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MINUTES OF PUBLIC MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
NEWTON HISTORICAL COMMISSION
Date: December 18, 2025
Place/Time: Zoom, at 7:00 pm
Attending:
Doug Cornelius, Chair
Mark Armstrong, Vice Chair Anne Marie Stein, Member
Harvey Schorr, Member David Lewis, Chief Preservation Planner

The meeting was called to order via Zoom at 7:00 p.m. with Doug Cornelius serving as Chair. Voting
permanent members were Anne Marie Stein, Mark Armstrong, and Harvey Schorr. David Lewis, Chief
Preservation Planner, acted as Zoom host and the meeting was digitally recorded on the Zoom device.

There was a delay at the beginning of the meeting, as the commission waited for enough members to
arrive in order to have a quorum.

1. 20 Renee Terr —Violation of Demolition Delay Ordinance.

Staff presented that this violation occurred at this property when construction began on plans that
differed from those that were approved by the NHC for the waiver of demolition delay. A building
permit was issued by ISD, however, Historic was not included in the permit process and could not
confirm the plans that were submitted were the same. This vote will be to confirm the violation and
approve the updated plan.

Kristen Annunziato, from the City’s Law department was present to explain the process and what
had occurred, and also provided the staff recommendation. Laurance Lee was present to represent
the property owner, and explained the owners perspective of the situation.

Ms. Stein made a motion to confirm that a violation took place and approve the revised plan. Mr.
Schorr seconded the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, MA, DC
Negative:

Abstained / Recused:
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2. 17 Emerson St —Violation of Demolition Delay Ordinance.

Staff presented that violation occurred at this property when work was conducted without building
permits. Staff confirmed via a site visit that siding was removed, a dormer was added on the roof,
and two-story addition was added to the rear of the home. No building permits or historic approvals
were issued for this property. This vote will be to confirm a violation has taken place, and to allow
staff to negotiate a settlement agreement.

Braden Houston, the property owner, was present to represent the property and explain what
happened. Kristen Annunziato confirmed the process and what vote would be required of the NHC
at this meeting.

Daniel Rawner, an abutter, commented that the property needed work and that he would encourage
a plan being approved and work moving forward.

Ms. Stein made a motion to confirm a violation took place. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

3. 55 Pine Grove Ave —Vote to Designate Property a Local Landmark.

Staff presented that this is a ca 1867 Stick Style house originally owned by Charles F. Crehore. The
Crehore family-owned paper mills in Newton Lower Falls in the 19th Century. The two-story house
features a hipped roof and two brick chimneys. The house features an ornate front porch that was
enclosed at some point. This property is inventoried on MACRIS, both individually and as part of the
Barbara Park / Crehore Estate residential historic area. Newton Historical Association found the
house preferably preserved at the August 28, 2025, hearing. This building has been nominated as a
Newton Local Landmark. The NHC voted to accept the nomination for further study at the
September 25th, 2025, meeting. This vote will be to officially designate the property a local
landmark..

Former NHC member John Rice and Councilor Block, the nominators of the property, were present
to represent the application. Lower Falls residents Tori Zissman and Cyrisse Jaffee gave a
presentation using the share screen function, going over the history of the property, neighborhood,
and Crehore family. Terry Morris, representing the property owner, was also present, and explained
the owner’s plans regarding the property. Mr. Morris explained that the property had been approved
for subdivision, and asked that the NHC only landmark the parcel that the historic home would sit on
after being moved, and not landmark the other lot, to allow for construction.

Mr. Schorr asked for clarification on the location of the house after it would be moved, staff
presented the site plan that was previously approved by NHC. Mr. Cornelius commented that the
commission had received several letters from members of the public regarding the landmark vote.

Liz Mirabile commented that she supported landmarking the property. MaryLee Belleville
commented that she hoped the property would be landmarked. Cyrisse Jaffee also commented that
she was in favor of landmarking the property. Dan Bach also supported landmarking.



Ms. Stein commented that she thought the property was historic and it’s link to the history of the
paper mills in Newton was interesting. Mr. Schorr commented that he was concerned about the
positioning of the new construction on the second lot and how it would relate to the location of the
historic building. Mr. Cornelius asked for clarification on the process, staff provided further
information on the ordinance and timing. Mr. Schorr suggested extending this vote until the January
meeting. Councilor Block commented that he would agree to that. Mr. Cornelius suggested voting on
lot B at this meeting, and delaying the vote on lot A until the January meeting.

Mr. Schorr made a motion to designate the historic house and Lot B a local landmark, and continue
the discussion on Lot A to the January 2026 meeting. Ms. Stein seconded the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

4. 38 E Quinobequin Rd -Total Demolition of House.

Staff presented that this is a 1947 Ranch style house that retains its historic form and is located in an
inventoried neighborhood. Staff recommends finding the property not preferably preserved.

Laurance Lee was present to represent the application. Mr. Lee gave a presentation showing the
share screen function, showing photos of the house and neighborhood and providing an overview of
the history of the property.

There was no public comment.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the property preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative:

Negative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The motion failed and demolition is not delayed.

5. 25 Clements Rd —Total Demolition of House.

Staff presented that this is a 1971 Ranch style house which is well-preserved and in a MACRIS
inventoried area which maintains a good sense context. Staff recommends finding the property
preferably preserved.

Mike McKay was present to represent the application. Mr. McKay gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing photos of the house and neighborhood, and describing the property.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think the property was historically significant, Ms. Stein
disagreed and commented that she thought it fit in well with the neighborhood.

There was no public comment.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the property preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.



Affirmative: AMS

Negative: HS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The motion failed and demolition is not delayed.
6. 40 Fairway Dr -Total Demolition of House.

Staff presented that this is a 1941 Garrison Colonial style house in an inventoried neighborhood that
retains historic context. Staff recommends finding the property preferably preserved.

No one was present to represent the application. Staff presented photos of the property using the
share screen function.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought there was historic context to the neighborhood. Ms. Stein
agreed.

David Pemstein commented that he was an abutter and that there is context to the neighborhood
and supported finding the property preferably preserved.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the property preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

7. 62 Miller Rd —Total Demolition of House.

Staff presented that this is a 1948 Cape style house in a well-preserved neighborhood. Staff recom-
mends finding the property preferably preserved.

Laurance Lee was present to represent the application. Mr. Lee gave a presentation showing photos
of the house and neighborhood and providing an overview of the property history.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think there was enough historic context in the
neighborhood.

Susan Stanton of 72 Miller Road commented that she would support finding the property preferably
preserved.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the property preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative: HS, MA

Negative: AMS, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The motion failed and demolition is not delayed.

8. 24 Vernon St —Total Demolition of House and Carraige House.



Staff presented that this is an inventoried ca. 1860 Greek Revival style farmhouse in a neighborhood
that retains historic context. Staff recommends finding the property preferably preserved.

Mike McKay was present to represent the application, and gave a presentation with photos of the
house and neighborhood.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought the house was historically significant. Mr. Schorr agreed.
Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought the carriage house had significance, but Mr. Schorr
disagreed.

MaryLee Belleville commented that she thought both the house and carriage house should be
preferably preserved.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the house preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the carriage house preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the
motion.

Affirmative: AMS

Negative: HS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The demolition delay was placed on the house, but not on the carriage house.

9. 21 Waterston Rd —Total Demolition of Detached Garage and Partial Demolition of House.

Staff presented that this is a well-preserved ca. 1900 Queen Anne style house, in a well-preserved
neighborhood. Preservation Planners recommend finding the detached garage Not Preferably
Preserved and upholding the previous finding of Preferably Preserved for the house. Preservation
Planners approve of the proposed plans for the new attached garage at the rear.

Peter Sachs was present to represent the application. Mr. Sachs described the proposed project. Mr.
Cornelius suggested voting on the garage first before proceeding to the plans. Staff shared photos of
the garage. Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think the garage was historically significant.

Arlene Rockefeller commented that she did not think the garage was historically significant.

Ms. Stein made a motion to find the garage preferably preserved. Mr. Schorr seconded the motion.
Affirmative:

Negative: AMS, HS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The motion failed, and demolition is not delayed for the garage.



Staff presented the proposed elevation for the partial demolition of the house, and Mr. Sachs
described the proposed project.

Commissioners concurred that they liked the project.
Arlene Rockefeller commented that she liked the project.

Ms. Stein made a motion to waive the demolition delay and approve the plans as proposed. Mr.
Schorr seconded the motion.

Affirmative: DC, AMS, HS

Negative:

Abstained / Recused: MA

10. 42 Smith Ave —Waiver of Demolition Delay.

Staff presented that this is a ca. 1890 Vernacular Colonial Revival style house in a neighborhood that
retains a sense of historic context.

Mike McKay was present to represent the application. Mr. McKay presented photos of the existing
house before presenting the design for the new house.

Mr. Schorr commented that he liked the front elevation but not the other elevations, particularly the
fact that there were many different roof pitches in the design.

The commission did not take action on this item.
11. 38 Wetherell St ~Waiver of Demolition Delay.

Staff presented that this is a ca. 1910 Queen Anne style house in a neighborhood with mixed historic
context.

Omar Youssef was present to represent the application. Mr. Youssef presented the proposed plans
using the share screen function, and described the changes that had been made to the design in the
previous month.

Mr. Schorr asked for clarification on the rear elevation. Commissioners commented that they would
prefer there not to be windows above the garage door, and suggested adding additional windows on
the side elevations.

Mr. Schorr made a motion to waive the demolition delay subject to final staff approval of revisions.
Ms. Stein seconded the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, DC
Negative:
Abstained / Recused: MA

12. 34 Westminster Rd —Waiver of Demolition Delay.



Staff presented that this is a 1926 Garrison Revival style home which is well-preserved and in an
intact and well-preserved neighborhood.

Sev Vagondy was present to represent the application. Mr. Vagondy gave a presentation, showing
the existing house and the proposal for new construction.

Ms. Stein commented that she thought the scale of this house was too large for the neighborhood.
Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought there were too many different sizes and styles of windows
on the front elevations. Mr. Schorr commented that he thought there were too many different roof
pitches.

Thomas Hecht commented that he did not think the house fit in the scale of the neighborhood, and
suggested different exterior materials that would fit better in the neighborhood. MaryLee Belleville
commented that she did not think the design mitigated the loss of the historic house. Cathy
Schneider agreed the house was not in scale for the neighborhood. Gillian Pierce concurred with
previous comments.

The commission did not take action on this item.
13. 45 Kenilworth St —Waiver of Demolition Delay.
Staff presented that this is a 1925 vernacular Victorian house in a well-preserved neighborhood.

Jack Groper was present to represent the application. Mr. Groper gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing the proposed new construction plans.

Ms. Stein commented that she did not think the design fit in very well with the neighborhood. Mr.
Schorr agreed, and said that he did not think the design possessed the Tudor design elements of the
neighborhood. Mr. Cornelius agreed that the design did not mitigate the lost of the historic house.

Several abutters commented that they did not think the proposed design would mitigate the loss of
the historic house.

The commission did not take action on this item.

Administrative Discussion:

a) Approval of minutes from the February 27, 2025, meeting

Minutes from the February 27, 2025, hearing were unanimously approved by those in attendance at
the hearing.

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous vote.

Respectfully,
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