
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

STRAFFORD REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

150 Wakefield Street, Suite 12, Rochester, NH 03867 
 

Barrington ꞁ Brookfield ꞁ Dover ꞁ Durham ꞁ Farmington ꞁ Lee ꞁ Madbury ꞁ Middleton ꞁ Milton ꞁ New Durham 
Newmarket ꞁ Northwood ꞁ Nottingham ꞁ Rochester ꞁ Rollinsford ꞁ Somersworth ꞁ Strafford ꞁ Wakefield 

Strafford MPO Policy Committee Meeting 

Friday, January 21, 2022  9:00 – 10:30 AM 
Hybrid Meeting (Conference Rm 1A, SRPC Office & via Zoom)  

 

Agenda Item Time  Pre-Meeting Task/Notes 

1) Introductions 1 minute Remember your name and what 
town/city you’re from 

2) Action Items [require a vote] 
a) Approve draft minutes from December 

15th 2021 
2 minutes Review draft minutes prior to meeting 

3) Discussion Items 
a) 2022 Legislation Hearings  
• Ten Year Plan (HB2022) – updates 

on process 
• Draft Bills for the 2022 legislative 

session  

40 minutes 

Review legislation list in meeting 
packet: do you want SRPC to submit 
testimony in favor, against, or remain 
neutral regarding specific bills?   

4) Other Business & Updates from Staff 
a) Coordinated Transportation Plan 

update 
5 minutes None 

5) Commissioner Roundtable 
What are community priorities for 2022 
and how can SRPC help achieve them? 

10 minutes None 

6) Citizen’s Forum   

7) Adjourn   
 

Reasonable accommodations for people with disabilities are available upon request. Include a detailed description 
of the accommodation you will need along with your contact info. Please make your request as early as possible; 
allowing at least 5 days advance notice. Last minute requests will be accepted but may be impossible to fill. Please 
call (603) 994-3500 or email srpc@strafford.org. 

In accordance with RSA 91:A, the Commission requires a minimum of an in-person quorum. To 
organize this, the Commission staff will confirm the necessary in-person attendance. It is the 
preference of the Commission that others participate via Zoom, however, guests may attend the 
meeting at the SRPC Office. All participants, both in-person and virtual, can communicate 
contemporaneously. View the remote access information below. 
 
Meeting URL: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85802372877  
Meeting ID: 858 0237 2877 
Telephone-only Access: +1 646 558 8656 
 

These instructions have also been provided at www.strafford.org. If anybody is unable to access the 
meeting, please email mtaylorfetter@strafford.org or call 603-994-3500 (x115).  
 

mailto:srpc@strafford.org
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85802372877
mailto:mtaylorfetter@strafford.org
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RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 
Strafford Regional Planning Commission 

Strafford Metropolitan Planning Organization, and  
Strafford Economic Development District 

Meeting Etiquette 

 
Be present at the scheduled start of the meeting. 
 
Be respectful of the views of others. 
 
Ensure that only one person talks at a time. Raising your hand to be recognized by the chair 
or facilitator is good practice. 
 
Do not interrupt others or start talking before someone finishes. 
 
Do not engage in cross talk. 
 
Avoid individual discussions in small groups during the meeting. When one person speaks, 
others should listen. 
 
Active participation is encouraged from all members.  
 
When speaking, participants should adhere to topics of discussion directly related to agenda 
items.  
 
When speaking, individuals should be brief and concise when speaking. 
 
The Strafford Regional Planning Commission & Metropolitan Planning Organization holds 
both public meetings and public hearings.  
 
For public meetings, guests are welcome to observe, but should follow proper meeting 
etiquette allowing the meeting to proceed uninterrupted. Members of the public who wish to 
be involved and heard should use venues such as Citizen Forum, Public Hearings, Public 
Comment Periods, outreach events, seminars, workshops, listening sessions, etc.   
 



 

 
Policy Committee 
Meeting Minutes 

Friday, November 19, 2021, 
9:00 – 11:00 AM 

Strafford Regional Planning Commission 
Hybrid Meeting 
Rochester, NH 

 
DRAFT 

 

1. Introductions 

Chair David Landry called the meeting to order and asked for introductions. 

Members attending in person: Bill Fisher; Farmington; Tom Crosby; Madbury; 
Richard Michaud; Somersworth; Barbara Holstein; Rochester, Michael Williams; 
COAST; Glenn Davison; DOT, Michael Bobinsky; Somersworth; Dave Landry; 
Dover; Tom Crosby, Madbury; Herb Ueda, Rollinsford; Peter Nelson, Newmarket; 
Katrin Kasper, Lee 

SRPC staff members attending in person: Jennifer Czysz 

Members participating remotely: Tim White; DES; Charlene Anderson, 
Nottingham; Beverly Cray, UNH; D. Hamann, Rochester. 

Staff participating remotely: Shayna Sylvia, Rachel Dewey, Stephen Geiss, 
Jackson Rand, Nancy O’Connor, and Megan Taylor-Fetter 

2. Staff Communications 
 
There were no staff communications 

3. Items Requiring a Vote 

3.1 Approve draft minutes from November 19, 2021 

T. Crosby MOVED to approve the minutes of October 15, 2021 , M. Bobinsky 
SECOND, A roll call vote was taken: B. Fisher, T. Crosby, R. Michaud, B. Holstein, 
M. Williams, G. Davison, M. Bobinsky, h. Ueda, D. Landy, P. Nelson, K. Kasper, T. 
White, C. Anderson and D. Hamann voting in the AFFIRMNATIVE, B. Cray 
ABSTAINING. Motion passed to approve the minutes as written.       

4. Items for Discussion  



 

4.1 How can we make the planning process more inclusive and incorporate more 
voices? -updates to SRPC’s Nondiscrimination & Environmental Plan 

Nancy OConnor began the presentation by explaining that the SRPC 
nondiscrimination and environmental justice program was last updated in 2013. 
This is an opportunity to examine the plan, ensure inclusiveness in the region for 
transportation planning, to see what our goals and objectives are and to ensure 
compliance with Titles VI of the Civil Rights Act. N. OConnor summarized the 
plan and asked the committee for their input. 

Tim White asked what the distinction between this and the Public Participation 
Plan is; the two plans seem to be meshing. 

N. OConnor responded this is a policy statement and the Public Participation 
Plan is how we will carry it out.  

J. Czysz added that the plan closes in on populations that might be excluded; it 
provides larger analysis.  

N. OConnor further explained the goal is to be more direct and inclusive and 
deliberate in the language. Specifically, to be more tuned in to our communities.  

J Czys added the climate has changed since in 2013, additional guidance has 
come out from the President and DOT increasing focus on these topics.  

M. Williams asked are going from a more passive approach to a more active 
approach.  

J Czys answered yes, the direction we are getting from Federal Highways is to 
better define our goals and to change the language and intentionality in the way 
we approach environmental justice.  

P Nelson stated there are three ways to make information available to the 
public: printed materials, public participation, and broadcasts on multimedia 
channels and the internet. Not everybody has internet access, P. Nelson added 
step one is get the data base for the transportation projects published.  

C. Anderson suggested that under Objectives #3, there needs to be more 
sensitivity in the wording so we do not classify people as low income. 

K. Kasper stated that for some it takes courage to be in a meeting setting.  We 
must figure out where the community resources are.  

P Nelson stated that the Right to Know Law is preventing moving on in a more 
encompassing and engaging manner. We cannot have that level of participation 
unless we modernize the concept of the Right to Know Law.  



 

G. Davison stated DOT received a large amount of public input during the  
GACIT hearings. The process does work with tools like surveys, public input and 
providing contact information on the website.  

The Committee engaged in further discussion on ways to better communicate 
with communities including surveys, contacting community leaders, 
organizations, social media, and multimedia. 

N. OConnor asked members to reach out to her in an email with their thoughts 
and suggestions. A draft will be brought back at a future meeting.  

4.2 Will the questions in the draft survey for the SRPC Regional Bike/Ped Plan help 
us define policy goals objectives? 

S. Sylvia informed the committee that she has been collaborating with Colin 
Lentz on developing a plan to improve spaces for active transportation in the 
region. The project involves creating a framework for the first Bike Ped Plan for 
Strafford MPO.  In developing this framework, SRPC is looking at how people 
interact with pedestrians, bicyclists and other forms of non-motorized 
transportation and is also looking at current facilities, infrastructure, and 
barriers and how we can make improvements. SRPC has drafted a survey as 
part of the outreach for this project and would like input from the committee.  

D. Landry asked what is the plan to get the survey out to the communities.  S. 
Sylvia answered through the normal channels including the Bits and Pieces 
Newsletter, social medial, boost paid advertising on Facebook and Instagram. 
SRPC will be leveraging partners like Commute Smart and the Bike Walk 
Alliance. SRPC is looking into Metro quest which creates an interactive survey.  

M. Bobinsky asked how do we know existing local communities’ policies and 
practices around pedestrian and bicycling will be in concert or conflict with this 
plan. M. Bobinsky added there are different skill levels for bicyclists, some have 
more skill than others and will ride alongside busy traffic. The other group 
prefers to ride off road or roads with less traffic.  

S. Sylvia responded the survey can include questions on what type of bike 
situation riders prefer. 

H. Ueda suggested if you want to create a compelling vision, look at how bikes, 
pedestrians and traffic work in a day in Copenhagen. There are low injury and 
fatality rates.  

S. Sylvia stated that this plan will be brought back for further review at a future 
meeting and welcomed committee members to email feedback.   

5. Other Business & Updates from Staff 



 

5.1 Ten Year Plan Update 

6. Commissioner Roundtable – Updates from your community 

P. Nelson stated Newmarket is continuing with the Solarize Newmarket 
campaign which will kick off with Revision energy in January. Newmarket is 
actively making efforts to inform the public. The goal is to double the installed 
base and take advantage of Federal Tax credits.  

M. Bobinsky informed the Committee that Somersworth got an early start on 
soliciting resurfacing bids for streets and roads the past week. Bids are due mid-
January. The city received 6 proposals for the Solar Array project at the Black 
Water Superfund site. In the early part of January, the City Council along with 
other city departments and committees, reviewed the proposals and received 
recommendations for the top three. M. Bobinsky will keep the Committee up to 
date on the road paving bids.  Somersworth is finishing up The Complete Streets 
project which involves utility work and will be just under 4 million to complete. 
The Road work will come in just under a million.  

7. Citizen’s Forum – Citizens of the Strafford region are invited to speak on the 
subject matter of the meeting.  Statements shall be limited to three minutes 

 There were no citizens attending 

8. Adjournment 

M. Williams MOVED to adjourn seconded by R. Michaud. All in favor, none 
opposed. 



2022 Legislation relevant to Strafford MPO/RPC 
 

 Title and Description Hearing information Notes and Questions 
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HB2022 – relative to the State Ten Year Plan 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on January 19th –  Written testimony submitted; regional priorities as 
previously established. 

SB437 – increase local option fee from $5 to $15 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on January 26th  
 

Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

SB447 - establishes the electric vehicle and infrastructure fund 
within NHDOT 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on Feb 1st @ 1:00 Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

HB1040 – establish commission to study revenue alternatives to 
the road toll for EVs and hybrids 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing Jan 19th  
 

Last round no specific position on bill; testified in 
support of finding new revenue sources. 

HB1656 – road usage registration fee based on VMT and weight 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing Jan 19th  
 

Last round no specific position on bill; testified in 
support of finding new revenue sources. 

HB1665 - establishing a municipal road and bridge disaster relief 
fund. 

• Under Dept. HSEM 

• Gap funding for damaged roads and bridges 

• Municipalities wishing to draw from the fund must dedicate 
.005% of muni budget 

• Only draw from fund if damage cost is greater than local budget 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on Jan 24th at 9:00am Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

HB1675 – extra $.50 for electric vehicles through all NH tnpk tolls 
(as in RSA 237:16-a, III) 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing Jan 19th  Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

HB1426 – eliminate requirement for annual private vehicle 
inspections. Applies to vehicles not used for business. 
Link to bill docket 

TBD Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

HB1432 - prohibiting the use of state funds for new passenger rail 
projects. 
Link to bill docket 

House hearing was on Jan 14th  Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 

https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1472&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=2088
http://gencourt.state.nh.us/lsr_search/billText.aspx?id=2146&type=3
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1277
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1940&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1576&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1575
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1212&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1391
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HB1014 – quorum requirements for public meetings 

• Physical location not required  

• Still required to give public notice of “location” and access 
options 

Link to bill docket 

Hearing TBD - House Judiciary Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 
Could have significant impact on MPO/RPC 
governance and participation. 

SB344 - Eliminates physical quorum requirement  
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on Jan 25th @ 2:00 – 
house judiciary 

Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 
Could have significant impact on MPO/RPC 
governance and participation. 

SB322 - Except in emergency, ¼ of current members must be 
physically present for meeting 
In emergency, at least one member physically present 
Link to bill docket 

Hearing on Jan 25th @ 1:30 – 
house judiciary 

Want staff to take specific position?  
General support for or against? 
Could have significant impact on MPO/RPC 
governance and participation. 

 

https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=1147&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=2194&inflect=2
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/billinfo.aspx?id=2149&inflect=2
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