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MINUTES OF PUBLIC MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARINGS

NEWTON HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Date: January 22, 2026

Place/Time: Zoom, at 7:00 pm

Attending:
Doug Cornelius, Chair Mark Armstrong, Vice Chair
Anne Marie Stein, Member Travis Salters, Alternate
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 Mark Armstrong, Anne Marie Stein, and Harvey Schorr. Alternate member
Travis Salters was designated to vote as not all voting members were present. David Lewis, Chief
Preservation Planner, acted as Zoom host and the meeting was digitally recorded on the Zoom device.

1. 55 Pine Grove Avenue - Local Landmark Application

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. At the December 2025 meeting, the commission voted to designate
one parcel on the lot a local landmark, and at this meeting will be voting on whether or not to
designate the other parcel a local landmark.

Terry Morris was present to represent the application. Mr. Morris gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing images and renderings of the historic house at 55 Pine Grove avenue,
as well as the proposed site plan and building plans for the new building to be constructed on Lot A.

Ms. Stein asked for clarification on the size of each buildings, and how the massing of the new house
would relate to that of the historic building. Mr. Schorr commented that he would argue in favor of


https://www.newtonma.gov/government/planning#ad-image-0

landmarking this lot, in order to maintain control over the new construction. Ms. Stein asked for
clarification on the site plan. Mariana Dagatti, the project architect, provided clarification on the
design and location of the new construction house. Mr. Cornelius clarified the scope of the
commission’s authority on this item.

Councilor Malakie commented in favor of landmarking the lot. Councilor Block commented that he
was most concerned with the historic Crehore house, and did not have a strong feeling on whether
or not Lot A would be landmarked.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think landmarking the second lot would do anything to
help the historic property.

Ms. Stein made a motion to designate Lot A of 55 Pine Grove Avenue a local landmark. Mr. Schorr
seconded the motion.

Affirmative: HS

Negative: TS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused: AMS

The motion failed, and the landmark designation was not applied to Lot A of this property.
2. 39 Westfield Road - Local Landmark Review Application

Staff presented that 39 Westfield Road is a 2022 house, built on a lot subdivided from the property
at 128 Chestnut Street, a ca. 1855 house that was designated a Local Landmark. As the property was
subdivided from a landmarked property, this lot falls under NHC landmark review standards. In 2021,
the Commission approved plans for the new construction of a single-family home at 39 Westfield
Road, as well as a landscape plan that included the installation of a pool. The initial Certificate of
Appropriateness for the pool has now expired, and the applicants have reapplied for approval to
install a pool with a change in orientation on the site, as well as an extension of the previously
proposed patio and the construction of a pergola and bath house.

Luci Wilson, Treffle LaFleche, and Michael D’Angelo, the landscape architects for the project, were
present to represent the application. The applicants gave a presentation using the share screen
function, showing photos, site plans, and renderings of what had previously been approved and the
proposed changes.

There was no public comment.

Mr. Armstrong commented that he did not think the project had changed much, and that he would
support approving it.

Mr. Armstrong made a motion to issue a certificate of appropriateness for the project as proposed.
Mr. Salters seconded the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC



Negative:
Abstained / Recused:
3. 51 Carl Street — Total Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1930 cottage which is intact and well-preserved. The home is in a MACRIS
documented area. Preservation Planners make the recommendation to find the property preferably
preserved.

Zhubin Shobeiri and Max Voshchin were present to represent the application. Mr. Voshchin gave a
presentation using the share screen function, showing photos of the existing house and explaining
the condition of the existing property, before showing photos of other properties in the
neighborhood.

Ms. Stein commented that there were some newly constructed houses in the neighborhood that did
fit in with the size and massing of the historic homes in the area.

MaryLee Belleville commented that she was in favor of finding the property preferably preserved.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought there was a mix of context in the neighborhood. Ms. Stein
and Mr. Schorr commented that they disagreed, and thought there was some context in design in
the neighborhood.

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

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

4. 58 Country Club Road - Total Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1925 Colonial Revival style home which is intact and well-preserved. The
home is in a MACRIS documented area. Preservation Planners make the recommendation to find the
property preferably preserved.

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

MaryLee Belleville commented that the work that had been done appeared to show that the house
had been cared for.

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

Affirmative: HS, TS, MA, DC



Negative: AMS
Abstained / Recused:
5. 15 Spencer Street — Total Demolition

Staff presented this is a ca. 1929 commercial building which is relatively intact just outside of the NR
West Newton Village Center district. Preservation Planners recommend that the property be found
preferably preserved.

Mariana Dagatti was present to represent the application. Ms. Dagatti gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing a map of the neighborhood and photos of the property, and
discussing the justification for demolishing the building.

Mr. Cornelius asked for clarification from staff on the staff recommendation. Staff explained that
there was context in the neighborhood with historic homes nearby and the fact that the building
bordered a National Register-listed district.

Sachiko Isihara commented that there were other historic homes in the area, and suggested finding
the property preferably preserved. Councilor Malakie commented that she hoped that whatever was
built next would retain the scale of the neighborhood. Councilor Kelley commented that she did not
think that the property was historically significant. Councilor Wright commented that the
neighboring buildings were more historic, but this building was less historic.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think the building was historic. Ms. Stein commented that
she agreed with Mr. Cornelius and the City Councilors who spoke.

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

Negative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

The motion failed, and demolition is not delayed.

6. 191 Spiers Road — Total Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1948 linear Ranch-style home in the Oak Hill Park area. It is well preserved
and in a MACRIS documented area. Preservation Planners recommend finding the property
preferably preserved.

Heather Dorey was present to represent the application. Ms. Dorey gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing photos of the house and neighborhood, and describing the condition
of the property and surrounding area.

Mr. Armstrong commented that the neighborhood has changed a lot and there is not a lot of context
left. Mr. Cornelius agreed.



There was no public comment.

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

Affirmative:

Negative: AMS, TS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused: HS

The motion failed, and demolition is not delayed.
7. 119 Oak Hill Street — Total Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1954 split-level Ranch style house, in a well-preserved neighborhood with
many similar original homes remaining. Staff recommends finding the property preferably preserved.

Dmitry Deych was present to represent the application. Mr. Deych described the property and his
reasoning for wanting to demolish the property. Staff showed photos of the house using the share
screen function.

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, TS, MA, DC

Abstained / Recused:

8. 92 Fairway Drive — Partial Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1939 Cape style house which is well presented and in an MACRIS inventoried
area. Staff generally approves of the proposed design, but would suggest shingles for the roof
material instead of the standing seam roof in the plans.

Michael Baccari was present to represent the application. Mr. Baccari described the existing house
and proposed plan. Mr. Cornelius presented photos of the existing house.

The commission voted unanimously to find the property preferably preserved.

Staff presented the architectural plans for the proposed addition, while Mr. Baccari described the
project. Mr. Armstrong asked for clarification on the window choices on the right side of the front
elevation, and commented that those windows did not look coordinated. Mr. Schorr commented
that he thought the proposed window locations on the second floor of the house should be
changed. Mr. Salters asked for clarification on the proposed height of the house. Mr. Cornelius
commented that he would suggest bringing the roof eave on the left side down to match the roof
line of the main block of the house.



There was no public comment.
The commission did not take action on the partial demolition plans.
9. 14 Dana Road - Partial Demolition

Staff presented this is a 1928 Craftsman bungalow style house, in a well-preserved, inventoried
neighborhood. Staff recommends finding the property preferably preserved, and generally approves
of the proposed addition.

Lucas Carbia was present to represent the application. Mr. Carbia gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing photos of the existing house.

The commission voted unanimously to find the property preferably preserved.

Mr. Carbia presented the architectural plans and renderings for the proposed addition to the existing
house, and described the project.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he liked the design. Mr. Armstrong commented that he agreed,
especially the porch.

There was no public comment.

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

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

10. 38 Morseland Avenue —Certificate of Appropriateness, Total Demolition, etc.

Staff presented this is a 1915 Colonial Revival style house in a neighborhood with mixed historic
context. Staff recommends finding the property not preferably preserved, but if found so, staff does
approve of the proposed addition plan.

Federico Arellano was present to represent the application. Mr. Arellano gave a presentation using
the share screen function, showing photos of the existing house and neighborhood.

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

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA
Negative: DC

Mr. Arellano presented the proposed plans for an addition to the existing house and described the
project.



Mr. Schorr commented that he liked the design generally, but suggested making the roof pitch on the
addition the same as the main block of the house.

There was no public comment.

Mr. Schorr made a motion to approve the plans subject to final approval by staff. Ms. Stein seconded
the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

11. 42 Smith Avenue — Waiver of Demolition Delay

Staff presented 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 the plans using the
share screen function, and described the changes made to the plans based on commissioner
feedback at the previous meeting.

Mr. Schorr commented that he generally liked the proposed design.
There was no public comment.

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

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

12. 60 Brookside Avenue — Waiver of Demolition Delay

Staff presented this is an inventoried, ca. 1888 Queen Anne style house in a neighborhood with good
historic context. Staff recommends finding the property preferably preserved.

Laurance Lee and Lucas Carbia were present to represent the application. Mr. Lee gave background
on the project, and Mr. Carbia gave a presentation using the share screen function, showing the
proposed plans for new construction.

Mr. Schorr suggested making the porch wider to make it more practical.

Alison Conant commented that she thought the proposed design was too large for the
neighborhood.



Ms. Stein commented that she thought this was generally a good waiver design and it was a good
balance in terms of massing.

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

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

13. 34 Westminster Road — Waiver of Demolition Delay

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

Sev Vagodny was present to represent the application. Mr. Vagodny gave a presentation using the
share screen function, showing the updated elevations and describing the changes that had been
made to the plans based on commissioner feedback at the previous meeting.

Mr. Cornelius commented that he thought that the design was much improved. Mr. Cornelius also
commented that commissioners received a letter from abutters of the property that they were still
concerned about the massing of the design. Ms. Stein commented that she agreed the design had
been improved.

MaryLee Belleville commented that she found it encouraging that the applicants had taken the
commissioners comments into consideration and updated the design. Gillian Pierce commented that
she thought that there were positive updates to the design, but that overall the house was still too
large.

Mr. Armstrong made a motion to waive the demolition delay and approve the plans as drawn. Mr.
Schorr seconded the motion.

Affirmative: AMS, HS, TS, MA, DC

Negative:

Abstained / Recused:

14. 14 Fuller Avenue — Waiver of Demolition Delay

Staff presented this is a 1958 Contemporary style house in a recently inventoried neighborhood.

Dan Wu was present to represent the application. Ms. Wu gave a presentation using the share
screen function, showing photos of the existing house and neighborhood, before showing the
proposed plans for new construction.



Mr. Cornelius commented that he did not think the design would mitigate the loss of the existing
historic building. Ms. Stein commented that this house was a nice example of Mid-Century Modern
design, and that the proposed design would not mitigate the loss of that style.

Councilor Kelley commented that she lives in the neighborhood and that people in the
neighborhood are upset to see these houses demolished, and also commented that she did not
think the house would mitigate the loss of the historic home. Councilor Malakie agreed that the
design did not mitigate the loss of the historic building.

The commission did not take action on this item.
15. 40 Butts Street — Waiver of Demolition Delay

Staff presented this is a National Register listed worker’s cottage constructed in 1896. It is a well
preserved and intact example of late 19th century and early 20th century worker housing in the
area. The National Register district to which this building contributes is also well preserved and
intact.

Jeet Shahani was present to represent the application. Mr. Shahani presented the proposed plans,
and explained the changes that were made to the design since he last came before the commission.

Ms. Stein commented that the sides of the house were much preserved, but the front of the house
still looked out of place because the rear massing was so much larger. Mr. Schorr suggested making
the existing entry of the historic building the entry to one unit, and removing the entryway on the
side.

The commission did not take action on this item.
Administrative Discussion:
a) Nomination of NHC Member to the Community Preservation Commission

The commissioners unanimously voted to nominate Harvey Schorr as the NHC representative for the
Community Preservation Commission.

b) Approval of minutes

Minutes from the March 27th, April 24th, August 28th, November 20, and December 18%, 2025
hearings were unanimously approved by those in attendance at the hearing.

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous vote.

Respectfully,



