


Town of Haverhill 
Dean Memorial Airport Zoning Commission
Meeting Minutes 
Wednesday, June 24, 2020
7:00 PM

(All members attended via videoconference/teleconference)

Notice: There were no April and May 2020 meetings of the Airport Commission 
due to the COVID pandemic.
Members of the Commission present: Susie Tann, Chair; Cliff Batchelder, Vice Chair
Airport Manager: Ralph Croswell 

Airport Technician: Dan Freeto

Select Board Liaison: Matthew Bjelobrk, ex officio
Members of the public present: None. 
CALL TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 7:13 PM by Susie Tann, Chair. A quorum was met. 

Tann: Per Gov. Sununu Meeting Compliance CHECKLIST to Ensure Meetings are Compliant with the Right to Know Law During the State of Emergency (abbreviated)
· June 24, 2020, Airport Zoning Commission Meeting 
· Executive Order—This public body is authorized to meet electronically
· Confirming a) providing public access by telephone, with additional access by video or other electronic means, ZOOM conferencing is being used. All members of the Select Board have the ability to communicate contemporaneously, the public has the ability to contemporaneously listen and, if necessary, participate in this meeting; b) providing public notice has been provided of the necessary information for accessing the meeting though ZOOM or telephonically. Instructions have also been provided on the website of the Town of Haverhill at www.haverhill-nh.com; c) providing a mechanism for the public to alert the public body if there a problems with access; and d) adjourning if the public is unable to access the meeting. In the event that the public is unable to access the meeting, the meeting will be adjourned and rescheduled. Please note that all votes taken during this meeting will be taken by ROLL CALL vote. 
ROLL CALL for ATTENDANCE 
Susie Tann (No one in the room), Cliff Batchelder (No one in the room), Matthew Bjelobrk (No one in the room), Dan Freeto (Technical problems) 

NEW BUSINESS

Airport Zoning Ordinance 
Tann noted that this ordinance is standard for the State of NH. 

Section 3, Airport Zones
Tann read, “In order to carry out the provisions of this ordinance, there are hereby created and established certain zones which include all of the land lying beneath the approach surfaces, transitional surfaces, horizontal surfaces, and conical surfaces as they apply to DMA. Such zones are shown on the DMA airport approach plan consisting of one sheet prepared by [‘Dubois & King,’ Tann asked; Bjelobrk stated, ‘Yes.’] and attached to this ordinance and made a part thereof.” 

Tann asked how to go about requesting this report from the consultant. Bjelobrk noted that Tann should ask the Town Manager. The members discussed the need for an airport approach plan. Batchelder stated that the airport does have a nonprecision GPS approach. Bjelobrk noted that the FAA certification may not be current. 

Tann continued, “…the area located in more than one of the following zones is considered to be only in the zone with the more restrictive height limitation. The various zones are hereby established.” Tann stated that the Commission will use the definition of a utility runway, which came from FAA. The FAA defines a utility runway as “…a runway that is constructed for and intended to be used for propeller aircraft 12,500 lbs. maximum gross weight and less.” The visual approach zone defined as “For a utility runway approach zone, the inner edge of this approach zone coincides with the width of the primary surface and is 500 ft. wide. The approach zone expands outward uniformly to a width of 12,250 ft. at a horizontal distance of 5,000 ft. from the primary surface. Its center line is a continuation of the center line of the runway.”

Tann continued the discussion of the utility runway approach zone noting that for the utility runway, the width is 2,000 ft. rather than 12,250 ft. Transitional zone, horizontal zones, or conical zones were discussed. Tann suggested adding a visual image of the airport zones into the Zoning Commission ordinance.  
 
Section 4
Tann read from the ordinance, “Except as otherwise provided in this ordinance no structure shall be erected, altered, or maintained and no tree shall be allowed to grow in any zone created by this ordinance in excess of the applicable height limit. Herein establish for such zone. Such applicable height limitation are hereby established for each of the zones in question….” Discussion ensued about trees in the approach zone, and Tann suggested the topic be addressed by the consultant, Guy [Last Name]. The members were in agreement. 

Tann presented an Obstruction Information sheet listing distances required for a utility runway and suggested revisions and deletions for subsequent paragraphs. 

Section 5, Use Restrictions
Tann read, “…the result of glare in the eyes of pilots using the airport....” Bjelobrk noted that there is light from the business park on private property that needs to be adjusted to avoid glare at the airport, and because it affects safety of flight, the Commission can address it. Discussion ensued. 

Section 6, Nonconforming Uses
#1. Tann focused on structure—something manmade. Tann read, “The regulations prescribed by this ordinance shall not be construed to require the removal, lowering, or other changes or alteration of any structure or tree not conforming to the regulations as of the effective date of this ordinance or otherwise interfere with the continuance of nonconforming use. Nothing contained herein shall require any change in the construction, alteration, or intended use of any structure the construction or alteration of which was begun prior to the effective date of this ordinance.” 

#2. Tann read, “Notwithstanding the proceeding provision of this section, the owner of any existing nonconforming structure or tree is hereby required to permit the installation, operation, and maintenance thereon of such markers and lights as aircraft in the vicinity of the airport of such airport obstruction. Such markers and lights shall be installed, operated, and maintained at the expense of the Town of Haverhill.” Discussion continued. Batchelder noted that in his recollection adjacent buildings in the industrial park installed and maintained their own marker lights. Bjelobrk stated that FAA rules require marker lights on buildings 200 ft. in height and above. The Commission agreed that the consultant will address this issue. 

Section 7, Future Use
#1. Tann read, “Except as specifically provided in A, B, and C hereunder, no material change shall be made in the use of land, no structure shall be erected or otherwise established, and no tree shall be planted in any zone hereby created unless a permit therefore has been applied for and granted. Each application for a permit shall indicate the purpose for which the permit is desired with sufficient particularities to permit it to be determined whether the resulting use, structure, or tree will conform to the regulations herein prescribed. If such determination is in the affirmative, the permit shall be granted. No permit for a use inconsistent with the provisions of this ordinance shall be granted unless a variance had been approved in accordance to Section 7, Subsection 4.”

Discussion continued. Tann requested revisions and review with the consultant. The members agreed. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]#2, Existing Uses. Tann read, “No permit shall be granted that would allow the establishment and/or creation of an obstruction or permit a nonconforming use, structure, or tree to become a greater hazard to air navigation than it was on the effective date of this ordinance or any amendments thereto when the application for a permit is made except as indicated, all applications for permits shall be granted.” Discussion continued. 

#3. All were in agreement with the wording for #3.  

#4, Variances. Tann read, “Any person desiring to erect or increase the height of any structure or permit the growth of any tree or use property not in accordance with the regulations prescribed in this ordinance may apply to the [ZBA] for a variance from such regulations.” Discussion continued. Tann continued reading, “The application for variance shall be accompanied by a determination from the FAA as to the effect of the proposal on the operation of navigation facilities and the efficient use of navigable air space. Such variances shall be allowed where it is duly found that a literal application or enforcement of the regulations will result in unnecessary hardship and relief granted will not be contrary to the public interest, will not create a hazard to air navigation, will do substantial justice, and will be in accordance with the spirit of this ordinance. Additionally, no application for variance to the requirement of the ordinance may be considered by the ZBA unless a copy of the application has been furnished to us, the Airport Zoning Commission, for advice as to the aeronautical effects of the variance.” Discussion ensued. The members agreed and Tann added “Airport Zoning Commission and airport consultants” to the paragraph. Further revisions and questions relating to the granting of a variance will be forwarded to the Town Manager. 

#5, Obstruction Marking and Lighting. Tann read, “Any permit for variance granted may if such action is deemed advisable to effectuate the purpose of this ordinance and be reasonable in the circumstances be so conditioned as to require the owner of the structure or tree in question, install, operate, or maintain at the owners’ expense such markings and lightings as may be necessary if deemed proper by the ZBA, this condition may be modified to require the owner to permit the Town of Haverhill at its own expense to install, operate, and maintain the necessary markings and lights.” Discussion ensued. 

ADJOURNMENT 
MOTION: Susie made the Motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:00 PM. Cliff/Matt seconded the motion.  
Roll Call vote: Susie Tann (In favor), Cliff Batchelder (In favor), Matthew Bjelobrk (In favor). The Motion passed unanimously. 

Joanna Bligh, Transcriptionist
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