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MEETING DATE: MONDAY, MAY 18, 2020, AT 7:00 P.M. 
 

Pursuant to Governor Baker’s March 12, 2020, Order Suspending Certain Provisions of the Open Meeting Law, 

G.L. c. 30A, §18, and the Governor’s March 15, 2020, Order imposing strict limitation on the number of people 

that may gather in one place, this meeting of the Haverhill Conservation Commission was conducted via remote 

participation. Specific information and the general guidelines for remote participation by members of the public 

and/or parties with a right and/or requirement to attend this meeting were posted on the Commission’s website. 

For this meeting, members of the public who wished to virtually attend the meeting did so by creating an 

account at www.zoom.us and “joining” the meeting at: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84169925983 (Password: 

257574).  No in-person attendance of members of the public was permitted, but every effort was made to ensure 

that the public could adequately access the proceedings in real time, via these technological means. 
 

Chairperson Harmony Wilson called the meeting to order under the Wetlands Protection Act, M.G.L. Chapter 

131, Sec. 40 and City of Haverhill Ordinance Chapter 253. 
 

Present:  Chairperson Harmony Wilson (HW), Clerk Tom Wylie, Ed.D. (TW), Joe DiPietro (JD), Neil 

Frasca, PG (NF), and Fred Clark, RLA (FC) 

Absent: Vice-Chairperson Ralph Basiliere (RB) and Phil LaCroix (PL)   

Also Present: Robert E. Moore, Jr., Environmental Health Technician (RM) 

 

HW opened the discussion of Zoning Ordinance updates proposed by the City.  HW identified the following 

areas that she believed would be of most interest to Commissioners: section 4, dimensional regulations; section 

6, general regulations, stormwater; section 8, flexible development vs cluster development; scenic roads; and 

public shade trees.  TW noted his particular interests in flexible development and downtown smart growth.  JD 

inquired about section 255-89 in the existing code, pertaining to the filling of wet areas, and whether that is 

reflected in the new code.  RM stated he would review that matter to provide an answer.  Meeting discussion 

primarily focused on section 8.4, flexible development, and its comparison to the cluster development section of 

the existing code.  The amount of open space protected by flexible development, particularly when considering 

the additional protections required for density bonuses, appears comparable to the current requirements.  

Commissioners particularly emphasized that the open space should be accessible to the general public and 

should include a maintenance plan, especially if ownership is to be held by the development.  RM suggested 

there should be consideration to requiring a common green space (i.e. park area) for the development if it 

exceeds a certain number of units.  Carrington Estates was cited as an example where the developer constructed 

around 177 units with no common green space.  Carrington retains ownership of its open space, which is 

substantially wetland.  General public access to the pre-existing trails through the open space was required; 

however, trail maintenance was not required and they’ve become lost in the landscape since the commencement 

of construction about 15 years ago.  Following discussion, it was agreed to place this item on the May 28
th

 

agenda.  HW suggested May 28
th

 be used to focus on the zoning map, the dimensional table, and the downtown 

smart growth section.  TW motioned to adjourn the meeting at 7:56 P.M.  FC seconded.  TW called role.  RB-

absent; FC-yea; JD-yea; NF-yea; PL-absent; TW-yea; HW-yea.  Motioned passed 5-0-2. 


