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NEW HAMPSHIRE Goal: Provide a permitted, instrumented site at which developers can affordably test
hydrokinetic turbines between TRLs 7-9 (DECC stages 4-5).
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UNH and UMass Dartmouth are jointly developing a test platform in Massachussets’ Muskeget Channel. Extensive environmental research has been conducted and a FERC
Draft Pilot License Application has been submitted by the town of Edgartown, MA for a 5 MW commercial tidal energy pilot plant that would include the MREC test site. With
funding from MREC, CORE Is analyzing several possible test platforms, including floating and bottom-mounted structures for deploying MHK devices, as well as a natural berth

. option for developers who are ready to put a complete system to the test. y
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