
CITY OF NEWTON 
 

IN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

ZONING & PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2013 
 
Present:  Ald. Johnson (Chairman), Danberg, Swiston, Yates, Kalis, Sangiolo, Lennon and Baker 
Also Present:  Ald. Rice and Harney 
Planning & Development Board Present:  Scott Wolf (Chairman), Roger Wyner, Peter Doeringer 
and Leslie Burg 
Others Present:  Dori Zaleznik (Commissioner, Health and Human Services), Marie Lawlor 
(Assistant City Solicitor), James Freas (Chief Planner, Long Range Planning), Alice Walkup 
(Planning Dept.), Karyn Dean (Committee Clerk) 
 
Appointment by His Honor the Mayor 
#320-13 STEPHEN FELLER, 64 Harvard Street, Newtonville, appointed as a member of 

the ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION for a term to expire 
September 10, 2016 (60 days 12/20/13) [09/16/13 @ 10:46 AM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 6-0 (Ald. Lennon and Baker not voting) 
 
NOTE:  Mr. Feller addressed the Committee.  He explained that he owns two businesses in 
Newton, Bread and Chocolate Bakery Café in Newtonville and in Newton Highlands.  As 
someone who lives in Newton and is a business owner in Newton, he said he lives Newton 
economics everyday on both sides of the coin.  He has attended many grassroots meetings for 
years in the City relative to how small businesses can grow, flourish and incubate in Newton so 
when he learned of the Economic Development Commission (EDC), he felt it was a way to work 
from the inside to further the development of small merchants in Newton.  Ald. Yates said he 
would send Mr. Feller some information on the Main Streets Program as it might be a useful 
model for the EDC.  Committee members expressed appreciation for Mr. Feller’s willingness to 
devote his time and perspective to the EDC.  Ald. Yates  and Johnson moved to approve the 
appointment and the Committee voted in favor. 
 
Re-appointment by His Honor the Mayor 
#321-13 CHARLES EISENBERG, 4 Ashford Road, Newton Centre, re-appointed as a 

member of the ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION for a term to 
expire September 10, 2016. (60 days 12/20/13) [09/16/13 @ 10:46 AM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 8-0 
 
NOTE:  Ald. Baker moved to approve Mr. Eisenberg’s re-appointment and the Committee voted 
in favor. 
 
 
 
 



ZONING & PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2013 

PAGE 2 
 

Re-appointment by His Honor the Mayor 
#322-13 BARBARA LISCHINKSY, 1942 Washington Street, Auburndale, re-appointed 

as a member of the NEWTON COMMISSION ON DISABILITY for a term to 
expire June 30, 2015. (60 days 12/20/13) [09/19/13 @ 2:00 PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 8-0 
 
NOTE:  Ald. Sangiolo moved to approve Ms. Lischinsky’s re-appointment and the Committee 
voted in favor. 
 
Re-appointment by His Honor the Mayor 
#323-13 JINI FAIRLEY, 80 Rowena Road, Newton Centre, re-appointed as a member of 

the NEWTON COMMISSION ON DISABILITY for a term to expire June 30, 
2015. (60 days 12/20/13) [09/16/13 @ 10:46 AM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 8-0 
 
NOTE:  Ald. Danberg moved to approve Ms. Fairley’s re-appointment and the Committee voted 
in favor. 
 
A Public Hearing was held on the following item: 
#309-13(3)  DEPT. HEADS HAVENS AND ZALEZNIK requesting amendments to the City 

of Newton Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 30, as needed to add a definition of  
“registered marijuana dispensary” and to create a temporary moratorium on the 
use of land, buildings and structures for registered marijuana dispensaries in the 
City of Newton in order to allow the City adequate time to complete a planning 
process to consider in what districts and under what conditions registered 
marijuana dispensaries will be allowed. [09/25/13 @ 9:21 AM]  

ACTION: PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 8-0 
 APPROVED 5-3-0 (Ald. Johnson, Swiston and Sangiolo opposed) 
 
NOTE:  Ald. Johnson introduced the item and James Freas, Chief Planner for Long Range 
Planner presented.  The item proposes a moratorium on registered marijuana dispensaries (RMD) 
in the City in order to allow time for zoning changes to be considered and enacted to allow this 
use.  The moratorium is proposed to end on March 1, 2014 at the latest.  The 2012 referendum 
legalizing the use of marijuana for medical purposes in Massachusetts effectively created a new 
zoning use for the municipality to consider.  This is a new use that doesn’t have any similar 
models as to regulation of the land use, which is why the City would like some to time to work 
on this issue.  RMDs are very heavily regulated at the state level to insure the product only 
reaches registered, qualified medical users and also to discourage a recreational use environment 
through restriction of signage and location.  The medical community is in consensus that medical 
marijuana does present benefits to many people so there is a sense that the need should be met in 
as timely a manner as possible. 
 
A potential applicant for an RMD does not need to have a confirmed location in order to proceed 
into Phase 2 of the state process.  A moratorium, therefore, does not necessarily affect a delay for 
anyone trying to move forward with an application.  An applicant does need to propose a 
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timeline, however, for opening and a moratorium might have some bearing on that.  If no 
moratorium were issued by the City, an RMD could not be blocked from coming into the 
Newton.  If the use were not defined or regulated in the ordinance at that time, it would then be 
the job of the Chief Zoning Code Official to identify a similar use within the existing ordinance 
and regulate the use as per the regulation of that similar use.  The RMD use is very unique so it 
would be difficult to predict what the similar use might be.  It could be anywhere from retail to 
medical office use, for example.  If the Department of Public Health (DPH) determined that there 
were no RMDs within a reasonable distance to qualified, registered medical marijuana users, 
home-growing waivers would be granted to those users.  The majority of the surrounding 
communities have moratoriums in place and most are expected to expire in early spring.  Boston 
has adopted zoning regulations as of July and Framingham, Brookline and Cambridge will be 
adopting regulations soon. 
 
Ald. Johnson opened the Public Hearing. 
 
Public Comment 
Matt Allen, Director of the Massachusetts Patient Advocacy Alliance (MPAA), 8 Woodside Ave. 
Jamaica Plain.  He explained that he represents patients who live in Newton including Peter 
Hiyashi who spoke at the last discussion of this item.  Mr. Hiyashi has a debilitating nerve 
condition and has found that medical marijuana addressed that condition more effectively than 
opiates or other medications.  Mr. Allen was also talking with Alan Bloom whose his wife 
passed away from a brain tumor.  Mr. Bloom related that medical marijuana was the only thing 
that helped her with the symptoms of her aggressive chemotherapy.  This allowed her more days 
at home instead of at hospice.  This is real issue for people in the area. Mr. Allen explained that 
the MPAA is opposed to a moratorium.  This would prevent RMDs from opening here and deny 
access to patients.  He would like to propose sensible regulations that allow access with 
necessary controls for the safety of the community.  There are tools that can be used short of a 
moratorium.  Mr. Allen submitted documents that are attached to this report.  
 
Mr. Allen reported that about 1% of residents are thought to be in need of medical marijuana.  
That is the figure that has been reported from communities with legal RMDs and the 
Commissioner of the Department of Public Health has mentioned this figure as well.  He has 
been to town meetings in Brookline and Framingham and worked on putting information 
together for some regional planning commissions as well.  He thinks mixed use and business 
designations are appropriate zones for locating this use.  
 
Karen Munkacy, MD, President of Garden Remedies, 116 Chestnut Hill Road, Newton.  Dr. 
Munkacy said she was interested in locating an RMD in Newton.  Her family lives in Newton 
and she is licensed as a physician in California and a board certified anesthesiologist. She is a 
delegate to the Massachusetts Medical Society, a breast cancer survivor, and a patient advocate 
on this issue.  Dr. Munkacy read a prepared statement which is attached to this report.  
 
Committee members asked about the operation she would running.  She answered that she would 
be cultivating the plant off-site and would only be dispensing at the site in Newton.  She 
anticipates having 10-15 employees when fully operational in a 3,000 square foot property.  She 
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has a specific location in mind that falls within the state regulations. Delivery to patients is 
allowed and there are regulations which require that two people are in the vehicle delivery, one 
person in the vehicle at all times during the delivery process.  Her employees would be fully 
trained in security measures. Her operation would provide free delivery and she realizes that 
many people are too ill to leave the house so this is an invaluable service.   
 
A Committee member asked if she would look to a community whose moratorium would be 
ending before March 1st and abandon her plans for Newton. She said she wants to work with a 
community that is welcoming and she has a strong desire to have her business in Newton.  Dr. 
Munkacy said she would wait for Newton is she had some statement of support for her 
application from the City. Marie Lawlor explained that the state assigns locations and applicants 
apply with a specific site in mind.  It was noted that it was unclear from whom such a statement 
of support would come.  The support is through the regulatory framework in the zoning 
ordinance and also from a lease or title for a property for the RMD.  Ultimately it is up to the 
state to approve an RMD in a particular location which is in compliance with the local ordinance.  
Commissioner Zaleznik said the state regulations do not exclude some expression of support in 
some tangible way other than the zoning regulations.  She explained that only 5 dispensaries will 
be allowed in each county and applicants can apply in more than one county.  But if a potential 
RMD has applied in Middlesex County, for example, it’s not possible to just locate in another 
County.  It was noted that Brookline is not in Middlesex County as Newton is.    
 
John Madfis, 95 Central St., Auburndale.   Mr. Madfis explained that his son was diagnosed with 
inflamed bowel disease, ulcerative colitis at the age of 13 and then with Crohn’s Disease.  It is a 
debilitating disease and had his colon removed at 15.  Medical marijuana has eliminated the pain 
of cramping and increased his appetite.  His weight was down to about 114 pounds from 140 
pounds at one point because he had to choose either eating, or having access to a bathroom and 
dealing with pain.  Mr. Madfis said doctors’ offices don’t need to be located away from parks or 
schools or houses of worship.  He read from Dr. Gupta who endorses the use of medical 
marijuana and states that it works when many other medicines do not.  Mr. Madfis also said that 
Francis Young a DEA judge stated that marijuana is far safer than many commonly consumed 
foods.  Marijuana is the safest and most therapeutically active substance known to man by any 
measure of rational analysis, it can be used within the supervised routine of medical care.  Mr. 
Madfis hoped Newton would not be so restrictive as he has seen highly regulated RMDs in other 
states and it is a safe environment.  Kids are hanging around looking for marijuana.  It is a great 
benefit to people suffering from various illnesses. 
 
Scott Murphy, 115 Central St. Auburndale.  Mr. Murphy said he was a combat veteran from the 
Iraq war and a patient who uses medical cannabis.  He noted that he can get delivery service to 
his house through the Veterans Administration.  He is prescribed narcotics and it is delivered by 
a mailman who is by himself every day.  The delivery of medical cannabis would require two 
persons per vehicle trained in safety measures.  Mr. Murphy said he has small children at home 
and their safety is of his utmost concern.  If he is too far from a RMD then he would be allowed 
to grow at home and while he is very careful, perhaps other might not be.  There could be 
hundreds of home grown operations in Newton and if word gets out, houses could be targets for 
theft.  There is a lot of work involved in growing and some old houses may not be well suited for 
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the electrical and venting needs.  The Board is concerned about zoning around residential areas 
yet these waivers allow growing in homes.   
 
He has to drive over 30 minutes to a caregiver to get his medical marijuana which is very 
inconvenient. He also started a non-profit called Veterans for Safe Access Compassionate Care.  
His best friend suffered from PTSD and committed suicide at 22 years old.  Many veterans suffer 
from brain injuries, PTSD and other issues.  Unregulated cannabis is dangerous as some of it has 
chemicals in it and can be sprayed with Raid is it provides a false high.  He said the measure of a 
community is how it treats its veterans and its sick.  The moratorium says to him that the City 
does not have compassion for patients, for veterans who were willing to die for freedom and 
compassion.  This is a vote of morals and conscience.  Do you want to treat patients respectfully 
or like criminals and kick them out of the door.  He said the state worked very hard on putting in 
place a safe and secure policy that should be sufficient for the City of Newton and it continues to 
be their number one priority. 
 
Hardship waivers are given to those who do not have reasonable access to a RMD.  Home 
growing is expensive.  Patients can also get the product from a caregiver but that is a one-to-one 
ratio.  If all the communities have moratoriums in place then an RMD will be further away from 
Newton and accessibility is more problematic.  Commissioner Zaleznik said the only way so far 
that patients in Massachusetts can legally get medical marijuana is to get a hardship waiver from 
the DPH to grown their own.  If there are no places within a reasonable distance for the patient or 
their designated caregiver (who will also be registered to pick-up marijuana), DPH will continue 
to consider hardship waivers.  Some will continue to have to home grow if a RMD is not 
reasonably nearby.  Massachusetts has put in a clause to have independent testing of the medical 
marijuana product so there is a higher assurance of quality when it comes from an RMD.  This is 
not the case for home grown or black market product.  At this time, there is no way to know 
where the RMDs will be located.   
 
Ald. Lennon explained that a vote for a moratorium does not reflect a lack of care or compassion 
for veterans.  He feels the Board wants to do the right thing and they need adequate time to work 
out a workable zoning ordinance, and in fact the timeframe is shorter than what is typical for a 
zoning amendment.  He said Mr. Murphy’s point of view is compelling and he feels the Board is 
empathetic to that and compassionate to the needs of veterans and others in need of this 
medication. 
 
It was pointed out that if there is resolution earlier than the March 1st deadline, the moratorium 
can be dropped prior to that date. 
 
Ald. Johnson explained that the term is ending December 31, 2013 and the new year may bring 
about a different composition to the Zoning & Planning Committee.  Therefore, it is her hope 
that this issue can be resolved before the end of the year, if at all possible.  The moratorium will 
protect the City in the case that they cannot resolve the zoning amendment by year’s end.  If they 
cannot, they will need to do another public hearing on the zoning amendment portion of this with 
the new members of the Zoning & Planning Committee. 
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The Committee voted to close the Public Hearing.  The Planning & Development Board also 
voted closed the public hearing.  They will re-join the Zoning & Planning Committee after their 
deliberations with their recommendation.   
 
Working Session 
The Committee re-convened in a working session.  Commissioner Zaleznik noted that some 
people have been referring to the “federal regulations” for the RMDs when in fact because 
marijuana is still federally illegal there are no regulations for RMDs.  The 1,000 foot buffer 
around schools refers to federal prosecution criteria for drug cases.  If something occurs within 
1000 foot of a school related to drugs, the penalty is higher than if it is outside that 1000 foot 
area.  Some dispensaries are voluntarily adopting the 1000 foot boundary. 
 
If the moratorium is not put in place, people will be able to arrange for sites for RMDs and must 
abide by the 500 foot buffer zone established by the state.  And because the use would not yet be 
defined or regulated in the ordinance, it would then be the job of the Chief Zoning Code Official 
to identify a similar use within the existing ordinance and regulate the use as per the regulation 
of that similar use.  The moratorium puts a timeline in place to develop a zoning plan, with a 
specific end date which could be lifted earlier should resolution come earlier.  Originally the 
regulations appeared to require that applicants had to have secured a site in order to put in their 
Phase 2 application within 45 days of being accepted in Phase 1.  However, it looks like that is 
looser than it first appeared.  Someone can go forward with several different sites and put in a 
Phase 2 application.  The state is going to take it’s time looking at those applications.  Many 
other communities with moratoriums are still working on their zoning and Newton would be 
doing the same thing.  It was noted that state regulations cannot be changed by the City.  
However, for example, the state has strict regulations for signs; Newton also has a sign ordinance 
that prohibits illuminated signs and that would also apply in addition to the state regulations. 
 
Committee members wondered if a moratorium was really necessary.  It seems like the work 
could be done in a timely manner and not having the luxury of a moratorium may be motivating.  
Marie Lawlor said that a moratorium, unfortunately, has a negative connotation.  It is merely an 
often used tool to give the planning process time to play out adequately.  In either case, the work 
on the zoning issue would continue as efficiently as possible. A Committee member said the 
basic work of the Committee is to determine which zone or zones would allow this use.  There 
was a suggestion to buckle down to that task and lift the moratorium as soon as possible.   
 
A Committee member said he heard an opinion from a state legislator that the state regulations 
were not adequate to protect on the recreational use problem.  That is one of the concerns that 
colleagues and residents may have.  There is a balance of the legitimate medical needs and the 
problem of recreational use and what other problems that may or may not lead to.  Commissioner 
Zaleznik said the California regulations were not adequate to prevent the recreational use of what 
was meant to be medical marijuana and they have become the test case of how to do this wrong.  
They allowed for facilities to fill prescriptions that did not have proper regulations and 
safeguards.  Colorado’s program is very successful and has not had the problems that California 
has experienced.  Prescription-writing “mills” were regulated out of the process.  The regulations 
require that doctors, patients and caregivers are registered and doctors writing prescriptions must 
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have a legitimate relationship with the patient and legitimate reason to prescribe the medication.  
She realizes that this will be a concern for people, but believes the regulations are carefully 
drawn to avoid the problem. 
 
The Planning & Development Board concluded its deliberations and reported that they did not 
feel a moratorium was necessary because the existing state regulations and existing zoning was 
sufficient to protect the City on land use.  They did decide, however, to recommend that a 
moratorium be instituted to expire with the current aldermanic session on December 31, 2013.  
Their recommendation is attached to this report. 
 
There was question about timing of these items and end of term concerns. The City Clerk 
confirmed that if a public hearing is held and not voted out before the end of the term, and the 
composition of the Zoning & Planning Committee changes in the new term, the new members 
would be at a disadvantage as they were not present for the public hearing.  While technically not 
against any rules, this should be avoided if at all possible.  This would be true for both the 
moratorium item and the amendment item.  As a point of information, the Board has 90 days to 
vote on an item that has been heard at a public hearing.  If no action is taken, a public hearing 
has to be re-advertised and heard. 
 
There was some sentiment in the Committee that the state regulations are sufficient and a 
moratorium is not necessary, especially since there is a feeling the work can be done by the end 
of the term.  There was also sentiment that the City voted overwhelmingly to accept RMDs and 
there is a need in the City and in surrounding communities.  There was not a high level of 
concern over recreational use and that there are many suitable areas in the City in which facilities 
could operate successfully.   
 
Ald. Baker moved to approve the moratorium as submitted, to expire on March 1, 2014.  There 
was feeling from several Committee members that there needs to be time to hear testimony and 
time for the rest of the Board to consider the issues.  The moratorium is now less likely to cause 
delay to possible applicants, as was explained by Commissioner Zaleznik.  The last chance to 
vote a moratorium this year would be at the December 9th Zoning & Planning Committee 
meeting, to be voted out by the Board on December 16th.    
 
The Committee voted to approve the moratorium as submitted by a vote of 5 in favor and 3 
opposed.  (Ald. Swiston, Johnson and Sangiolo were opposed).  
 
#309-13 DEPT. HEADS HAVENS AND ZALEZNIK requesting amendments to the City 

Of Newton Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 30, as needed to add a definition of 
Medical Marijuana Treatment Center and to establish parameters regarding what 
districts and under what conditions Medical Marijuana Treatment Centers will be 
allowed within the City of Newton. [09/11/13 @ 4:12PM] 

ACTION: HELD 8-0 
 
NOTE:  A Working Group was assembled to study the need for changes to the zoning ordinance 
to allow for RMD use.  The members included Ald. Yates, Ald. Schwartz, Commissioner 
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Zaleznik, Marie Lawlor, Candace Havens and Captain Mintz. The Working Group is proposing 
the use would only be allowed by special permit in defined zoning districts of Business 2 and 
Business 5 as well as Mixed Use 1.  The Group also proposes conforming to the state regulations 
of a 500-foot buffer around schools and daycare centers, and also adds houses of worship (as 
they often house daycare, camps, children’s events, etc.) and other places that children may 
congregate.  A transportation analysis would be required.  Under state regulations the applicant is 
required to submit information that estimates their service area and a general idea of number of 
clients they might serve.  From that, transportation analysis and impact data could be generated 
to devise a parking requirement. There will likely only be one RMD so it would make sense to 
make this site-specific.  A context map would be required of the surrounding area of the 
proposed site to determine compatibility of the proposed use with the area and if there are any 
places where children might congregate within a 500-foot radius of the site.  The nature of the 
use is going to be fairly suburban: they will be serving a regional population; the security 
requirements are such that it would not really be a use that contributes to “village vitality”; 
access to regional transportation; security and law enforcement concerns need to be heard.  
Commissioner Zaleznik said the Group looked at the 1000 foot buffer but it didn’t add or detract 
much so they decided to be consistent with the state regulations.  The special permit process 
allows each application to be assessed on its individual merit. A Committee member asked if a 
daycare center or child-centered business moved in within a 500 foot radius to an existing RMD, 
would the RDM would be allowed to stay and it was confirmed that it would be.   
 
Committee members reviewed a zoning map with buffer overlays.  Ald. Lennon asked that 
James Freas provide copies of the map for the packet.  
 
There was concern that if Newton became a site, the state would not locate another one close to 
Newton and it would be a regional hub.  This could impact traffic and other issues. 
Commissioner Zaleznik said that was a fair statement but the state has not indicated exactly how 
they would assign the RMDs, therefore, Newton can only work on its own zoning.  It would 
certainly be serving a region since only 5 will be allowed in the county.  Middlesex has more 
applications than any other county at this point. 
 
Ald. Johnson asked any Committee members to be in touch with the Working Group if they have 
any questions they would like answered in preparation for the next discussion. Ald. Sangiolo 
asked that James Freas provided copies of what Brookline, Cambridge and Framingham are 
working on.  They will be attached to the October 22nd Zoning & Planning Committee agenda. 
Ald. Baker would also like to see what other communities have done in terms of the 1000-foot 
buffer versus the 500-foot buffer as it relates to recreational use issues and concerns. 
 
The Committee voted to hold this item. 
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Due to the late hour, the following four items were held without discussion: 
 
#295-13 ALD DANBERG proposing amendment to Sec. 30-24(f) Inclusionary Zoning 

by deleting paragraph (11) Hotels in its entirety to remove the requirement that 
new hotel developments must make cash payments to the City in support of 
housing for low and moderate income housing. [08/26/13 @ 12:30PM] 

ACTION: HELD  7-0 (Ald. Yates not voting) 
 
#64-12 ALD. HESS-MAHAN requesting an amendment to Newton Revised Ordinances 

Sec 30-24(f)(8)(b) to clarify the inclusionary zoning preference provisions for 
initial occupancy of units for households displaced by the development thereof 
and for units to serve households that include persons with disabilities.  

 [03-14-12 @8:54AM] 
ACTION: HELD 7-0 (Ald. Yates not voting) 
 
#296-13 ALD DANBERG proposing amendment to Sec. 30-24(f) Inclusionary Zoning 

by reorganizing and clarifying the provisions regarding purchaser and renter 
income limits and sale and rental price limits. [08/26/13 @ 12:30PM] 

ACTION: HELD 7-0 (Ald. Yates not voting) 
 
#294-13 ALD. DANBERG proposing amendment to Sec.30-24(f) Inclusionary Zoning to 

clarify the limitation on use of public funds in constructing inclusionary units and 
to expand on where the use of public funds for inclusionary units will be allowed. 
[08/26/13 @ 12:30PM] 

ACTION: HELD 7-0 (Ald. Yates not voting) 
 
 

Respectfully Submitted,  
 

    Marcia T. Johnson, Chairman 
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             CITY OF NEWTON, MASSACHUSETTS 
                   Planning and Development Board 

 

 

October 17, 2013 

 

The Honorable Marcia Johnson 

Chair, Zoning and Planning Committee 

Members, Zoning and Planning Committee 

City of Newton 

1000 Commonwealth Avenue 

Newton, MA 02459 

 

Dear Alderman Johnson and Members of the Zoning and Planning Committee: 

 

This letter documents the voting action taken and advisory opinion developed by 

the Planning and Development Board (P & D Board) on October 16, 2013, 

following the close of its public hearings on the following item: 

 

#309-13(3)  DEPT. HEADS HAVENS AND ZALEZNIK requesting 

amendments to the City of Newton Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 30, as needed to 

add a definition of  “registered marijuana dispensary” and to create a temporary 

moratorium on the use of land, buildings and structures for registered marijuana 

dispensaries in the City of Newton in order to allow the City adequate time to 

complete a planning process to consider in what districts and under what 

conditions registered marijuana dispensaries will be allowed.  

 

The P & D Board voted unanimously to indicate that they do not want to vote for 

a moratorium because state regulations and existing municipal zoning are 

sufficient; however, the P&D Board would support a moratorium that expires at 

the end of the current Aldermanic term.  

 

Respectfully submitted on behalf of the Planning & Development Board, 
 

 
Scott Wolf 

Chair 
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