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Connecticut River Joint Commissions 
Executive Committee Meeting 
September 18, 2017 
2:00 – 4:00 PM 

 

Commissioners Attending:  Jason Rasmussen, Jim McClammer, Steven Lembke; 
Christopher Yurek; Jennifer Griffin.  Staff UVLSRPC Steven Schneider, Patricia Crocker 
 
Meeting convened at 2:00 p.m.  
 

Approve July 2017 Executive Committee Minutes- Steve Lembke moved to approve the 
minutes. Comm. McClammer seconded the motion. Vote: Unanimous 

August Financials – Comm. McClammer moved to accept the August Financial 
Statement, Comm. Yurek seconded the motion. Vote: Unanimous 

Follow up / August Joint Commissions Meeting – Various follow up items are included 
in this agenda. 

Status of Chris Yurek as Commissioner / Treasurer. This will be the last meeting for 
Chris.  He has recently changed positions and is a staff member with the Southern 
Windsor County Regional Planning Commissions and the time commitment will be a 
challenge as Jason Rasmussen, another SWCRPC staff member, is also serving on the 
Commissions. And secondly, continuing to serve as the representative of the CRC 
might present a conflict of interest. Director Andy Fisk will be appointing a new 
representative for the CRC. This will leave the position of Treasurer open and Comm. 
Griffin is willing to serve as Treasurer. Comm. Lembke moved to recommend Comm. 
Griffin be appointed at the next Joint Commissions meeting. Comm. McClammer 
seconded the motion. Vote: Unanimous 

Staffing change: Tara Bamford has ended employment at North Country Council as 
UVLSRPC has a contract with NCC and a current staff member, James Steele, will act as 
the staff member for the LRS until a new staff accepts an employment offer from NCC. 
That individual will take on the role for CRJC Local River Subcommittee Coordinator. 

Steve Schneider discussed the organization of the CRJC work. UVLSRPC has 
subcontracted with NCC and they have assured UVLSRPC they have the staff capable to 
do that job. Discussion followed.  
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It was agreed that a memo should be drafted by UVLSRPC for the CRJC Leadership to 
inform the subcommittees of the personnel change and ask the subcommittees to 
provide feedback on how new staffing is working. Steve Schneider agreed to reach out 
to Director Barbara Robinson at NCC about the new individual’s qualifications. The 
leadership felt that the need for communications with Commissioners from the LRS 
Coordinator was essential. In the meantime, they urged UVLSRPC to monitor the 
subcontract to assure that the staffing arrangements are working and requested 
Commissioners be copied on correspondence regarding staffing. 

They will acknowledge in the meeting minutes the work that Tara had done for the 
CRJC.  
 

Executive Committee Communications Review Process of written communications/ 
Route 12 Project. Comm. McClammer noted that at the full commission meeting in 
August John Bruno indicated he would be providing comments on the Reconstruction 
of Route12. Comm. McClammer was authorized to be the liaison for the Commission 
on the Charlestown-Walpole Project. He communicated with Comm. Rasmussen about 
comments that he had drafted on the project which was used as the basis for a letter 
signed by Comm. McClammer as Chair of the NH Connecticut River Valley Resource 
Commission and presented at the DES public hearing on the wetland application. For 
comments to be on the record they had to be submitted before the hearing closed that 
day. He was told that he could not provide comments later. Comm. Griffin expressed 
concern that the letter had not been circulated for review by at least the NH CRVRC and 
that the comments included proposing a financial commitment from Great River Hydro; 
such comment was not discussed at the August full committee meeting. Comm. Griffin 
was concerned that she had not had an opportunity to review them, and that Comm. 
McClammer may not have been authorized to submit written comments, when he was 
appointed liaison to the project for the Joint Commissions. Comm. Griffin noted that 
Commissioners should bear in mind the need for a process that supports CRJC review 
and approval of CRJC related material as we seek to fill vacant seats, including industry 
specific seats.   

Comm. Lembke said he would like to suggest a process that if someone is looking for 
a motion, they should come to the Commission clearly stating the objectives in writing, 
along with time constraints so that both verbal comments and written comments can 
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be reviewed before they are submitted to a public body. 

Commissioners noted that this does mean that sometimes, time constraints will 
prohibit CRJC from completing a full review and in some matters CRJC will not be able 
to comment. Comm. Lembke stated the view that when a Commission votes to support 
something, then they can present that point of view even if there is a minority dissent 
on it, but there should be more clarity on what the responsibility of a liaison will be. All 
agreed that the process is what is most important based upon Comm. Griffin’s 
concern. Discussion at the full commission should follow any letter that the EC 
approves.  

The general process should be clarified in the minutes of a future full commissions 
meeting.  

Another issue is a comment letter to Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) on the Individual 
Wetland Application for the same project.  Comm. McClammer presented a draft letter 
for submission to the ACOE that has to be submitted by September 21. With the edits 
agreed to in discussion, the Exec Comm. approved a revised draft to be cleaned up and 
circulated. Comm. Griffin moved to approve the revised draft and Comm. Lembke 
seconded the motion to approve the revised letter. Vote: Unanimous. The letter will be 
sent to all Commissioners noting it had been approved at the executive committee 
meeting. 

Comm. McClammer noted that water quality certification is coming up on the Route 12 
project and this is something that should be referred to and reviewed by the Local 
Subcommittees and the CRJC Planning Committee. Comments should be sent by the 
LRSs to the Joint Commission meeting for something of the size and impact of the 
Route 12 project. 

New Member recruitment is continuing. John Mudge’s application has been submitted. 
Comm.’s McClammer and Walling will need to submit these to the Governor’s Office. 

FERC Relicensing – Comm. Griffin reported that Great River Hydro (GRH) had set up 
meetings with the aquatics working group to review data generated from the instream 
flow study and continue consultation relative to flows. Working group members asked 
that the initial meetings be held on their own, without the applicant. She felt it was 
unlikely that a revised application would be submitted this year and more likely that 
will be early next calendar year. In its study determination, FERC requested additional 
data on the erosion studies.  GRH is currently collecting soil samples and will be 
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updating the erosion study report by mid-November. GRH will be filing the application 
once all the studies are completed and then FERC will do their environmental review. 
FERC wants to coordinate GRH and First Light’s applications in the review. The final 
application date was not certain at this point in time. 

October Joint Commissions meeting will feature Agriculture, Food and Market 
Commissioners. The will discuss Agribusiness and Maintaining Sustainable Landscape. 
Best Management practices as they relate to agriculture may come up based on recent 
inquiries. Staff will invite the LACs, Vital Communities, and other potentially interested 
organizations i.e. Cooperative Extension. Comm. Lembke will be out of the country 
from September 22nd until 2nd October.  

Other Business – Comm. Rasmussen noted that online commenters on the article about 
the CRJC dam meeting suggested the dam removal effort was not consistent with 
sustainable energy production. They did not understand that the dams slated for 
removal were not dams that could be deployed for power production.  

Comm. McClammer moved to adjourn. Comm. Lembke seconded motion to adjourn. 

 


