ettled in 
the day ahead market as stated on page 17 of the testimony. · · · 

With respect to data request 14a please refer to the August 2015 NEPOOL Participants Meeting 

Minutes page 3509 at line 1 for July and Jtme 2015, Meeting Minutes page 3469 at line 6 for May .. 

With respect to data request 14b, GSHA objects because it does not have access to sufficient 

information to respond. The marginal energy cost of each utility' within the ISO-NE.system is 

state and utility specific. 
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With respect to data request 14c, OSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. OSHA's 

member output has no bearing 011 the correct definition of avoided cost in this docket. In addition, 

GSHA objects because it does not have access to information necessary to respond to this question. 

With respect to data request 14d, OSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. OSHA's 

member output has no bearing on the correct definition of avoided cost in this docket. OSHA also 

objec.ts on the basis that this question is argumentative. NotwithstandiI~g and without waiving this 

or any other objection, GSHA provides the following response: IPPs selling power at the avoided 

cost .standard under FERC' s PURP A regulations at 18 CFR Part 292 should 1'eceive Eversource 's 

actual avoided cost, i.e. one that talces into considemtion all of PSNH's costs of genemting 

electricity and those associated with Eversource's ISO-NE transactions. 

15. Is there a~y reason why GSHA members· cannot directly access the DA energy market 
without relying upon PURPA's mandatory buy provisions? If so, please describe all 

such reasons in detail. 
,;,~,'., ~·-· 

GSHA obj ectS based upon relevance and materiality. Whether a OSHA member can directly 
' 

access the'DA energy market has no bearing ·On the correct avoided cost definition in this docket. 
' ' 

Eversource has an obligation to purchase energy from qualified OSHA members tinder FER.C's 

PURPA reg~lations at 18 CFRPart 292 .. 

16. Is Mr. Norman aware of any PURPA-jurisdi.ctional utility in New ~lampshire that' 
has an avoided cost rate established in the manner that he testifies is required by 

PURP A? If so, please identify all such utilities. 

GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. Because Eversource is the only New 

Hampshire utility owxiing generating assets, an examination of other New Hampshire PURPA­

jurisdictional utilities' avoided cost rates is irrelevant to this docket. 

17. When a QF sells its output to a utility .under PURPA's mandatory buy provisions, 
does Mr. Norman view that transaction to be a wholesale or retail transaction? Please 
explain his response. 

GSI-IA objects to this question on the basis of relevance and materiality and because it seeks a 

legal opinion and not facts within ti1e possession or control of GSHA. Notwithstm1ding. and 

without waiving this 01· any other objections, GSHA responds as follows: OSHA believes when a 
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QF sells its output to Eversource under PURPA's mandatory buy provisions, the sale is to 

Eversoui'ce, not to an end user. 

18. Do any of the GSHA's QFs provide any ancillary services? If yes, please identify each 
resource, which services they provide, and how much .did they provide in each year 
from 2012 through 2q14, 

GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. Whether a QF provides any ru10illary service 
has absolutely no bearing on the determination of the.correct avoided cost definition in this.docket. 
GSHA also objects because it does not require, maintain or collect the specific member 
information requested in this data request. · 

19. Does Mr. Norman agree that default energy obtained by the other utilities in New 
Hampshire pursuant to competitive solicitations is a . fullyMbundled service that 
includes all of the power supply and ancillary services that are or may be necessary 
to serve electrical load under the ISOMNE Tariff,. including Energy, Installed 
Capability, Operable Capability, Operating Reserves, Automatic Generation 
Control, electrical losses, congestion charges, charges of the ISO associated with 
NEPOOL membership and with .serving the Contract Load Quantity, and any future 
additions, deletions or changes to the seven NEPOOL p_roducts (Energy, Installed 
Capability, Operable Capability, 30"minute Non~Spinning Operating Reserves, and 
Automatic Generation Control) that are required for entities serving electrical load 
in NEPOOL, and such transmi~sion and distribution delivery services as may be 
required for the Seller to deliver power to the Delivery Point(s)? If Mr. Norman does 
not agree, please explain in det~il the bases for any such disagreement and provide 
an explanation of what Mr. Norman believes utilities are buying under such 
competitive solicitations. 

GSHA objects based upo11 relevru1ce ru1d materiality. Information concerning default service 
procured by other New Hampshire utilities is irrelevant to the avoided cost issue in the instant 
proceeding. GSHA also objects on the basis that this question calls for a request for admission, not 
data. 

20. Does Mr. Norman agree that the default energy obtained by the other utilities in New 
Hampshire pursuant to competitive soli<;itations include all costs of complying with 
New Hampshire's Renewable Portfolio Standard ("RPS")? If not, please explain. If 
so, is it Mr. Norman's opinion that QFs are entitled to receive payments for such RPS 
costs at the same time they are able to sell Renewable Energy Certificates into the 
marketplace for the very same energy they are "putting" to the utility under PURPA? 

GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. Information conceming default service 
procured by other New Hru11pshire utilities, as well as the implications of New Hampshire's 
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RPS law is irrelevant to the avoided cost issue in the instant proceeding. OSHA also objects 
to this question because it seeks a legal opinion and an admission, rather than facts within the 
possession or control of OSHA. 

21. On page 17, lines 16-18, Mr. Norman Testifies, "Wit~1 respect to the generic period, 
GSHA .suggests that EVERSOURCE's avoided cost rates be based upon the 
Commission approved default service rates resulting from EVERSOURCE' s 
competitive procurement process, as thereafter adjusted by subsequent Commission 
determination." 

a. Is Mr. ·Norman aware of any PURPA-jurisdictional utility in New Hampshire 
that has an avoided cost rate· based upon its Commission approved default 
service rate resulting from a competitive procurement process? If so, please 
identify aII such utilities. 

b. Is Mr. Norman aware of any jurisdiction that has set its avoided cost rate 
under PURPA using the methodology suggest~d by GSHA? If so, please 
identify all such jurisdictions, th.e laws, regulatfons or regulatory commission 
orders setting such pricing where such pricing exists and the utilities to.which 
such pricing applies. 

c~'ic Mr. Norman testifies at page 1, lines 15-17 that his, "duties include 
"it representing GSHA's interests before the New Hampshire legislature and 
>:. regulatory bodies and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

("F]~RC")~" and at page 2, lines 18~19 that, ''As the result of my business 
experience with small hydroelectric power projects, I am familiar with some 

of the federal and stat~ laws and rules that apply to that se~tor of the electric 
, industry." Based upon Mr. Norman's experti$e, is he aware of any FERC or 
state regulatory decision supporting the avoided cost methodology he suggests 
for the ''generic period"? If so, please identify all such decisions. 

GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and materiality. Information conceming default 

service procured by other New Hampshire utilities and avoided cost rates set by other 

Commissions or regulatory authorities is ifrelevant to the avoided. cost issue ii1 the )instant 

proceeding. 

22. On page 15, lines 2-:4, Mr. N()rman testifies, "Regarding the generic periocl, th¢re is a 
no assurance Stich a generi~, adjudicative avoided cost docket would, hi fQct, be 
opened nor any assurance of the time by which an order establishing 
EVERSOURCE's avoided costs would be issued in that proposed docket." 

a. Does Mr. Normhn agree that all other PURPA-jurisdictional utilities in New 
Hampshire are already in s'uch a "genel·ic period"? If not, piease expl~in. 
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b. Does PURPA allow GSHA's members to "put" their output to the other 
PURPAMjurisdictional utilities in New Hampshire? 

c. Has GSHA made any attempts to require that the other PURPA~Jurisdictional 
utilities in New Hampshire purchase power from QFs put to them under 
PURP A at such utility's retail default service rate? Ifso, please provide details 
of all such attempts. If not~ why not? 

d. Is there any reason why a generic avoided cost proceeding could not or should 
not be established for the' other PURP A"jurisdictional utilities in New 
Hampshire in the near term? If so, please explain all ·such reasons. 

e. Based upon the energy service price ·rates -0f Unitil, Liberty Utilities, and 
NHEC during 2013 and 2014, if GSHA's view of the proper avoided cost post" 
divestiture were applied to those utilities, please provide an estimate of the 
additional annual .revenues that GSHA members could have received during 
each of those two years. (If an actual value cannot be provided, a perc.entage 
increase ove·r the real"time market price would be acceptable.) 

f. If GSHA feels 'its members are entitled to the amount(s) stated .in response to 

subquestion e, above, why has GSHA failed to take action to change those 
companies' avoided cost rates under PURPA? · 

GSHA objects to all of these questions based on relevance and materiality. GSHA objects to data 

request 22a because it is a request for admission, not a data request. GSHA objects to data request 

22b because it calls for a legal conclusion. GSHA objects to data request 22c because GSHA's 

interactions with other New Hampshire utilities is itrelevant to the issue of PSNH's avoided costs 

for purposes of PURP A purchases. GSHA objeCts to. data requests 22d and 22f because they are 

argumentative. GSHA objects to data request 22e because GSHA does not maintain, require or 

collect the requested information. 

...! 

23. On page 15, lines 20-22, Mr. Norman testifies, "a generic rulemaldng proceeding 
involving other utilities is. inappropriate because, as explained previously in this 
testimony, EVERSOURCE's avoided costs are different than other electric utilities'. II 

a. Why isn't a generic avoided cost rulemaking pr.oceeding that would apply to 
· Unitil, Liberty Utilities, and NHEC be appropriate today'? 

b. During the "generic period" identified by Mr. Norman, does GSHA expect the 
methodology for determining EVERSOURCE's avoided cost to be· different 
than what the state's other electric utilities' avoided cost methodology should 
be tod-ay? If so, please explain all such differences. 
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With respect to data request 25a, GSHA objects because it is argumentative. GSHA also obj'ects 

because the question of whether there should be a generic avoided cost rulemaking proceeding for 

Unitil, Liberty and NHEC is beyond the scope of this docket and is also irrelevant to the issue of 

PSNH's avoided costs. 

With respect to data request 25b, GSHA objects to this question based on relevance and 

materiality. Notwithstanding and without waiving this or any other objections, GSBA responds 

as follows: A response to this question calls for speculation and is premature. In its order denying 

Eversource's request fot a rulemaldng, the Commission found that it was premature to conclude 

that, post-divestiture (i.e. the "generic period'), Eversource and New Hampshire's other electric 

utilities would necessarily be similarly situated. See Ever source Energy, DRM 15-340, Order No. 

25,814 (Sept. 18, 2015), p. 4. 

24. What· are the total payments that GSHA members have received from 
EVERSOURCE for the output of their QF generating stations annually for the years 
2012, 2013, 2014, and through September 30, 2015? 

GSHA objects based upon relevance and materiality. GSHA also objects on the basis that it does 

not require from its members or maintain the specific information requested in this data request 

and is therefore tmable to respor1d to this request. Notwithstanding and without waiving these and 

any other objections,. GSHA responds as follows: Because these expenses are recoverable :from 

ratepayers, OSHA assumes that Eversource tracks the payments it makes to QFs} and therefore 

would have access to information necessary to respond to this request. 

Very truly yoms, 

Susan S. Geiger 

cc: Discovery Service List (electronic mail) 
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