CITY OF HAVERHILL
CiTY COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, December 18, 2012 at 7:00 PM
City Council Chambers, Room 202

1. APPROVAL OF RECORDS OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING
2. ASSIGNMENT OF THE MINUTES REVIEW FOR THE NEXT MEETING
3. COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR

NO SCHEDULE

4. UTILITY HEARING(S) AND RELATED ORDER(S)

4.1. Document 102, Petition for Joint Pole Location from Verizon New England & Mass Electric Co (North
Andover) for So Prospect st (continued from 12/4/2012)

4.1.1. Document 102-B, Order grant Joint Pole Location to Verizon New England Inc and Mass
Electric Co for So Prospect st

Attachment
4.2. Document 103, Petition for Joint Pole Location from Verizon New England & Mass Electric Co (North
Andover) for Middlesex st (continued from 12/4/2012) Attachment

4.2.1. Document 103-B, Order grant Joint Pole Location to Verizon New England Inc and Mass
Electric Co for Middlesex st

Attachment
4.3. Document 106, Petition for Joint Pole Location from Verizon New England & Mass Electric Co (North
Andover) for Main st (continued from 12/4 /2012) Attachment

4.3.1. Document 106-B, Order grant Joint Pole Location from Verizon New England & Mass Electric
Co (North Andover) for Main st Attachment

5. APPOINTMENTS

5.1. Confirming Appointments:

NO SCHEDULE

5.2. Non-Confirming Appointments:

NO SCHEDULE
5.3. Resignations:
NO SCHEDULE
6. PETITIONS
6.1. Petitions:
NO SCHEDULE
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CITY OF HAVERHILL
CiTY COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, December 18, 2012 at 7:00 PM
City Council Chambers, Room 202

6.2. Applications:

6.2.1. Application from Dave LaBrode, on behalf of Frozen Shamrock 3-Mile Road Race, for a Road
Race to begin at Archie’s Little River Ale House, 27 Lafayette sq, February 24 2013 at 1 pm

6.3. Annual License Renewals:
6.3.1. Theater License: Chunky’s Cinema Pub, 371 Lowell Ave, 3 Screens

6.3.2. Renewals 2013 Drainlayer Licenses:

e Brett Berube

e Paul D. Bushy

e Rocci Delucia, Jr.
e Thomas A. Dube

Thomas B. Hodgson
Peter G. Holland
Stephen J. lacozzi
Michael Mazzotta

Douglas Robbins
Shawn Savage
William T. Sawyer
Henry Torromeo

7. HEARINGS AND RELATED ORDERS

7.1. Document 105, Petition from William Pillsbury Jr., Economic Development & Planning Director/City
of Haverhill, requesting Hearing re: Zoning — Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District
(continued from 12/11/2012) Attachment

Favorable recommendation from Planning Board and William Pillsbury; Economic Development &
Planning Director

7.1.1. Document 105-B, Ordinance re: Zoning — Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay
District Filed 11/22/2012 Attachment

8. MOTIONS AND ORDERS
NO SCHEDULE
9. UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF PRECEDING MEETINGS
NO SCHEDULE
10. COMMUNICATIONS AND REPORTS FROM CITY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES
10.1. Monthly Reports:
NO SCHEDULE
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CITY OF HAVERHILL
CiTY COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, December 18, 2012 at 7:00 PM
City Council Chambers, Room 202

10.2. Communications from Councillors:

10.2.1. Communication from Councillors LePage and Macek requesting a discussion regarding Zoning
for the Waterfront Interim Overlay District (WIPOD) and Medical Marijuana Dispensaries
Attachment

10.2.2. Communication from Councillor Sullivan requesting an update on the status of the location of

certain telephone poles along the Rte. 125 South Main Street Reconstruction project and also
requests a written report from City Engineer, John Pettis Attachment

10.3. Communications from City Employees:

NO SCHEDULE
11. RESOLUTIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS
NO SCHEDULE
12. CouNnciL COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

12.1. Council Committee Reports:

NO SCHEDULE
12.2. Documents referred to Committee Study Attachment

13. ADJOURN
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PETITION FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION
Dracut, Mass., 06/08/2012
To the City Council

of Haverhill, Massachuseits,

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC
COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER) request permission to locate poles, wires, cables and
fixtures, including the necessary anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting
fixtures to be owned and used in common by your pefitioners, along and across the

following public way or ways:-
SOUTH PROSPECT STREET - Place one (1) Pole
Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached

Wherefore they pray that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, they be
granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and maintain poles, wires
and cables, together with anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting fixtures
as they may find necessary, said poles to be erected substantially in accordance with the
plan filed herewith marked-Verizon PLAN NO, 709 Dated 06-08-2012.

Also for permission to lay and maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in
the above or intersecting public ways for the purpose of making connections with such
poles and buildings as each of said petitioners may desire for distributing purposes.

Your petitioners agree to reserve space at a suitable point on each of said poles for
the limited purpose of attaching one-way low voltage fire and pole signaling wires for
public safety purposes only.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC.
(Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPII)
\
By 4 ' g Agkb% '
: Manager/Right of Way

MASSACHUSETTS EL?RIC COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER)

-7 o

Distribution Engineering

IN CITY COUNCIL: November 13 2012 IN CITY COUNCIL: December 4 2012
VOTED: that HEARING BE HELD DECEMBER 4 2012 POSTPONE TO DECEMBER 18 2012
Attest: Attest:

City Clerk City Clerk
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PETITION PLAN MUNICIPALITY

Pet. #709
Date:June 8,2012
Municipality:Haverhill, Massachusetts
Verizon New England Inc. and Massachusetts Electric Company
Showing: Proposed Joint Pole L.ocation
%
j
Cp
South EIm Street
P Checked By
repared By SClig DISTANCES SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE Order 7AALTE

LEGEND

. ® - Existing Joint Pole to Remain
- Proposed Verizon Pole Location

q) - Verizon Pole Location to be Abandoned ® -Proposed JO Pole

O - Verizon Co. Pole 1o Remain @ - Presant Joint Pole Location to be Abandoned
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ORDER FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION

By the City Council
of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts,

Notice having been given and a public hearing held, as provided by law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

That VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPIH) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY be
and they are hereby granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and
maintain poles and their respective wires and cables to be placed thereon, together with
anchors, guys and other sustaining and protecting fixtures as said Companies may deem
necessary, in the public way or ways hereinafter referred to, as requested in petition of said
companies dated the 8" day of June, 2012.

All construction under this order shall be in accordance with the following conditions:-

Poles shall be of sound timber and reasonably straight, and shall be set substantially
at the points indicated upon the plan marked-VERIZON PLAN NO 709, dated 06/08/2012
filed with said petition. There may be attached to said poles by said VERIZON NEW
ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH) not to exceed 20 wires and 5 cables and by said MASSACHUSETTS
ELECTRIC COMPANY such cables, wires and fixtures as are necessary in its business
and all of said wires and cables shall be placed at a height to conform to the National

Electric Safety Code.

The following are the public ways or parts of ways along which the poles above
referred to may be erected, and the number of poles, which may be erected thereon under

this order:-
SOUTH PROSPECT STREET - Place one (1) Pole
Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached

Also that permission be and hereby is granted to each of said Companies to lay and
maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in the above or intersecting public ways
for the purpose of making connections with such poles and buildings as each may desire for
distributing purposes.

I hereby certify that the foregoing order was adopted at a meeting of the City
Council of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts held on the day of
2012.

IN CITY COUNCIL: December 4 2012

POSTPONE ‘I0 DECEMBER 18 2012
Attest: City Clerk

City Clerk
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PETITION FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION

Dracut, Mass., 06/08/2012

To the City Council
of Haverhill, Massachusetts.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC
COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER) request permission to locate poles, wires, cables and
fixtures, including the necessary anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting
fixtures to be owned and used in common by your petitioners, along and across the
following public way or ways:-

MIDDLESEX STREET - Remove one (1) Pole
Place one (1) Pole
Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached

Wherefore they pray that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, they be
granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and maintain poles, wires
and cables, together with anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting fixtures
as they may find necessary, said poles to be erected substantially in accordance with the
plan filed herewith marked-Verizon PLAN NO. 708 Dated 06-08-2012.

Also for permission to lay and maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in
the above or intersecting public ways for the purpose of making connections with such
poles and buildings as each of said petitioners may desire for distributing purposes.

Your petitioners agree to reserve space at a suitable point on each of said poles for
the limited purpose of attaching one-way low voltage fire and pole signaling wires for
public safety purposes only.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC.

(Formerly known as NE?XJAND TELE HONE AND TELEGRAPH )

Managellnght of Way

MASSACHUSETTS E /}ii}/}?ﬂlc COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER)

Distribution Englneel ing

IN CITY COUNCIL: November 13 2012 IN CITY COUNCIL: December 4 2012
VOTED: that HEARING BE HELD DECEMBER 4 2012 POSTPONE TQ DECEMBER 18 2012
Attest Attest:

City Clerk City Clerk
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PETITION PLAN /WAICTPAL 1T

Pet. #708
Date: June 8, 2012

)D»Q’Q, D\ ()) ’ﬁ)ﬁ

Municipality: Haverhill, Massachusetts e

Verizon New England Inc, and Massachusetts Electric Company

Showing: Proposed Joint Pole Location

ROMA
REST
“MIDDLESEX STREET" )
P #561/6 P #561/6
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Prepared By SC/ig | DISTANCES SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE e aar

- Proposed Verizon Pole Location

CP -Verfzon Pole Location to be Abandoned

O - Verizan Ce. Pole to Remain

LEGEND

&

® -Proposed JO Pole .

@ - - Present Joint Pole Location to be Abandoned

- Exisling Joini Pole to Remain
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FORM MASS. 560
8-1-73
ORDER FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION

By the City Council
of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts,

Notice having been given and a public hearing held, as provided by law,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY be
and they are hereby granted Jjoint or identical locations for and permission to erect and
maintain poles and their respective wires and cables to be placed thereon, together with
anchors, guys and other sustaining and protecting fixtures as said Companies may deem
necessary, in the public way or ways hereinafter referred to, as requested in petition of sajd
companies dated the 8% day of June, 2012,

All construction under this order shall be in accordance with the following conditions:-
Poles shall be of sound timber and reasonably straight, and shall be set substantially

at the points indicated upon the plan marked-VERIZON PLAN NO 708, dated 06/08/2012
filed with said petition. There may be attached to said poles by said VERIZON NEW

N ENGLAND INC, (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE AND
. TELEGRAPH) not to exceed 20 wires and 5 cables and by said MASSACHUSETTS
O ELECTRIC COMPANY such cables, wires and fixtures as are necessary in its business
N and all of said wires and cables shall be placed at a height to conform to the National
N Electric Safety Code,
‘j\
The following are the public ways or parts of ways along which the poles above
) referred to may be erected, and the number of poles, which may be erected thereon under
**i\ this order:-
MIDDLESEX STREET — Remove one (1) Pole
2
& Place one (1) Pole
(S Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached
oy Also that permission bhe and hereby is granted to each of said Companies to lay and
o maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in the above or intersecting public ways
*3; : for the purpose of making connections with such poles and buildings as each may desire for
\é distributing purposes.
‘C_\E
ok I hereby certify that the foregoing order was adopted at a meeting of the City
; Council of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts held on the day of
3 2012,
\5 IN CITY COUNCIL: December 4 2012

POSTPONE TO DECEMBER 18 2012

Attest: City Clerk
City Clerk
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\() PETITION FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION
Andover, Mass., 10/03/2012
To the City Council

of Haverhill, Massachusetts.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC
COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER) request permission to locate poles, wires, cables and
fixtures, including the necessary anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting
fixtures to be owned and used in common by your petitioners, along and across the
following public way or ways:-

MAIN STREET - Place one (1) Pole
Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached

Wherefore they pray that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, they be
granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and maintain poles, wires
and cables, together with anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting fixtures
as they may find necessary, said poles to be erected substantially in accordance with the
plan filed herewith marked-Verizon PLAN NO. 740 Dated 10-03-2012.

Also for permission to lay and maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in
the above or intersecting public ways for the purpose of making connections with such
poles and buildings as each of said petitioners may desire for distributing purposes.

Your petitioners agree to reserve space at a suitable point on each of said poles for
the limited purpose of attaching one-way low voltage fire and pole signaling wires for
public safety purposes only,

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC.

(Formerly known as NEF?‘I GLAND TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH)
By W

e Manager/Right of Way

MASSACHUSETTS Ejbf}ﬁCOMPAN (NORTH ANDOVER)

.
IN CITY COUNCIL: December 4 2012 istribution Engincering

VOTED: that COUNCIL HEARING BE HELD DECEMBER 18 2012
Attest:

City Clerk
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PETITION PLAN MUNICIPALITY

Pet . #740
Date: October 3, 2012

Municipality: Haverhill, Massachusetts
Verizon New England Inc. and Massachusetts Electric Company

Showing: Proposed Joint Pole Location N
P #8/9
71t
p#8i8S |
YMCA ®

MAIN STREET

+1
e~
[Cp]
ﬂ-
Winter Street Summer Street
Checked By 5
Prepared By SClig DISTANCES SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE orderd onyoz

LEGEND

. ® - Existing Joint Pole to Remain
- Proposed Verizon Pole Location

Cl) -Verizon Pole Location to be Abandoned ® -Proposed JO Pole

O - Verizon Co. Pole to Remain ® - Present Joint Pole Location to be Abandoned

e ~Froposed Underground Conduit
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FORM MASS. 560 4.3.1
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ORDER FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION
By the City Council

of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts.

Notice having been given and a public hearing held, as provided by law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

That VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY be
and they are hereby granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and
maintain poles and their respective wires and cables to be placed thereon, together with
anchors, guys and other sustaining and protecting fixtures as said Companies may deem
necessary, in the public way or ways hereinafter referred to, as requested in petition of said
companies dated the 3" day of October, 2012.

All construction under this order shall be in accordance with the following conditions:-

and all of said wires and cables shall be placed at a height to conform to the National
Electric Safety Code.

(\} Poles shall be of sound timber and reasonably straight, and shall be set substantially
?S at the points indicated upon the plan marked-VERIZON PLAN NO 740, dated 10/03/2012
N filed with said petition. There may be attached to said poles by said VERIZON NEW
ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH) not to exceed 20 wires and 5 cables and by said MASSACHUSETTS
iy ELECTRIC COMPANY such cables, wires and fixtures as are necessary in its business

The following are the public ways or parts of ways aleng which the poles above
referred to may be erected, and the number of poles, which may be erected thereon under
this order:-

MAIN STREET - Place one (1) Pole
Locations approximately as shown on Plans attached

b Also that permission be and hereby is granted to each of said Companies to lay and

% maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in the above or intersecting public ways
ﬁ"k"? for the purpose of making connections with such poles and buildings as each may desire for
I distributing purposes.
(’:é‘g;
\‘i\i I hereby certify that the foregoing order was adopted at a meeting of the City
Council of the City of Haverhill, Massachusetts held on the day of
2012.

City Clerk
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6.2.1

City of Huverhill

Applicwiioﬁ for Permiit

| Ongmbmtion Frogen Shempek_2-1e Pood Race

;gdr;‘;’i?’;ﬁm 18 Havaed fve, Dok B, Hewednl WA 01920
Reuesing eralt or |0 e Brauce Puto &Ml A4, A0IB L0RA
IE’»‘?‘E;’i?“”‘ i Addie's Le Povec Ale Rouge AN L&@mﬂ;@%ﬁt gﬁi 7%%&“5“«5\&
BT TN o Llbrode

.

=

(To be completed for use of Olty Property/Outdoor Activily and other Special Events)’

"t Approval of Fire Chief -
(Where applicable) ‘
Approval of the Recreations} Direclor - coe Comments/Resitictions i
Required for all recreational facilities S Dot s
Jignatire ale
Approval of the Chizf of Police L oy A -"}‘ ™
Required for oll QUTDGOR EVENTS / v / A Ve N *
‘Le. Parades/Carsdval/Community Events W Qigokturo Dato :

Generdl Release & Indemnily Agreement -
The Above oxganization in considerntion of the periit grented by the City Connceil as above
requested hereby remises, releases il forever discharges the City of Haverhil), its respectful
employees, agents and aftorneys from sl manuer of acfions, causes of actions, debls, fues, clalms and . i
dcaands both fu law and equity, more especially any and ail claims 2 a result of the jssuance of this
permmit and or use of any City Property, including, but not limited to, property dameges and personal
injircies resulting from the same, '

Signature of Authorized Agent of Organizatiou: Date:

Sigmature Witnessed by: . - _ ___Date:

City Coumeil will hear yequest for application oxi: ) e

Applicant must attend  Ves[] No [] (dato) (tine)
Office Use
Permit

Permit approvedons - " Yroof of Tusurance, # Detall Olficers

Palicy Number/Exp. Date

Atendance Lunited fo1 Other Reatriplons/requivements:

Seal

Signed: ‘ *_ Issued out

City Cierk
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REMAEKE A DIFFERENCE

Chief Alan R, DeNaro ' David LaBrode
Haverhill Police Depariment :

40 Bailey Blvd.

Haverhill, MA 01830

November 28, 2012

Dear Chief DeNaro

The Frozen Shamrock Race Committee will once again be holding the 6th Annual Archie's Little
River Ale House Frozen Shamrock 3-Mile Road Race, in downtown Haverhill on Sunday,
February 24, 2013. The road race is starting at 1:00 PV, as in previous years.

The course is as follows:

The race begins in front of Bradford Towing at 221 Essex Street, proceeds to Moulton Way
right, than takes a right onto Washington Street, left over the Comeau Bridge, bearing right
onto Laurel Avenue. At the top of Laurel it takes a left onto Vernon Street to Blossom Sireet.
From there we take a right onto South Elm Street to Chadwick were we take a left. We then
bear right onto Middlesex Street. At the end of Middlesex we take a left onto RT. 125, South
Main Street. Over the Basilere Bridge and then a left onto Merrimack Street. At Washington
Square we take a right onto Essex where we finish in the parking lot of Archie’s Little River Ale

House at 27 Lafayette Square.
Last year, with the help of the Haverhill Police Department, the event was a huge success.
NOTE: This year we hope to attract 900-1 ,000 runners.

If you need any additional information, call me at one of the numbers listed above., We look
forward to a safe and enjoyable race. :

Best Regards,

o 0P Bde

.

David P. LaBrode
Technical Advisor
Frozen Shamrock 3-Mile Road Race

cc. Dave Camire, John Lovett, Tom Archambaulf

@9!‘117@\11} oN RECYGLED TATEL {OF COURSE),




Information

1of 2

3 Mile Run ~

Information

Enfiy

Course Map

Directions

Parking

Race Medal

Wild Raover

Hame

February 24 -

hitp:/fwww. goodtimesran conymebrides/information him

1:00 PM - Haverhill, Mass

Race Details

Time:
Where:

Distance:
Entry-Fee:

Course
Description:

Age Groups:

T-Shirts:

Finisher Medal:

Wild Rover
Series:

Race Timing:

1:00 PM

Archie's Little River Ale House, 27
Lafeyette Square., Haverhill, MA 01832
3-Miles

Frozen Shamrock online Entry fee $30
(includes complementary beverage, food
& entertainment). Race day entry is $35

if available.
To enter this race CLICK HERE.

Enter ail three Wild Rover Series for a
discounted $80 ($10 savings) CLICK
HERE

Basically flat with one challenging hill.

Most of the route is run through the
neighborhoods of the Bradford section of

- Haverhill.

Overall male and female, Top three in the
following divisions 18 & under, 19-29, 30-39,
40-49, 50-59, 60-69, 70-79, 80+

T-shirts to the first 1000 entrants,

Each particpant will receive a finisher
medal. The medals from the three Wild
Rover Series races (Frozen Shamrock
3-Miter, Claddagh Pub 4-Miler and Hynes
5-Miler) will fit together to form a larger
series medal -~ really cooll

This series is as easy as 3-4-51 For more
information on the Wild Rover Series
please CLICK HERE.

Chip timing courtesy of Yankee Timing
company. Results will be posted on
www.coolrunning.com on race day. Chip
Splits: There will be a timing mat at

each mile to provide you with mile splits.

11/19/2012 7:23 PM




Inforrmation

2of2

Post Race
Celebration:

For more
information:

higp:/Awvww. goodtimesnn.com/mcbrides/information. htm

Post-race celebration will be held
immediately following the race at the
Little River Ale House. The party will
include live entertainment, food and
refreshments.

Want to know who is entered in 1st
Run? Click here to find out. You can
also verify if you will be receiving a tech
shirt or running gioves.

Contact Dave Camire
dave@vyankeetfiming.com or
978-430-5669

hosted by Archie's

Litile !“%iuer Ale House

Vel Row

{ b
Witd Rover Series

LAk
Besides beer, what
is your favorite
thing about..,

[N ETRE

360

Prosnode Yo Page Ton

11/19/2012 7:23 PM



Wild Rover Website Page 1 of 1

Frozen Shamirock

Rating: " based on 4 reviews
Distance: 3.01 miles / 4.84 km
Location: Start: J.P. McBride's Irish Pub
Histeric Haverhill/Bradford - Haverhill, MA, US
Attributes: loop, mixed flat & hills, roads
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Elevation Profile
207 ft.|
123 FE.;

40 ft.

miles

Total climb: 175 feet / 53 m
Total elevation ch q_e:__353 feet /108 m

hitp://www.runthewildrover.com/ 2/21/2012 -




6.3.1

Wity of Haverlill

R

Honor{:blc President and Members of the Mm:icipal Council:

The undersigned respectfully asks {hat he may receive a License

Theater - 3 SCreens

place of business being

Aun/(uS C)//vma ﬂJE 37/ Lowell G

Hirehre/ Barbin
A

Applicant
271 Lowet AVE€ PP

MHaverpdy s 01483 Residence

Haverhill _A#0Y 30 R0/ 0

Q | - Tels_@7¢-370:3957
2 & _

RENEW . 554 On Back DOB:  OH Back
o _______JQLW?/O each Scieen

AL Sl

Tn Municipal Council, . R 19

Attest:
”””””” '?
Approved / ‘ f// 4
'7?/ L //

e (A‘_ LA
T AR

, City Clerk.

Denied = L
Police ‘Chief
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6.3.2

CITY OF HAVERHILL

pATE 1] 2212:

HONORABLE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL!

THE UNDERSIGNED RESPECTFULLY ASKS THAT HE MAY RECEIVE A LICENSE FOR

DRAINLAYER

DRAINLAYER'S NAME Bf@?t%— Ber u.be SIGNATURE M

PRINTED

BUSINESS NAME %PB CM Si’ru(:f‘fmkﬂc,»

BUSINESS ADDRESS!

STREET. ESD g JA | 4 :! fl 2 ;St;. PO BoX

CITY/TOWN K.l(\\g 5’!’0}’\
TEL NO. 60)) &"f}' ’16)3

NEW

IN MUNICiPAL COUNGIL,

STATE N H | Zip COIIJE ng%

o, (D0 b 1923
4% \ob

20

/ ATTEST.
APPROVED |

DENIED

(m. ém//ﬁém/ m/f%// ¢

CITY CLERK

) //%

CITY ENGINEER
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CITY OF HAVERHILL
' DATE _11/20/12
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Economic Development and Planning
Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315
wpillsbury@cityofhaverhill.com

November 15, 2012

TO: City C/q cil President Robert Scatamaccia and members of the Haverhill
City Couq

FROM: illsbury, Jr. Economic Development and Planning Director
Q\? SUBJECT: Zoning —Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay
S District
Ry

At this time the city wishes to propose the attached zoning overlay ordinance for
the Merrimack Street waterfront. This ordinance which is limited to the southerly
(5 O side of Merrimack street from Bridge Street to the post office seeks to create an
O overlay district which will allow mixed use commercial /residential projects which
0—-3&): incorporate designs which integrate the Merrimack river into the project and turn
N 9 the focus of the street back to the river. The ordinance, modeled after the

- s previously approved 40R district, establishes design standards for mixed use

‘3 C’? projects and an expedited process for approval of projects which comply with the
iy § design standards. We strongly believe that this zoning will serve as a catalyst for
significant new private investment in this area of downtown Haverhill

” 3 The planning board has held a hearing and their recommendation will be filed
Ly with the city council. | respectfully request that the city council schedule its public
hearing on this important matter for Tuesday December 11, 2012.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

IN CITY COUNCIL: November 27 2012

VOTED: that CQUNCIL HEARING BE HELD DECEMBER 11 2013
Attest:

City Clerk

I¥ CITY COUNCIL: December 11 2012
POSTPONE HEARING TO DECEMBER 18 2012

Attest:
City Clerk

4 Summer Street--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830  www.cihaverhillma.us
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CITY HALL, Room 100
FOUR SUMMER STREET
HAVERHILL, MA 01830

JAMES J. FIORENTINI PHONE 978-374-2300

MAYOR L FAX 9783737544
CITY OF HAVERHILL. MAYOR@CITYOFHAVERHILL.COM
November 21 2012 MASSACHUSETTS WWW.CLHAVERHILL.MA.US

City Council President Robert Scatamacchia
And Members of the Haverhill City Council

RE: Overlay Zoning District — Merrimack St.
Dear Mr. President and members of the City Council:

Attached to these materials is a very detailed and lengthy pronased rnew zoning ordinance which would
establish an “Overlay Zoning District” on Merrimack Street. This is the product of months of work of our
outside zoning consultants, our City Solicitor, our Planning Director 8ill Pillsbury, our Downtown Task
Force and the Zoning Subcommittee of the Downtown Task Force. In this new ordinance, we incorporate
many of the best practices that have been successfully used in other cities to revitalize their downtown
waterfront districts. The ordinance has been reviewed by the Planning Board and was unanimously
favorably accepted. The minutes of this meeting will be submitted to the Council before the December
11" meeting.

The new ordinance applies only to the waterfront side of Merrimack Street. !t is not a rezoning, it is an
"Overlay District." An Overlay District means that the underlying zoning, which is commercial, still
applies but an investor who wished to develop residential or mixed-use housing could instead use this
overlay district zoning.

M. Pillsbury and | will both be before the City Council at your December 11th meeting to go over this in
much more detail. | wanted to give the Council a short outline of it beforehand.

Basically, this ordinance encourages residential and mixed-use developments along the waterside of
Merrimack Street. The ordinance establishes what are called "Priority Development Projects.”

Priority Development Projects, as defined in the ordinance, are mixed-use developments which connect
o a boardwalk which we hope will someday run along mertimack Street behind the existing buildings.
Projects that are largely market rate, connect to the boardwalk and allow public access to the river are
termed "Priority Development Projects.”

Priority Development Projects are given expedited permitting, reduced parking requirements, and
increased density. For Priority Development Projects we will strongly consider offering "TIF's" {Tax
increment Financing Agreements) and "DIF's" (District improvement Financing Agreements.) Our goal
is to offer whatever incentives we can to encourage development of Merrimack Street if that
development aliows the public to connect to the water,

I'm going to ask Bill Pillsbury, by copy of this letter, to meet with each Councilor individually to go over
this prior to the meeting and answer any guestions you might have.




This comes before you for a public hearing on December 11th. We are very much hoping it can be
approved at the public hearing.

if there are changes or amendments that councilors would like to see considered, | would appreciate
hearing them before the public hearing so that we can have them typed up and ready for your
consideration at the hearing.

This is a very comprehensive ordinance which we believe opens new opportunities for our City. | look
forward to speaking with you about.

Very truly yours,
(\ M
James J Fiorentini, Mayor

RSk
Encl,
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\/\/ \(\\) \} ] Economic Development and Planning
( Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315

- wpillsbury@geityothaverhill.com

December 11, 2012

TO: City Councit President Robert Scatamaccia and members of the Haverhill
City Council e

/
FROM: William PiEIsL? Jr. Economic Development and Planning Director

SUBJECT: Zoning -;Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay
District: POSTPONE TO DECEMBER 18, 2012

At this time the city wishes to postpone for one week, the hearing scheduled for
tonight on the proposed zoning amendment to allow our zoning attorneys to
make a minor technical modification to the proposal which incorporate the
recommendations of the zoning experts and the planning board.

A modified document will be filed with the council and the new date of hearing
will be December 18, 2012,

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

4 Sunmner Sireet--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830  www.cihaverhill.ma.us




Economic Development and Planning

-Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315
wpillsbury@cityofhaverhill.com

December 14, 2012

TO: City Council President Robert Scatamaccia and members of the Haverhill
City Council

FROM: William Pillsbury, Jr. Economic Development and Planning Director

SUBJECT: Zoning —Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay
District

At this time the city wishes to propose the attached zoning overlay ordinance for
the Merrimack Street waterfront. This ordinance which is limited to the southerly
side of Merrimack street from Bridge Street to the post office seeks to create an
overlay district which will allow mixed use commercial /residential projects which
incorporate designs which integrate the Merrimack river into the project and turn
the focus of the street back to the river. The ordinance, modeled after the
previously approved 40R district, establishes design standards for mixed use
projects and an expedited process for approval of projects which comply with the
design standards. We strongly believe that this zoning will serve as a catalyst for
significant new private investment in this area of downtown Haverhill

The planning board conducted a hearing on the proposed ordinance and has
voted a unanimously favorable recommendation to the city council. The minutes
of that hearing are attached. This ordinance has been reviewed and approved by
the City’s legal counsel for zoning Mark Bobrowski as well as several other legal
and zoning experts.

As Planning director | concur with the planning board and our legal experts and
strongly recommend that the City Council approve the zoning ordinance as
proposed.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

4 Summer Street--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830  www.ci haverhill.ma.us




CITY OF MAVERHMIL L
MASSACHUSETTS 1830 Fous ?3325@?«05?550%

HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830
TELEPHONE 3742330

PLANNING BOARD
FAR 374-2318

November 30, 2012

City Council President Robert Scatamacchia
& City Councilors

Room 204-City Council Office

City of Haverhill

RE: Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District

Members Present: Kenneth Cram, Krystine Hetel, Daniel Spurling, Timothy Connors,
James Cronin, Bob Driscoll, and Paul Howard

Members Absent: Jack Everetie .

Also Present: William Pillsbury, Jr., Economic Development & Planning Director
Lori A. Woodsum, Office Manager/Economic Development & Planning

Dear City Council President & City Councilors:

The Haverhill Planning Board at its regularly scheduled meeting held on 11114112, -
Wednesday Evening, at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, Room 202, heard this
matter that was tabled to this meeting from the October 12, 2012 Planning Board meeting. -

William Pillsbury, Jr. the Economic Development and Planning Director came forward to
speak about the Waterfront Overlay District. The board members and people in the
audience were made aware of an important document that will in many ways help to
change the face of Haverhill as we go forward into the future. ltwas noted that they had
been working on zoning issues of a variety of aspects over the last year or so. He referred
to when he was before the City Council recently and spoke to the councilors about the
Water Street Zoning and also talked about the fact that we had some very important work
that we were doing relative to Merrimack Street and have been continuing and was diligent
to do that and have this evening literally and says this because he really felt strongly about
this as a role of this Planning Board plays... he generally would not bring in a document




Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District
11/14/12 Planning Board Meeting

that you would receive one day and ask you to act on it. He would never, ever do that with
the City Council he knew better. The reason that he was doing it now was because it was
so important and the timing is so of the essence in this particular case. We have been and
it will be announced probably in the media in the next day or so but we have been the
successful recipient of a very large Mass Works Grant for this particular area of Merrimack
Street which will help us to build the flood wall and the board walk and those infrastructure
improvements that we need to redevelop Merrimack Street and that timing of that from the

- State is very important. The State is looking for us to take some affirmative steps as a city
and continue to move forward. It was noted that our initiatives were in the area of laying
the ground work for the redevelopment of Merrimack Street. There is interest... there is
private sector interest in Merrimack Street and there continues to be private sector interest
so we feel strongly and the Mayor has instructed him to bring this forward tonight to the
board and on December 4" we are going to request the City Council to have a hearing on
this basicaily to create an Overlay District for the Merrimack Street area. The boundaries of
that overlay district are the bridge, Bridge Street and the southerly side of Merrimack Street
down to Elliot Place which is just on this side of or the easterly side of the Post Office and
extending out into the centerline of the River. So it was basically the southerly side of the
waterfront side of Merrimack Street and the district is being called the Merrimack Street
Gateway Renaissance Overlay District. They certainly have thought about this from a
variety of perspectives. One of the things again as mentioned was our State delegation
particularly Representative Brian Dempsey's involvement in all these discussions about
this. The State has designated this us as a “Gateway City" so the idea that we are really
developing zoning that is reflective of the “Gateway City” and what should happen in the
‘Gateway City” by way of creativity in terms of zoning and putting forth our best foot to try
and develop Smart Growth and to develop our inner city areas that was the reason that we
were designated as a “Gateway City” because these assets that we have are so
tremendous but that yet need such help and kind of really put that even in the name when
we said that it was the “"Gateway Renaissance Overlay District”.

Mr. Pillsbury noted to the hoard members that were on the Planning Board at the
time with the designation of the western end of our downtown ... the Washington Street,
Wingate Street area known as the 40R District under the State designations that is very
similar to the structure that we have outlined in this document. This document has been
worked on by Attorney Mark Bobrowski at his fevel and by other attorneys that have looked
at this from a zoning expertise perspective and thought that what we have... he
characterized as follows: Innovative, State of the art form based zoning code developed to
accomplish the desired goals of the redevelopment of Merrimack Street and the Merrimack
River Waterfront for mixed use development which turns the focus of the street back to the
river, which really would serve as a catalyst for substantial private investment.

Planning Director William Pillsbury noted that building under the principals of the
40R District and the catalytic effect that that zoning created resulting in mixed use
development in the western end of our downtown and this zoning takes into consideration
the very real differences in the built-in environment on Merrimack Street versus the 40R
District in terms of building style, construction, site layout, and while establishing key
guiding principals to direct the redevelopment it affords the flexibility, predictability, and
opportunity for creativity for the private investor who will know what the desires of the city
are which are clearly laid out in this document and then they can take an expedited route if
they choose to comply with those desires of the city an expedited route to approval of a

2




Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District
11/14/12 Planning Board Meeting

project that complies with the City’s preferred modes of development. So it was noted that
he would take as much time as the board members needed this evening and knew that the
members were seeing this for the first time but wilt try to walk through the contents of the
document and then ask for board consideration of a recommendation to the City Council.
The format of the document was very typical of a zoning amendment. It starts with a
purpose Statement. It contains definitions, defines the district, it lays out use restrictions,
those permitted uses, those prohibited uses, it deals with dimensional issues, it deals with
density, parking, and design standards. Then for the majority of the documents beyond
Page 9, if you actually start looking at Page 9, Section 255-146 is basically the process of
how to apply. So from Page 9 on it is a very technical submission requirement, number of
plans, what needs to be contained in those plans and those types of things. So to walk
through the purpose clause... this really identifies many of the things that I've mentioned
earlier but the purpose of it was to establish the “Gateway Renaissance Overlay District”.
The Planning Director wanted to mention that this was OVERLAY in the sense that it is not
rezoning and it does still allow the underlying zoning continue to exist. He noted that if
someone has an existing property and is one that does not desire to have anything done to
their property or whatever or desires something different that is allowed in the underlying
zoning that still continues to exist. So we are not in any way affecting the underlying zoning
of these properties in this district. The idea being to foster or arrange opportunities for
development of a mixed use nature with components which may include among others
distinctive retail, education, performing arts, media, graphic arts, offices, restaurants, public
and private access and use of the Merrimack River that is now affectively cut off by a
substantial and necessary floodwall. The director explained that to spark the
redevelopment of marine use facilities they would take advantage of the navigable waters
of the Merrimack River adjacent to Downtown Haverhill and as said earlier to encourage
private capital to invest in design and construction of distinctive and attractive site
development programs that promote compact design, creation of vital urban open space
and take advantage of a variety of transportation options including enhanced pedestrian
access to employment and nearby rail access.

The Planning Director referred to Page 1 of the Municipal Ordinance, Article XV.
Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District where there is a listing of some of
the purpose clauses again. Some of those typical in zoning if you looked at your zoning...
(Inaudible) about promotion of public heaith safety and welfare by encouraging diversity of
opportunities, fostered the longtime expansion of the workforce and market rate of
multifamily housing to bring further vitality and stability to the downtown riverfront. it would
also increase the production range of housing units to meet existing and anticipated
housing needs and it goes on with a variety of different elements establishing design
standards which is a very important element of this, which allows context sensitive design
and creative site planning in this area as well.

The definition section was referred to by the Planning Director at this point. It was
noted that we do have something a very key component... (Inaudible) ...again the 40R
District is this concept of as of right approval... as of right projects. Pianning Director
Pillsbury explained that in the 40R District it is this concept of an as of right approval, as of
right projects. Also in the 40R District if you bring a project that complies with the design
standards and complies with all of the requirements and does not require waivers and that
project is determined to be completed then it is an as of right project and you could build
within those design perimeters and the City Council in this particular case and in the case

3




Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District
11/14/12 Planning Board Meeting

of the 40R the City Council was the plan approval authority and they are the ones that grant
that approval and it is one stop shopping. He thought that was the whole concept behind
the 40R and uitimately behind this document is the idea of expedited permitting of trying to
move a process along as quickly as possible. It was noted that we as a city laying out the
framework or the groundwork of what you want to see in that area. |f someone shows up
with that and they are willing to make that investment and move forward with a project then
we are saying to them in return that we are going to expedite your approval and will not
take you through a multiplicity of boards or a multiplicity of initiatives that you will have to do
to get your approval... you are entitled to that approval. The Planning Director knew that it
was a dangerous word... entitled... but the idea was if you complied with this... as Forest
City did for example when they came in with their project, a 70 million dollar project... we
approved that in one public meeting with the City Council because we had laid out ail of
that ground work in advance as we will as in this particular case as well.

Some of the other important definitions in one which I think is very important for
consideration this evening is in this particular case the drafting... indicates that the plan
approval authority as of this submission is the Planning Board. We will be ultimately
bringing this to the City Council. One of the things that the mayor heard from the City
Councit ... some members of the City Council in a previous submission on the waterfront
area, the Water Street area was that we should try where possible to try to move this into
the realm of boards such as the Planning Board and this board would be the deliberate
body on reviewing these kinds of projects that would come forth under this particular
overlay district for Merrimack Street.

We did define something in this zoning ordinance that he felt was fairly creative. We
created even a faster fast tract for something called a priority project. A priority project
would be defined as follows: A mixed use project in which 85% or more of the residential
units are not restricted by income... in other words they are market rate units. Point one...
We are talking about at least 85% of the units are market rate units. Point 2... being that it
encompasses an area at least a full width of Merrimack Street and the flood walls so in
other words it is envisioning that access to the river and the inclusion of the river and
whatever the priority project may be and which provides public access to and along a
boardwalk, a promenade overlooking the Merrimack River or public access to the waters of
the Merrimack River or both that contains those three elements plus does not require any
waivers from the design standards, the density and dimensional regulations then it shall be
considered a preferred project. A PERFERRED PROJECT gets a couple of different
things. It gets an expedited review so instead of it being 120 days it is going to be 75 days.
So it would give the developers looking at this time to come forward with a project then they
could have a predictability of their approval to be within that timeframe. And the
determination that it would be a preferred project would be made within 20 days by me. |
would make that determination under the zoning and forward that information along to the
plan approval authority at that time.

The Planning Director noted those were the major definitional issues that he
believed that he had here. Planning Director Pillsbury mentioned the overlay district itself
was just that and was not a replacement of the underline zoning. Then we talked about
use restrictions. We talked about allowed uses and non-allowed uses. It was noted again
that permitted as of right in the district would be mixed use development which would
provide a space in the project or phase thereof which would contain each of at least one of
the non-residential categories on Page 4. It was noted that Page 4 was the page that he
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was talking about right now. Then mentioned multifamily development, mixed use
development which is a mix of residential and commercial uses, whether any of the
commercial uses that are listed here such as business and professional offices, commercial
financial offices, eating and drinking establishments, retail uses, education uses,
performing arts, community facilities, athletic facilities, Inns and Hotels and those types of
things would all be allowed by right within this mixed use project. It was also noted the
incorporation of parking as not a principle use... you just cannot have a parking garage and
would not just be supporting a parking garage. Parking would be an element that would be
required. Open space and recreational uses would be allowed uses there: Marinas, piers,
floats, board walks, fishing areas and those types of things that incorporate access to the
river would be allowed as would any accessory and ancillary uses that would be
customarily incidental to the uses above. So again you can see we are trying to be
inclusive of those uses that would be those elements that could make up a quality mixed
use project. it was noted that the list of things that were prohibited were things that you
really would not want to see downtown. This list could be a lot longer. We could probably
specify other things that we would say we would probably collectively agree. But these
were some things that we settled in on such as... gas stations for one thing. Solid waste
disposal facility, salvage yards, self storage facilities and those kinds of things would not be
allowed within the district. A lot of automotive vehicle related things... motor vehicle sales
in particular would not be allowed... district car washes and those kinds of things.

The zoning envisions the process of project phasing so that the applicant could
propose a multi building multi-phase project which we would consider as part of the
approval and we would kind of lay out what those phases would be and that is consistent
with what we did with 40R. The areas he thought were most created and most formed
based which is a term that he would be happy to try to explain but was not sure it was
totally explainable but in our jargon in our zoning but the form based idea is that we take a
look at the existing layout of Merrimack Street and say within that district you could
basically create things that do not have to have a lot of restrictions. You do not have to
have frontage restrictions. You do not have to have side yard set back or rear yard setback
and you were not trying to envelope a building envelope into a very limited area. So what
we basically have is dimensional regulations is one and that’s height. It was the only
dimensional regulation that we were proposing for this district and it would be to a
maximum of 10 stories on a regular project or 12 stories on a priority project or a preferred
project, which we defined earlier. So somebody could get a density bonus of two additional
stories on a preferred project most likely more market rate units would be the idea, which is
the concept behind that type of a density regulation. The density regulations go a little... so
again no other dimensional regulations. No frontage, no area, no sethacks and that again
is very consistent with what you see developing in the whole area of foreign base codes.
So you are really dealing with what is there rather than create something arbitrarily and
then place it inside of that and would try to explain that further if that is not clear.
(INAUDIBLE) ...the 40R District allows 220 units per acre as the maximum density and that
is really what we would have in this particular area as well. Floor area ration really mirrors
what we have in our zoning, currently which is 4.0 calculated according to the definition of
floor area ration in the existing zoning ordinance.

Planning Director Pilisbury mentioned parking and that we had learned a iot about
parking. We learned that one of the things that we can do with parking is into the concept
of shared parking which was something as a city has seen very successfully utilized in the
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downtown area. The current standard for the proposal for parking for residential use wouid
be one space for residential use would be one space per residential unit or .75 in the case
of a priority project in return for a higher degree of development and a larger project with
more market rate housing. And there would be an opportunity for reduced parking. Now
again, you have more market rate units the market may dictate that they want more
spaces. We are not forcing it in the other direction but saying that would be the standard
that would apply to that particular project. We are trying to be as creative as we can in
terms of how that parking is (inaudible) even allowing the opportunity to have spaces,
maybe leased spaces in the new garage on Moulton Way. So that they would have an
opportunity to lease spaces in that area and then comply with this particular configuration of
parking for their project. The majority of which the concepts that we have seen discussed
always envision on site parking i.e. the parking to be under the building. The design
concept that we hoped to see is very much... as you look at Merrimack Street right now it
really tails off from the grade of Merrimack Street to the bottom of Wall Street or the bottom
of the flood wall... so what we envision is that differential as the street as you rise up to
become parallel to Merrimack Street to the top of the flood wall would be a parking
(inaudible) that would be able to exist and believed that was a very doable during engineer
or the preliminary engineering as shown (inaudible) approval... so again though we have
these standards which are somewhat permissive in terms of how you could configure your
parking and how you can create it. The market is going to drive us and what we are driving
in and will include parking because it will be built underneath the building and that is the
expertise that... (Inaudible) ...area. Again it is possible for the creator to reduce the
parking standards based on an application or an application for a waiver that is consistent
with the 40R District. All the other waiver requirements are consistent here that are shown
here that relate to parking and other waivers that are the same types of opportunities for
waivers that were (inaudible) the 40R District as well.

In terms of design standard... see Page 8 and Page 9 this particular area is very
important. The design standards must be required for any kind of a project. That would be
plan approval for (inaudible) responsibility to evaluate the submission as to compliance to
these design standards. The design of a new building shall encourage public and private
access to and along the Merrimack River and public and private use of viewing the
Merrimack River which provides physical or visual access to the Merrimack River to create
further activity on the water sheet are encouraged. Physical access to the Merrimack River
shall include one or more of but not limited to public and or private docks, or mariners,
floats, piers, wharfs, and fishing areas. Visual access to the Merrimack River (inaudible)
one or more of the following: not limited to boardwalks, plazas etc. New buildings shall be
cited to establish view corridors from Merrimack Street to the River, and to invite public
pedestrian access to the waterfront from Merrimack Street. The buildings are encouraged
to have designs, elements, or lighting features that provide visual gateway, landmark, or
iconic view from downtown Haverhill which when viewed from any one of more of
Merrimack Street, Bridge Street, Main Street, Merrimack River, and the south side... the
south bank of the Merrimack River and or the Bradford Bridge. Another design standard is
that there will be adeqguate capital infrastructure for on site municipal services provided
within any project including Water Street for drainage, adequate traffic circulation shall be
provided to and from the projects with vehicular access points in order to maintain
reasonable traffic control on Merrimack Street. Ground fioor spaces facing Merrimack
Street and facing any plaza on top or any parking under podium and or parking under
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structure shall be designed to encourage mildly urban pedestrian friendly atmosphere.
Lighting shall not be over spill onto adjacent properties or into the night sky. And one goal
of this area is to promote new, urban design and layout in the district. Applicants shall not
be required to preserve existing buildings, facades or other historic or potentially historic
features or elements in the district, if any.

This brings us to 255-146 on Page 9 and noted that was the process and was not
going to take the time to go through all of that but would certainly answer any questions
that you have. The submittals are typical which you would be submitting a package of
detail with enough detail for us to evaluate the design standards and all the other criteria
and have that reviewed by all the city departments so that we will have really substantial
submission requirement which we are very familiar with and the process for approval would
move forward to circulation... there would be a filing and then there would be a circulation
to the boards. Plan approval authority would be in this particular time it would be the
Planning Board so the City Council will be receiving that information and will have the
opportunity to have that input as any other city agency or department would and noted that
the hearings would be held and the maximum amount of time would be 120 days which
from the developers point of view is pretty quick to begin with and with a preferred project
would cut that down to 75 days to give the opportunity for them to have knowiedge that the
project will be built in (inaudible) ...We reserve the right to do peer review if necessary at
the expense of the developer, which is something that is very important. It was noted that
the decision process was really a mirror of the 40R District. The City Council has the plan
approval authority in that particular case which has the criteria that says the project and the
site plan meet the standards, meets the requirements set forth in the Article or a waiver has
been granted thereof and there is no negative on that particular score then the project can
move forward. If there are extraordinary adverse potential impacts to the project and those
have been adequately mitigated then the project is entitled to move forward. So those are
the plan approval for criteria and those are similar to the 40R District.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that the form of the decision which is the
paperwork aspect of it that gets filed with the city clerk and then forwarded on to the various
departments.

The Planning Director also noted that the change in plans after it has been approved
noted that the language is very familiar probably to those that have been involved in any
40B work it is a minor change or a major change. A minor change would not require a
public hearing but major changes do.

It was noted that there was some freeze language in there that freezes the zoning
once an approval has been granted which is really State of the art l[anguage that reflects
our current financing criteria and projects to start (inaudible) start if they have the
expenditures for things such as parking garages... {(Inaudible) ...the fact that that project h
as commenced and that the zoning does apply.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that there was a section in here which was added
recently that basically talks about the fact that the city would give consideration to the
establishment of this tax increment financing project or (inaudible) and note that both of
those would have to have an enabling statutes from the City Councii that would give
consideration to do that. We would be bringing something called 40B before the City
Council soon to basically taxing (inaudible) for market rate housing and were submitting
that plan to the State as well. There were a lot of zoning tracks going as he said and that
would be coming as well.
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Planning Director William Pillsbury noted that was a quick synopsis and apologized
for the quick synopsis aspect of it... a lot of material. As he said to you he would stay as
long as you wanted him to stay here and talk about this and answer any questions that you
might have but noted that through his prospective sitting here and having been around the
city for a fair amount of time he thought that this would really place the city in the strongest
possible position to see the catalyst and to be a catalyst for private development in that
area. Itis adding additional support by approving zoning such as this to this support that
we have received from our State delegation particularly Chairman Dempsey again has
been in the right front center in helping us to envision what will be on Merrimack Street. It
was noted that there is an extremely strong private sector interest and could not go much
further than that in characterizing it but it is there and real and we have property owners
down there that want to see things are happen and are willing to see properties more and
that type of thing. 1t is with great enthusiasm that he requests that you consider a favorable
recommendation to the City Council on this item. As he always tries to characterize zoning
it is not a one and done situation. Zoning is a living, breathing document and noted that it
always can be changed and changed fairly quickly and so he did not suggest that they
would be changing this because he thinks this is good. He thinks it is as innovative as you
could be in the filed of zoning right now and thought they were out at the cutting edge and
the city should feel pretty good about that. We have enjoyed tremendous support from the
City Council on these types of things in the past and again will be going there in a couple of
weeks and kind of anticipated the same kind of response... and it is incumbent upon us
over the next couple of weeks that we do our due diligence with the City Council in these
coming weeks and there were some councilors here tonight and appreciated them being
here at this hearing. The Planning Director noted that they will be spending a lot of time
discussing this for the next couple of weeks.

The Planning Director William Pillsbury noted that he would answer any questions
that you might have and at the same time since this is a hearing would entertain the rest of
the hearing process and ask for a favorable recommendation to the City Council.

Chairman Paul Howard asked if there were other permits that would be involved with
maybe Conservation or the State and wanted to know how that would play into the
timeframe that we have to approve the plans and get through this process.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that Conservation would be the other area and talked
about that as recently as today (11/14/12). Basically you are talking about riverfront
redevelopment... certainly redevelopment projects and so the track record on the
Conservation Commission reviewing it expeditiously processing and determination of a
riverfront redevelopment project was very good. He would not anticipate any delay from
them in terms of (inaudible).

City Councilor William Macek and Conlin LePage were sitting in the audience and spoke
informally to the board.

Planning Director Pillsbury answered yes they could... (to a question asked from the
coungcilors) he thought that one of the things that we really are encouraged by was that the
State as kind of a unified body... this is really a bold Statement for me to make but they are
reaily buying into this gateway city idea. Gateway cities are presenting things and they
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tend to be supportive across the spectrum. These Mass Work Grants are a combination of
grants from a whole bunch of different agencies all put under one roof so it really was a
chance to really have the State... | guess my push back on that would be to say... wait a
minute... you guys want us to do all this stuff why are you giving us a delay on issues... so
he thought that was where Secretary Bialecki’'s Office has been very helpful as
ombudsman and really try to break through some of these things and help with expediting
permitting. We are a 43D Community... we've done that and we've got expediting
permitting in place and would expect that we would move things along as quickly as we
could.

Member Krystine Hetel wanted the planner to explain exactly what a gateway community is
and secondly is the Mass Work Grant contingent upon our approval of this.

Planning Director Pillsbury answered no to the second question, it was not contingent
upon... basically it was just... the Mass Works Grant is an indication he thought just the
State’s review of our material that we submitted and we talked about our opportunity to
create jobs and to create the opportunity to have a construction project in the downtown
area that makes sense and they believed in that. He stated that it was not ignorant of
everything else that was going on in the area and one of the things that they know that we
are working on it and want to see us move forward on it is not contingent upon the zoning.
Your other question was?

Member Hetel wanted to know what a gateway city was.

Planning Director Pillshury noted that a gateway city has been determined by the
legislature to be those communities that are usually older mill cities such as Fall River,
Brockton thought that might be another one... there are a lot of gateway cites and certainly
we are one of those... Springfield thought that was another one, Lowell... There are a
number of them but from our perspective it deals with our heritage as a former mill city that
really of a large enough population to be a city and truly be a gateway into the Merrimack
Valley Region he thought from Southern New Hampshire and so this gateway concept that
we are becoming a revitalized location needed through transportation or through
redevelopment of our former mill structures and those types of things into housing nodes
.and mixed use nodes such as this that they see the opportunity there and providing
additional incentives to communities that fall into that category.

Chairman Paul Howard noted that this was pretty exciting and that it has been a pretty long
time for this portion of the city where no one had gone into... no development and that
something like this would spur that to that technical degree. It was good for the city.

Planning Director Pillsbury felt the same way and he thought was the belief that they had...
it has been a long time coming... and it was not just that we were kind of thinking this out
and this was the first shot... this is really the first shot over the (Inaudible)... this is really
trying to replicate what we did and he has to commend the City Council for supporting the
40R District creation. He noted that was a big step... we did not know what was going to
happen down there. We did not have a Forest City. We did not have a Hayes Building.
We did not have a project... we had (inaudible) and that was nice. But we did not have a
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lot of redevelopment going on and putting that zoning in place really was catalytic and
thought that was what we are hoping that this is going to do again because why do we
believe that because we have been there and done that and thought in this particular case
the time is now. We have tremendous support from the State. The State looks at what we
accomplished as a city down there. They have supported us. They have given us the
money for the parking garage. They have given us the designation as to growth district and
those were the kinds of things that they believe in with what the city has to offer. We are
mentioned in a lot of conferences around the State when they talk about what is going on in
various cities. Haverhill comes out as a place that has really done some things and that is
to the credit to the administration for really stepping up to the plate and doing those
fundamental things. This is the coaches sitting around putting the game plan together in
the offensive game plan for Sunday. We are saying that we want to go out and win this
game. We have to layout the game plan in advance to do that and that is what we are
really doing. We are laying out a game plan and this is the offensive play book for the
development community to come in and handing it to Brady... that is what we want to do...
hand it to somebody.

Member Jim Cronin thanked Planning Director Pillsbury for his presentation which he felt
was very helpful. He had a couple of questions. He was looking at the design
criteriafdesign standards and there was reference in there about the new buildings being
encouraged to have designs and create this gateway... strong language... is there
something in there that can assure us that that kind of design will take place building by
building. Another thing that might be missing is... is there anything in here in the design
standards that assures an integrated architectural presentation in this zone so it fits and
looks good... it is not like a road... (Inaudible).

Planning Director Pillsbury thought those were some areas where we would have that the
onus be on the presentation of the applicant. Those were the kinds of things that we would
be expecting them to present to us as part of the package. How all of this does fit together
because the language might be loose in that sense but it really is the basis upon which we
would review a project. [f the approval authority does not believe that it is there then it is
not an approved project.

Member Jim Cronin noted that as right things do not come into play until you are at that
decision...

Member Dan Spurling asked if there was some discretion involved on that plan approval.

Planning Director Pilisbury answered yes... the decision point... the Planning Board in this
case the approval authority... he went back to the decision language... he read the
following: the project and site plan meet the requirements and standards set forth in the
article. There is a determination and affirmative determination made by the board the plan
approval authority that meets it. That is the basis for denial. The flipside of that is... that is
basis for denial... if it does not meet it we are not approving it. So they would then have a
right to appeal that, which would be their right but certainly we would be making a decision
with a strong argument as to why those issues of concern did not pass the mustard of the
board... (Inaudible). The approval has a right but it is... there is that element there that
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gives us control and that is where he thought the design standards... you run a fine line of
making them so rigid that though shall have blue curtains and you are pushing for that kind
of extreme... you will get a lot of blue curtains but might not get a good development.

Member Cronin noted so we want to make sure that it all fits.

Chairman Howard noted so we are trying to cover some innovation too that we do not know
everything. Someone else might come in with something very innovative that we might
like.

Planning Director Pillsbury thought that the onus would be... again they did do ground work
for the Forest City Project. It was a fairly long period of time involved that we were
evaluating that before we even got the filing. If there was going to be a project submitted
we would know an awful lot about it before it gets into the 75 or a 120 day time period. We
would be sitting down with the developer way in advance before he comes in. There is no
way that they could do this... any project down there without the participation of the city.
We happen to own Wall Street. So we have an opportunity there to make sure that all
conversations are early and awesome. That is the way that we did Forest City and that
would be my view of how we would do any project in the overlay district. It would be that
kind of advance work and then a filing and then... the thing that we do not want to do is run
file of our own timeframes.

Member Cronin had a couple of questions. He noted that there were a lot of reference to
cars but did not see reference to boats. Especially about storage of boats on or by private
property (inaudible), limited parking... (Inaudible) and would people be able to keep their
boats in the parking lots... (Inaudible).

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that was a very good point and would think that would be
something (inaudible) that may very well be an item that needs to be added... (Inaudible).

Member Cronin had another question regarding Massachusetts Laws... Does
Massachusetts allow (TAPE CHANGE TO SIDE 2 and the rest of Member Cronin’s
comment was inaudible.)

Planning Director Pillsbury noted for the purpose... the city would have to declare a public
purpose and the city would have to take the (INAUDIBLE).

Member Cronin...( Inaudible)... other States have done this with their cases that is why
(inaudible) ...would the city say it is public interest advantaging one private owner over
another and taking the property from the current owner and giving it to the private
developer... (Inaudible) ...advantage of the city. What is the Mass situation...? (Inaudible).

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that he was not an expert in eminent domain law... it was
a really complicated... | have on any discussion that ever has come up in the City of
Haverhill on eminent domain said forget about it... we are not even going to go down that
road. So that is only him speaking but it is pretty complicated and our legacy of eminent
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domain got us into problems that we have done on Merrimack Street right now with old
issues...

Chairman Howard noted on a water supply point of view any time anyone in this valley
takes a water supply... (Inaudible) ...guarantee business... lawyers that specialize in
(inaudible) ...I'm going to get you more money to (inaudible) ...absolutely...

Member Spurling noted that the key location in Connecticut was a very unique set of
circumstances and he did not think would exist in the scale and scope of the kind of
redevelopment that might be happening here that involved a lot more industrial. It was just
much bigger in scale and different... (Inaudible).

Planning Director Pillsbury noted it was just one of those areas that he would not envision
the city would even entertain. He was not saying it could not happen and then would have
to become experts on that kind of law but it really would be... he did not see a scenario
where the city would be in a position where the city would want to take a building and give it
to a private developer. He did not know how you could confirm a (inaudible) process... a
public purpose for that and get away with it.

Member Spuiling was assuming that Chapter 91 plays as such that the development
buildings right along the water would involve public access to the facilities and things of that
nature.

Planning Director Pillshury wanted to know if he meant public access to the waterways...
Member Spurling answered both... {o the river and to the waterfront itself.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that one of the things that we did back when the original
board walk was built on the Washington Street end... we extended the Harbor line out into
the center of the river. The Harbor Line is not going to be a constraint for development of
moorings or boat docks... there would be the normal Army Corps process and those kinds
of things.

Member Spruling asked about reconstruction of the floodwall. He wanted to know what the
increase in height would be.

The Planning Director answered about 2 feet. The concept that they have been using is
that we would use the boardwalk elevation rise as the conditional compensatory storage so
that we would have the height and we would have it in the boardwalk and the FEMA folks
the people that looked at it... (Inaudible).

Member Spurling noted that (inaudible} would go a long way towards the ... (Inaudible).

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that will not be all that we will need and was sure that will
be discussions between the Mayor and the City Council about that... there will need to be
some city commitment on this project. We are looking at other sources of funding as well.
So it will be a multiple sources and uses type of analysis but it will be... [ think you said that

12



Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District
11/14/12 Planning Board Meeting

it would go a long way... yes it will. It would go a long way to being able to get the...
particularly the portion in this district. 1t may not get us all the way to the path but it might
get us quite a ways.

Member Connors knew that Lowell and Springfield were deemed fo be gateway...
(Inaudible) ...have they been implemented simitar types zoning regulations as the one that
proposed here tonight and if so have they been successful.

Planning Director Pillsbury thought that they probably both have 40R designations that
would be something that he would expect. He did not know everything about them but was
recently at a conference and the Lowell Planning Director spoke and one of the things that
he talked about was their most recently redevelopment initiatives has been this idea of
identifying in Lowell and what it is that they want to see happen. In other words what is
their preferred project? What did they want to see and in our case we have identified that
as the redevelopment of the riveifront and defining that as tying into the river both as view
corridors, pedestrian access and those kinds of things. They identified that and then in
their case they had some publicly owned properties that they went out and said if you give
us a proposal based on... and we are telling you what we want yet the proposal was based
on that type of thing. We are not doing that we do not have the publicly owned properties
but we are saying to the development world that this is the playing field along which we are
to play and that is similar of what will, I think in their zoning that they laid out in terms of
how they dealt redevelopment... (Inaudible).

Member Timothy Connors asked if Mr. Pilisbury believed the 75 days essentially for pre-
approval of the developers is sufficient for the departments committees and other bodies
that have to review these plans. Do you think it is adequate sufficient?

The planning director answered yes. [t was noted that we always have the option by
mutual agreement to extend and that was not like we were turning into pumpkins on the
75" day unless we want to... | mean to make it clear if we are ready to make a decision
that is fine but we also... a lot of these things we find mutual extensions and that would be
optional or we would act. You are all familiar with it with this board we are very careful of
timeframes. Constructive approval is something you do not like to hear... (Inaudible).

Chairman Paul Howard noted that one of the requirements of that is that there are no
waivers.

The planner answered right.

The chairman noted that they had to follow all the design standards. So to get that
expedited approval they could not have any waivers. You want to make this simple... it
complies with the plans with our standards or you haven’t (inaudible).

Someone noted good point.
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Member Krystine Hetel wanted to know if the whole Merrimack Street area is commercial
retail and no residential. She wanted to know how that would change the south side of
Merrimack Street in the next four or five years.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted it was similar to what you saw in the Industrial General
Zone of Washington Street and of Essex Street. What you had there was a scenario where
we had mill buildings that could be used for commercial uses or light industrial uses but no
residential uses. The same is true of Merrimack Street as of today. You do not have a
special permit option for a mixed use projects in that area but what we will be allowing by
this rezoning is this idea of mixed use projects by right in the district. So what you would
expect to see are projects that come forward that will be a mixture of housing and
commercial uses such as restaurants, offices or whatever the use proposed might be.

Member Hetel asked if the ground floor would be some sort of retail or business and asked
about floors number nine, ten, and eleven and above if that would all be residential. That is
a lot of residential.

Planning Director Pillsbury noted that it did not have to residential... you could have offices
on the 5™ 6", or 7% floor. He noted that is a possibility and that would be a nice outcome in
situations where multiple stories of commercial and office use. He noted that what they
were trying to create or what they hope to try and create on Merrimack Street is really
something that we do not think of right now. Rejuvenated, revitalized area with a lot of
what people refer to it as the 18 hour economy and there are things going on there in the
evening and there are things going on and there is this vibrancy that we do not have there
right now. There is a lot of activity on Washington Street in that area that was not there
before and what we hope is that this will be the same type of thing and perhaps even some
reconstruction and access to the river and just something that we have really not done. We
have completely gotten the river involved in the western end of downtown. We have the
boardwalk built behind the Tap Restaurant and that is great. This is going to be much more
(Inaudible) of the Merrimack River perhaps even more than the other end. That is what we
hope...

Chairman Paul Howard noted that basically the underline zoning there has not worked.
Mr. Pillsbury responded the underline zoning hasn’t worked.

The chairman noted again it hasn't worked.

The planner answered right.

The chairman noted that otherwise there would have been an investment down there
already.

The planner answered right... but what we find from talking to developers is that much of
their issue is timing. They really... and to the degree of regulation... if you are going to
come in and really pin them down to extensive amount of review and analysis and
regulation in an unpredictable timeframe... a lot of communities... he just spoke to
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someone today asked how are we doing stacking up with this zoning compared to some
other places and they said not a lot of communities are trying to be this open and out front
with telling you what they want and then giving you a timeframe that is predictable. So to
developers time is money and again if we can help with that and we can say to them that
the time is predicted... it's 75 or 120 days and you can know or you can have an answer
and perhaps they will step forward with a plan and will step forward with the proposal
because they can see an end. A lot of times you get into a special permit process and you
have to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals first, then come here to the Planning Board then
you have to go to the City Council and then back before the Planning Board and noted that
any one of those steps can be elongated and any one of those steps could be appealed.
So it is a predictability factor... is it all going to be perfect and work great... | hope so but |
am not naive enough to think so. | think what we are doing is we are taking a step forward
to put something in place that will be reviewed possibly, very positively by the private sector
and that is the hope.

Member Kenneth Cram asked about the Riverfront Protection Act and how it played into all
of this.

Planning Director Bill Pillsbury asked if he meant the Rivers Act and Member Cram
answered yes. The planner noted that it was a redevelopment zone and because of the
floodwall noted that we did not have any FEMA issues at all because the flood wall and can
within 2 feet and that is taken care of. We do not have to contend with FEMA.... we are not
in the flood plain because it is protected so we have the option to define those
redevelopment areas through Conservation Commission’s perspective as a redevelopment
area. Redevelopment areas are not governed by the ordinance so it is an opportunity to
get a quick determination there that it is a redevelopment area and get ready to...
(Inaudible) ... Storm water management would be something that we would continue to look
at but storm water... (Inaudible) ...could be built into the project to make sure that
everything... (Inaudible) ...storm water management regulations and that would be part of
their designs before we see... (Inaudible).

Member Cram thanked the planner for his response.

Chairman Paul Howard asked if there was anyone in the audience that wanted to speak.
No one came forward to speak. The chairman turned the hearing back over to the planning
director.

Planning Director Pillsbury informed the people in the audience that we literally got this off
the presses today and was the reason why we are moving this forward. .He gave out extra
copies of the ordinance in question and noted he would be happy to meet with them to
answer any questions they might have regarding this matter. it was noted by the planner
noted that they could talk from now and until the council meeting.

The planner noted no... it has not been that and basically what we have had on the agenda
is the whole overlay district for zoning as a discussion point and that was what we were
operating on tonight.
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Chairman Howard closed the public portion of the hearing considering there was no other
public input. He then turned the public portion of the hearing over to comments from the
planning director.

The planning director noted not over to me... the planner however did recommend a
favorable recommendation to the City Council. It was noted by the planner that all these
minutes will be transcribed and the council will all receive copies of said minutes for their
review. The planning director noted to the board that their comments and questions have
been good and the boat storage was something that had not been discussed but thought
that was important and did not think that we wanted to see boats stored on Merrimack
Street. So that is an element. Again... all of your questions and comments and please feel
free if you have any more after tonight to certainly keep in contact and would be happy to
try to answer them. He did apologize because it is a bit unusual to ask you to do this but
he appreciated it and he knew the Mayor appreciated it as well.

The chairman thanked the planner and asked for a motion.

After board consideration, Member Timothy Connors motioned for a favorable
recommendation to the City Council for the proposed zoning amendment. Member Bob
Driscoll seconded the motion. The following members voted in favor: Kenneth Cram,
Krystine Hetel, Daniel Spuriing, Timothy Connors, James Cronin, Bob Driscoil and Paul
Howard all voted in favor to forward this zoning amendment to the City Council. Member
Jack Everette was absent. Motion passed to forward this matter to the City Council.

City department reports are attached to and considered part of this decision and minutes.

Signed,

Paul B, Howard
Chairman

Cc:  Waterfront Overlay District (W.O.D.) Zoning Amendment
Mayor James Fiorentini
City Council {copy)
City Clerk (original)
City Engineer
City Solicitor William Cox
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7.1.1

DOCUMENT 105-B

CITY OF HAVERHILL

In Municipal Council yNovember 27 201211.13.12

SHBEHESX MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER 255
Axticle XV. Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay Distriet (MSGROD)
[Added by Doc. |

- 255-136 Purpose.

It is the purpose of this article to establish a Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance
Overlay District and thereby to encourage additional smart growth in the downtown core, to
foster a range of housing opportunities along with mixed use development components
including, among others, distinctive retail, education and education-based uses, performing
arts, media and graphics arts, offices, restaurants, public and private access to and use of the
Merrimack River, which is now effectively cut off by a substantial and necessary flood wall, to
spark the development of marine use facilities taking advantage of the navigable waters of the
Merrimack River adjacent to downtown Haverhill, and to encourage private capital to invest in
the design and construction of distinctive and attractive site development programs that
promotes compact design, creation of vital urban open space, and take advantage of a variety
of transportation options, including enhanced pedestrian access to employment and nearby rail

‘M~ access. Other objectives of this article are to:

A. Promote the public health, safety, and welfare by encouraging diversity of housing
opportunities;

B. Foster the long-term expansion of workforce and market-rate multi-family housing to
bring further vitality and stability to the downtown Riverfront;

C. Tnerease the production of a range of housing units to meet existing and anticipated
housing needs; .

D. Establish requirements, standards, and guidelines, and ensure predictable, prompt, fair
and cost-effective development review and permitting;

E. Establish development standards to allow context-sensitive design and creative site
planning;
F. Enable the City to act quickly to take advantage of available capital and technical

resources to redevelop key parcels; and

G. Establish an anchoring redevelopment at a major gateway to downtown Haverhill,
adjacent to the Bradford Bridge (also known as the Route 125 bridge) over the

Merrimack River.
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255-137 Definitions.

For purposes of this Article XV, the definitions provided in Aurticle IT of this Zoning
Ordinance shall be used except that (i) the following definitions shall apply instead of any
conflicting definition in Atrticle II, and (ii) in the event of any other conflict between a
definition in Article IT and the provisions of this Article XV which in context give anothet or a
modified meaning to such definition, the provisions of this Article XV shall govern any
Project which has elected to be governed by this Article XV instead of underlying zoning. All
capitalized terms shall be defined in accordance with the definitions established under this
Article XV, or as set forth in the rules and regulations of the Plan Approval Authority
applicable to this District ("Regulations").

AS-OF-RIGHT PROJECT or PROJECT

A multifamily development or mixed use development allowed under § 255-140,
which shall be as of right without recourse to a special permit, variance, zoning
amendment, or other form of zoning relief.

EDUCATIONAL USE

Elementary schools, middle schools, high schools, colleges, universities, community
colleges, media centers, arts centers, distance learning facilities, training centers and
facilities, libraries and educational offices.

MULTIFAMILY DEVELOPMENT or MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT
A residential structure containing two or more dwelling units.

PLAN APPROVAL
Standards and criteria which a Project in the Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance

Overlay District must meet under the procedures established herein provided that Plan
Approval shall be treated as non-discretionary and not subject to the standards
applicable to special permits under this Zoning Ordinance, if the Plan Approval is
appealed or attempted to be appealed by any person.

PLAN APPROVAL AUTHORITY

For purposes of reviewing Project applications and issuing decisions on development
Projects within the Merrimack Strect Gateway Renaissance Overlay District, the
Planning Board shall be the Plan Approval Authority (the "PAA"), and is authorized to
approve a site plan to implement a Project,

PRIORITY PROJECT
A mixed-use Project (i) in which 85% or more of the residential units are not restricted

by income, (ii) which encompasses an area extending at least the full width between
Metrimack Street and the flood wall along the Merrimack River, (iii) which provides
public access to and along a boardwalk or promenade overlooking the Merrimack
River or public access to the waters of the Merrimack River or both, and (iv) does not




require any waivers from the design standards or the density or dimensional
requirements established by this Article XV.

RECREATIONAL USES
Active and passive recreational uses, including but not limited to walking and bicycle
paths, bicycle and boat rentals and sharing services, and seasonal skating rinks.

ZONING ORDINANCE
The Zoning Ordinance of the City of Haverhill.

255-138 Overlay district.

A. Establishment. The Merrimack Strect Gateway Renaissance Overlay District,
hereinafter referred to as the MSGROD, is an overlay district that is superimposed over
the underlying zoning district(s) applicable to the property shown on the map entitled
“Merrimack Street Gateway Renaissance Overlay District,” dated October 5, 2012 (the
"MSGROD Map"). The MSGROD Map is hereby made a part of the Zoning
Ordinance and is on file in the office of the City Clerk. To avoid any uncerfainty that
might otherwise arise from the scale of the MSGROD Map, the MSGROD is hereby
specified to include the entire area bounded northerly by the center line of Mesrimack
Street, easterly by the center line of Bridge Street including the center line of such
Street as it passes over the Bradford Bridge over the Merrimack River (being also the
Route 125 bridge), southerly by the center line of the Merrimack River, and westerly
by the westetly sideline of the public way known as Elliott Place and the extension of
such line southerly to the centerline of the Merrimack River and northerly to the
centerline of Merrimack Street as it enters Washington Square at the intersection with

Fmerson Street.

B. Relationship to Underlying zoning, The MSGROD is an overlay district superimposed
on all underlying zoning districts including, without limitation, any other overlay
zoning district which operates to provide additional restrictions, limitations or
conditions on underlying zoning. The provisions applicable to such underlying zoning
district(s) shall not be applicable to a Project within the MSGROD shown on a site plan
which was submitted pursuant to §255-146 for such Project, and such Project shall
instead be governed exclusively by the provisions of this Article XV.

255-139 Applicability of MSGROD.

An applicant for a Project located within the MSGROD may proceed to permit and develop
such project either entirely pursuant to underlying zoning including, without limitation, any
other overlay zoning district which operates to provide additional restrictions, limitations or
conditions on underlying zoning, or, in the alternative, may seek Plan Approval for the Project
solely in accordance with the requirements of this Article XV. If the Applicant seeks Plan
Approval in accordance with the requirements of this Article XV, then notwithstanding
anything to the contrary in the Zoning Ordinance, such application and the Project described
therein shall be governed solely by this Article XV, and shall not be subject to any other




provisions of the Zoning Ordinance. If a parcel or lot does not have a Project that obtains Plan
Approval, or, after Plan Approval, the Project does not obtain a building permit, then the
parcel or lot shall remain available for use or redevelopment under either underlying zoning or,
at the election of the same or another proponent, this Article XV.

255-140 Use Restrictions.

L

The following uses are permitted as of right in the MSGROD:

. Mixed use development which must provide space in the Project or a phase thereof for

each of: (1) at least one of the nonresidential uses listed in Section 140.1B, below, or at
least one of the uses listed in either Section 140.1.D or Section 140.1.E, below, and (2)
multi-family development, which multi-family development may be provided
throughout the Project, or within one or more specified building(s) or phase(s) of the
Project consisting of only multi-family residential use. In addition, any building not
immediately fronting on Merrimack Street, whether constructed as a Project, as part of
a Project or as a phase of a Project, may be used for purely multi-family residential
purposes. ‘

. The following nonresidential uses:

(1) Business and professional offices.
(2) Business service and consumer service establishments.
(3) Commercial and financial services.

(4) Eating and drinking establishments including, without limitation, seasonal outdoor
seating.

(5) Retail vses.

(6) Educational Use.

(7) Research and development uses.

(8) Graphics arts and media arts studios, galleries and offices,

(9) Performing arts uses including without limitation indoor and outdoor stages.

(10) Community facilities including without limitation chapels and places of religious
worship.

(11) Indoor athletic, fiiness, health and health spa establishments including without
limitation exercise establishments and martial arts and yoga studios.




IL.

(12) Inns and hotels.

. Parking, including surface, garage-under, and structured parking (e.g., parking garages)

and automobile-sharing and bicycle-sharing services, provided that such parking use
and such services ate either a component of a mixed use development or are accessory

to another permitted use.

. Open space and Recreational Uses including without limitation plazas, green areas and

seasonal and occasional markets.

. Marinas, piers, floats, boardwalks, fishing areas, and other facilities and amenities

providing views of and access to the Merrimack River including, without limitation,
boat rental, charter-boat facilities and boat-sharing services.

. Accessory and ancillary uses customarily incidental to any of the above permitted uses

shall also be permitted including, without limitation, day care accessory to any
Educational Use or multifamily residential use, accessory swimming pools for use by
residents, hotel or inn guests, workers or students in any mixed use development,
accessory pet care, conference and meeting facilities, and roof gardens and roof
structures accessoty to any multifamily residential use or any Educational Use.

The following uses are prohibited in the MSGROD:

. Septic System Repair Facility.
. Solid Waste Disposal Facility.

. Salvage Yard.

. Self Storage Facility (other than any accessory storage units or accessory storage areas

which are accessory to a permitted use such as a multi-family residential use or a retail
or Education Use or a performing aits use, which shall be permitted provided the same
shall be entirely located within a building and shall not be advertised or signed from

the exterior of the building and shall be limited to use by Project residents, tenants and

occupants).

. Warchousing and Disfribution Facility.
. Motor Vehicle Service Station (Gasoline Sales).

. Motor Vehicle General and Body Repair (provided that an accessory automobile

detailing service may be provided within any parking-under structure).

. Motor Vehicle Sales.




1. Motor Vehicle car wash (provided that an accessory automobile detailing service may
be provided within any parking-under sttucture).

M.  Uses, buildings and structures permitted under M.G.L. ¢.40A, Section 3, but not
otherwise specifically contemplated in this Section 255-140, shall not proceed in or as part of'a
Project or any phase of a Project under this Article XV, but shall instead proceed solely in
accordance with said M.G.L. ¢.40A, Section 3 and the applicable provisions of underlying
zoning. :

255-141 Project phasing.

An Applicant may propose that a Project will be phased, and the PAA, as a condition
of any Plan Approval, may require a Project to be phased to mitigate any exiraordinary
adverse Project impacts on nearby properties.

255-142 Dimensional Regulations Applicable to the MSGROD

The Maximum Height allowable in the MSGROD shall be the lesser of 125 feet and 10
stories, or the lesser of 125 feet and 12 stories in the case of a Priority Project. The Maximum
Height allowable, stated above, does not apply to mechanical equipment, elevator shafts and
bulkheads, chimneys, cooling towers and other structures ordinarily carried above the roof and
not ordinarily used for human habitation, regardless of height above the roof, nor to
balustrades, knee walls, pergolas, shade structures, wind breaks and similar features of roof
gardens provided the same are not more than 10 feet in height above the roof. Maximum
Height in feet for any Project and any element thereof in the MSGROD shall be measured
from the mean elevation of the portion of the river-ward sideline of Merrimack Street adjacent
or most neatly adjacent to the Project, in order to encourage parking in any Project to be
provided in a podium ot similar parking-under structure, Maximum Height in stories for any
Project and any element thereof in the MSGROD shall be measured starting with the first story
above any parking provided in a podium or similar parking-under structure.

Except for Maximum Height there are no dimensional, area or similar requirements or
limits for Projects in the MSGROD.

285-143 Density Requirements in the MSGROD.,

A. Maximum as-of-right overall multi-family residential density for a Project shall be 220
dwellings per acre for a Priority Project and 110 dwellings per acre for all other
Projects. Such density shall be determined using the entire area for any multi-family
Project or any mixed use development Project excluding only the footprint of any
building within the Project which does not have any multi-family residential uses in
such building.

B. Maximum floor area ratio (FAR) for any Project shall be 4.0 which shall be calculated
in accordance with the definition of Floor Area Ratio in Article II of this Zoning




Ordinance, and which, consistent with that definition, shall exclude all areas of any
- garage-under parking in any Project.

255-144 Parking requirements.

A. General. The purpose of these parking requirements is to encourage the use of public
transportation and to make the downtown more pedestrian-friendly and bicycle-
friendly. Parking requirements within the MSGROD are as follows.

(1) Surface parking lots and parking structures shall provide pedestrian walkways and
connections to the sidewalk system.

(2) Parking structures shall be designed to be compatible with adjacent buildings and
architecture.

B. Minimum off-street parking space requirements.

(1) Residential use: 1.0 space per dwelling unit, or, in the case of a Priority Project,
0.75 space per dwelling unit.

(2) Such off-street parking spaces shall be provided (i) within the Project itself or (ii)
in an off-site parking lot or parking garage, provided that such off-site parking lot
or garage and the Project shall be no further than 2500 feet distant from each
other, measured on a straight-line basis at the point of minimum distance between
some point on the perimeter of such lot or garage and some point on the perimeter
of the Project, or (iii) in a combination of the foregoing.

C. Shared parking. The use of shared parking to fulfill parking demands noted above that
oceur at different times of day may be considered by the PAA, Minimum parking
requirements above may be reduced at the discretion of the PAA for a mixed-use
development that is a Priority Project or, in the case of other Projects, if the applicant
can demonstrate that shared spaces will meet parking demands by using accepted
methodologies (e.g., the Urban Land Institute Shared Parking Report, ITE Shared
Parking Guidelines, or other PAA-approved studies). The applicant is encouraged to
use the public parking facilities available in the downtown area and to lease parking in
those facilities, and is permitted to use other off-site parking facilities in other locations

as well.

D. Reduction of parking requirement. The required amount of parking may be reduced at
the discretion of the PAA upon a showing that the lesser amount of parking will not
cause excessive congestion, endanger public safety, or that lesser amount of parking
will provide positive environmental or other benefits, The PAA may consider:

(1) The availability of surplus off-street parking in the vicinity of the use being scrved
and/or the proximity of a bus or an MBTA transit station;
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4)

(5)
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The availability of public or commercial parking facilities in the vicinity of the use
being served, ’

Shared use of off-street parking spaces serving other uses having peak user
demands at different times;

Age, income or other characteristics of the likely occupants that are likely to result
in a lower level of auto usage;

Mixed-use nature of the Project that is likely to result in a lower level of auto
usage;

Auvailability as part of the Project of automobile-sharing services;

Such other factors as may be considered by the PAA, including whether the
reduction of the parking requirement is likely to encourage the use of public
transportation or encourage a proposed development to be more pedestrian
friendly, or whether the proposed Project will provide shuttle-bus services to off-
site parking lots or parking garages.

255-145 Design Standards.

A. General Design Standards.

(D

@

€)

The design of new buildings shall encourage public and private access to and
along the Merrimack River and public and private use and viewing of the
Merrimack River. Projects which provide physical or visual access to the
Merrimack River or create further activity on the water sheet of the Merrimack
River are encouraged. Physical access to the Metrimack River could include one
or more of, but not be limited to, public and/or private docks, marinas, floats,
piers, wharves and fishing areas. Visual access to the Merrimack River could
include one or more of, but not be limited to, public boardwalks, public plazas,
seasonal outdoor seating, seasonal or occasional markets, public walking or biking
trails along or in close proximity to the Merrimack River, or lateral access from
Merrimack Street to such boardwalks, plazas or trails, or a view corridor where the
public could view the Merrimack River.

New buildings shall be sited to establish view corridors from Merrimack Street to
the River and to invite public pedestrian access to the waterfront from Merrimack
Street.

New buildings are encouraged to have designs, elements or lighting features that
provide a new visual gateway, landmark or iconic view for downtown Haverhill
when viewed from any one or more of Merrimack Street, Bridge Street, Main
Street, the Merrimack River, the south bank of the Merrimack River and/or the

Bradford Bridge.
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Adequate capital infrastructure for on-site municipal services shall be provided
within any Project including water, sewer, and drainage.

Adequate traffic circulation shall be provided to and from the Project’s vehicular
access points in order to maintain reasonable traffic control on Merrimack Street.

Ground floor spaces facing Merrimack Street and facing any plaza on top of any
parking-under podium or other parking-under structure shall be designed to
encourage a [ively, urban, pedestrian-friendly atmosphere.

When dumpsters, utility meters, mechanical units and service areas cannot be
located within a parking-under area or otherwise away from the street front, they
shall be screened from view and shall not be located in the pedestrian right-of-

way.
Lighting shall not create overspill onto adjacent properties or into the night sky.

One goal of the MSGROD is to promote new, urban design and layout in the
MSGROD. Applicants shall not be required to preserve existing buildings,
facades or other historic or potentially historic features or elements in the district,

if any,

255-146 Application for Plan Approval.

A. Required submittals. The application for Plan Approval shall be accompanied by 20
copies of the following plans and documents, which shall demonstrate consistency with
the standards set forth in this MSGROD, All site plans shall be prepared by a certified
architect, landscape architect, and/or a civil engineer registered in the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts. Al landscape plans shall be prepared by a certified landscape
architect registered in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. All building elevations
shall be prepared by a certified architect registered in the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts. All plans shall be signed and stamped, and drawings prepared at a
scale of one inch equals 40 feet ot larger, or at another scale as requested by the
applicant and approved in advance by the PAA, and shall show the following:

(1)

@)

()

The perimeter dimensions of the lot; Assessor's Map, lot and block numbers; and
whether any lots are to be combined as one lot for zoning purposes for the Project.

All existing and proposed buildings, structures, building setbacks, parking spaces,
driveway openings, distance between buildings, plan view exterior measurements
of individual buildings, driveways, service areas and open areas.

Internal roads, sidewalks and parking areas (width dimensions of paving and
indication of number of parking spaces).




(4) All facilities for sewage, refuse and other waste disposal and for surface water
drainage.

(5) All proposed landscaping features, such as fences, walls, boardwalks, walks,
promenades, outdoor stages, potential arcas for scasonal and occasional markets,
planting areas, marinas, docks, piers, floats and access points to the foregoing on
the Project site.

(6) Existing major natural features, including streams, wetlands, buffer zones,
regulated riverfront areas, regulated tidelands and filled tidelands areas, and all
trees six inches or larger in caliper (caliper girth of the tree four feet above
existing soil height at the trunk).

(7) Scale and North arrow (minimum scale of one inch equals 40 feet unless otherwise
requested by the applicant and approved by the PAA in advance).

(8) Total site area in square footage and acres and area to be available as urban open
space.

(9) The proposed residential density in terms of dwelling units per acre and types of
proposed commercial uses in terms of the respective floor area, proposed
recreation areas, and number of residential units proposed by type: number of
studio, one-bedroom, two-bedroom and three-bedroom units, if applicable.

(10) Location sketch map (indicate surrounding streets and properties and any
additional abutting lands owned by the applicant).

(11) Proposed marinas, piets, floats, fishing areas, areas, if any, for potential boat rental
and boat sharing services, and other amenities providing public and private access
to and views of the Merrimack River, including boardwalks, promenades,
adjoining urban open space included in the Project and the pedesirian flows
intended to link such proposed marinas, piers, floats, fishing and boating areas,
etc. to such boardwalks, promenades and other land-side urban open space.

(12) Representative elevation sketches of buildings (indicate height of building and
construction material of the exterior facade).

(13) Typical unit floor plan for residential uses. (Floor plan should be indicated for
each type of unit proposed: either studio, one-bedroom, two-bedrooms or more.)
The area in square feet of each typical unit should be indicated.

(14) Developer's (or its representative's) name, address and phone number.

(15) Any other information which may include required traffic, school, and/or utilities
impact study and in order to adequately evaluate the scope and potential impacts
of the proposed Project.
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(16) If the Project should be reviewed as a Priority Project, a statement to that effect
and a brief statement why it qualifies to be a Priority Project.

B. Records, All plans and elevations presented with the application shall remain a part of
the records of the PAA. The provision of the plan and the application shall be the sole

responsibility of the applicant.

255-147 Procedures.

A. Filing. An applicant for Plan Approval shall file the application and all required
submittals with the City Clerk and shall also file forthwith the required number of
copies of the application form and the other required submittals as set forth above with
the City Planner on behalf of the PAA, including notice of the date of filing with the

City Clerk.

B. Circulation to other boards. Upon receipt of the application, the City Planner shall
immediately provide copies of the application materials to the City Council, the
Planning Board, Board of Appeals, Board of Health, Conservation Commission, Fire
Department, Police Department, Building Commissioner, Department of Public Works,
Community Development, and other municipal officers, agencies or boards designated
by the PAA for comment, and any such board, agency or officer shall provide any
written comments, if any, within 60 days of its receipt of a copy of the plan and
application for approval, or within 30 days of such receipt in the case of'a Priority
Project. Within 20 days after receipt of the application, the City Planner shall
determine in writing whether the Project described in the application constitutes a
Priority Project and shall inform the applicant, the PAA and such municipal boards,
agencics and officers of such determination.

C. Hearing. The PAA shall hold a public hearing for which notice has been given as
provided in MGL c. 40A, § 11. The decision of the PAA shall be made, and a written
notice of the decision filed with the City Clerk, within 120 days of the receipt of the
application by the City Clerk, or within 75 days of the receipt of the application by the
City Clerk in the case of a Priority Project. The required time limits for such action
may be extended by written agreement between the applicant and the PAA, with a copy
of such agreement being filed in the office of the City Clerk. Failure of the PAA to take
action within said 120 days, or said 75 days in the case of a Priority Project, or
extended time, if applicable, shall be deemed to be an approval of the application and

site plan,

D. Peer review. The applicant shall be required to pay for reasonable consulting fees to
provide peer review of the Plan Approval application. Such fees shall be held by the
City in a separate account and used only for expenses associated with the review of the
application by outside consultants, including, but not limited to, attorneys, engineers,
urban designers, architects, housing consultants, planners, and others, Any surplus
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remaining after the completion of such review, including any interest accrued, shall be
returned to the applicant.

255-148 Decision.

A.

Waivers. Bxcept where expressly prohibited herein, upon the request of the Applicant,
the Plan Approval Authority may waive dimensional and other requirements of this
Article XV in the interests of design flexibility and overall project quality, and upon a
finding of consistency of such variation with the overall purpose and objectives of the
MSGROD, or if the PAA finds that such waiver will allow the Project better to achieve
the intent and overall purposes of this Article XV,

Plan review. An application for Plan Approval shall be reviewed for consistency with
the purpose and intent of this article, and such Plan Review shall be construed as an as-
of-right review and approval process.

Plan Approval, Plan Approval shall be granted where the PAA finds by majority vote
of the members present that:

(1) The applicant has submitted the required fees and information as set forth in this
Article XV; and

(2) The Project and site plan meet the requirements and standards set forth in this
Axticle XV, or a waiver has been granted therefrom; and

(3) Extraordinary adverse potential impacts of the Project on nearby properties have
been adequately mitigated.

Plan disapproval. A site plan may be disapproved only where the PAA finds that:

(1) The applicant has not submitted the required fees and information as set forth in
this Article XV; or

(2) The Project and site plan do not meet the requirements and standards set forth in
this Article XV, or a waiver has not been granted therefrom; or

(3) It is not possible to adequately mitigate significant adverse Project impacts on
nearby properties by means of suitable conditions.

Form of decision. The PAA shall issue to the applicant a copy of its decision
containing the name and address of the owner, identifying the land affected, and the
plans that were the subject of the decision, and certifying that a copy of the decision
has been filed with the City Clerk and that all plans referred to in the decision are on
file with the PAA. If 20 days have clapsed after the decision has been filed in the office
of the City Clerk without an appeal having been filed or if such appeal, having been
filed, is dismissed or denied, the City Clerk shall so certify on a copy of the decision. If
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a site plan is approved by rcason of the failure of the PAA to timely act, the City Clerk
shall make such certification on a copy of the application. A copy of the decision or
application bearing such certification shall be recorded in the registry of deeds for the
county and district in which the land is located and indexed in the grantor index under
the name of the owner of record or recorded and noted on the owner's certificate of
title. The fee for recording or registering shall be paid by the applicant.

255-14%9 Change in plans after approval by PAA.

A. Minor change. After Plan Approval, an applicant may apply to make minor changes
involving minor utility or building orientation adjustments, lighting or fagade
adjustments, or minor adjustments to parking, landscaping or other site details that do
not affect the overall massing, final build-out or building envelope of the site, and do
not materially affect the open space, from that shown on the previously approved site
plan and do not increase the number of dwelling units in the Project in the aggregate
from that provided in the original Plan Approval. Such minor changes must be
submitted to the PAA on so-called “bubbled” prints of the approved plan, reflecting the
proposed changes, and on application forms provided by the PAA. The PAA may
authorize such changes at any regularly scheduled meeting, without the need to hold a
public hearing. The PAA shall set forth any decision to approve or deny such minor
change by motion and written decision within thirty (30) days after the applicant has
filed its application therefor, and the PAA shall provide a copy of its decision to the
applicant for filing with the City Clerk.

B. Major change. Those changes deemed by the PAA to constitute a major change
because of the nature of the change in relation to the prior approved plan, or because
such change cannot be appropriately characterized as a minor change as described
above, shall be processed by the PAA as a new application for Plan Approval pursuant
to this Article XV,

255-150 Enforcement and appeal.

The provisions of the MSGROD shall be administered by the Building Inspector,
except as otherwise provided herein. Any appeal arising out of action by the PAA regarding
application for Plan Approval shall be governed by the provisions of MGL c. 40A applicable
to as-of-right projects which have been subject only to a non-discretionary site plan review not
involving or requiring any special permit and shall be made to a court of competent
jurisdiction as set forth in M.G.L. ¢.40A, §17. Any other request for enforcement or appeal
arising under this Article XV shall be governed by the applicable provisions of MGL ¢.40A.

255-151 Freeze During Process; Effectiveness and Validity of Plan Approval.
An application to the PAA for Plan Approval shall be governed by the applicable
provisions of this Article XV in effect at the time of the submission of the application, while

the plan is being processed, during the pendency of any appeal, and for three (3) years after
Plan Approval. If an application is denied, such provisions in effect at the time of the
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application shall continue in effect with respect to any further application filed within two (2)
years after the date of the denial, except as the Applicant may otherwise choose.

A Plan Approval and any and all minor changes thereto sought by an Applicant, shall
remain valid and shall run with the land indefinitely, and a Project shall be governed by the
applicable provisions of this Article in effect at the time of the submission of the original
application for such original Plan Approval (without regard to applications for minor changes)
indefinitely, provided that construction of the Project covered by such Plan Approval has
commenced within three (3) years afler the decision is issued, which time shall be extended by
the time required to adjudicate any appeal from such approval and which time shall also be
extended if the Project proponent is actively pursuing other required permits for the Project or
there is other good cause for the failure to commence construction, or as may be further
extended as provided in a Plan Approval for a multi-phase Project. Such commencement of
construction of the first phase of a Project covered by such Plan Approval within sach three
(3) year period, as so extended, shall constitute the timely commencement of construction of
all phases of the entire Project for the purposes of this Article XV. No phase of a Project shall
be in violation of zoning on account of a violation of zoning solely by one or more other
phases of such Project. For purposes of this Article XV, commencement of construction shall
include any material expenditure of funds on site work or environmental remediation or on any
slurry wall, footings or foundation for any parking garage podium under the Project or under
any portion or phase of the Project. The PAA may impose, but shall not be required to impose,
such outside time limits for the commencement of the final phase of a phased Project as it sees
fit, provided that the earliest date for such required commencement of such final phase shall
not be earlier than seven (7) years afier the Plan Approval decision is issued, as extended as
provided above, nor later than fifteen (15) years after the Plan Approval decision is issued, as
extended as provided above, and further provided that any failure to meet such outside time
limits shall only affect the right to construct the un-built phase(s) and shall not affect the
previously constructed phase(s) or the respective rights of the same. In the event of a casualty
affecting a building or structure which itself, or the use thereof, would be nonconforming with
the provisions of this Article XV but for the grandfathering provided by this Section, such
structure may be repaired, rebuilt and/or reconstructed, as necessary, provided that any such
repair, rebuilding or reconstruction shall be commenced within two (2) years after the date of
such casualty, and shall thereafter be diligently and continuously prosecuted to completion.
Except as provided in any one or more of the preceding sentences of this paragraph, any
amendment to this Article shall apply to building permits applied for after the first notice of
public hearing on such amendment.

The owner of a Project, or applicable portion thereof, may choose to waive the benefit
of the provisions of this Section in writing.

No further Plan Approval, special permit, variance or the like shall ever be required to
reconstruct a Project, or portion thereof, following any casualty.

On the other hand, any Alteration or Extension of a Project that would not conform to
the then-existing provisions of this Article XV shall require a further Plan Approval or deemed
Plan Approval.
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For purposes of this Section: “Alteration” means any construction resulting in a
material change in the structural parts or height of, or number of stories or footprint of, a
building, or to permit a substantially different use of such building; and “Extension” means
any material increase in physical size or a substantially different use.

255-152 Tax and other incentives for Priority Projects.

It is the city’s intention to give preference to, and to fast track the approval of, Priority
Projects, as defined in this Article XV, Accordingly, and notwithstanding any other provision
of this Article or the city code to the contrary, the city may, in other to foster and encourage a
Priority Project:

A, Establish the Priority Project, or the MSGROD, as a Development
District within the meaning of M.G.L. ¢.40Q and the regulations
thereunder and establish and provide District Improvement Financing,
so called for the Priority Project, or the MSGROD.

B. Authorize tax increment financing (T1F) as allowed by M.G.L. ¢.40,
Sections 59-60 and the regulations thereunder and authorize, to the
extent allowable by law, a tax increment exemption from the portion of
the real estate taxes.

C. Allow such other tax incentives as may be allowed by law or by Home
Rule petitions allowed by the city council and the General Court of the
Commonwealth.

235-183 Severability.

If any provision of this Article XV is found to be invalid by a court of competent
jurisdiction, the remainder of Article XV shall remain in full force. The invalidity of any
provision of this Article XV shall not affect the validity of the remainder of the City's Zoning

Ordinance.

PLACED ON FILE for at least 10 days
Attest:

City Clerk

IN CITY COUNCIL: December 11 2012
POSTPONE HEARING TO DECEMBER 18 2012
Attest:

City Clerk
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City Council
Robeit H, Scatamacchla
President
Michael ), Hart
Vice President
Johin A, Michitson
Willtam H. Ryan
Michael 5, McGonagle
Willtam J, Macek
Colin F, LePage
Mary Eflen Daly O'Brien
Thomas 3. Sullivan

December 14, 2012

10.2.1

City Hall, Room 204

4 Summer Street
Telephone: 978 374-2328
Facsimile; 978 374-2329
www.cl.haverhiima,us

cityencl@cltyofhaverhill.com

CITY OF HAVERHILL
Haverhill, Massachusetts 01830-5843

TO: Mr. President and Members of the City Council

Communication from Councillors LePage and Macek requesting a discussion regarding Zoning for the Waterfront

Interim Planning Overlay District (WIPOD) and Medical Marijuana Dispensaries.

(alen T %X .

M&’/MW/Z%@»@

.City Councillor Colin LePage

City Councillor William Macek




10.2.2

City Hall, Room 204

i
ggbt!ﬂﬁiogcgg;wcchfa 4 Summer Street
) Telephone: 978 374-2328
President .
Facsimile: 978 374-2329
Michael ), Hart
Vice President www.cl.haverhill. ma.us
John A. Michitson cltyenci@cltyofhaverhitl.com
william H. Ryan
Michaet 5. M¢Gonagle
Willtamn J. Macek

Colin F. LePaga
Mary Eilen Paly O'Brlen

Thomas ). Sullivan CITY OF HAVERHILL
Haverhlll, Massachusetts 01830-5843

December 14, 2012

TO: Mr. President and Members of the City Council

Communication from Councillor Sullivan requesting an update on the status of the location of certain telephone

poles along the Rte. 125 South Main Street Reconstruction project and also requests a written report from City

Engineer, John Pettis.

Tirmasd Jutlivar)

City Councillor Thomas Sullivan




City Council
Robert H. Scatamacchia
President
Michael J. Hart
Vice President
John A, Michitson
Willtam H. Ryan
Michael 5. McGonagle
William J. Macek
Colin 7. LePage
Mary Eflen Daly O'Brien
Thomas J. Sullivan

CITY OF HAVERHILL
Haverhill, Massachusetts 01830-5843

DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO COMMITTEE STUDY

12.2

City Hall, Room 204

4 Summer Street
Telephone: 978 374-2328
Facsimile: 978 374-2329
www.ci.haverhill.ma.us

citycncl@cityofhaverhill.com

#5-1/10 Communication from Councillor Macek requesting to propose the enactment  NRPP 2/23/10
of a Safe Building Ordinance.

14-X/11 Communication from Co. Amirian requesting a discussion about proposed Planning & Dev. 9/2711
pig farm at Boxford Road

4 Communication from Councillor Macek requesting a discussion regarding Planning & Dev. 1/3/12
the proposed Monument Square traffic divider/island.

12-E  Communication from Counciflor Scatamacchia requesting to introduce Vincent Planning & Dev 1/17/12
Kissel to speak reparding safety issues at Kenoza Avenue and Newton Road

40-F  Communication from Councillor Daly Q’Brien requesting to discuss lighting ~ Public Safety - 5/8/12
in the area of the parking garage

71 Ordinance — Waterfront Interim Planning Overlay District (WIPOD) Planning & Dev. 7/10/12
Amend Section 255-7 and Add a new Section 255-18.2
Councitlor Macek’s request to review process for granting waivers for permit Administration & 10/16/12
fees for non profits Finance

44-R  Communication from Mayor regarding properties that have been surplused

Natural Resources & 10/23/12

and properties that have not been surplused Public Property
76-R  Communication from Councillor Scatamacchia requesting a discussion about  Administration & 10/30/12
establishing a Commission for the Veterans Memorial Skating Rink Finance

76-W  Communication from Councillor Macek requesting a discussion regarding

remote participation guidelines for City Council meetings

Administration & 12/4/12
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