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1. Zoning Proposal: Focus on design standards 

Comparison to Version 1.0: 

 Design Standards 

Version 1.0 Version 1.0 of the proposed zoning text incorporated many design 

standards into the zoning ordinance and included a proposed set of 

discretionary design guidelines meant to guide site plan and special 

permit review. 

Proposed Focus on incorporating all non-discretionary design elements into the 

zoning and revisit design guidelines in the future as a tool for Planning 

Board and City Council.  

 

What? 

● Design standards are built into almost every section of the VCOD zoning in order to 

ensure new by-right development positively contribute to Newton’s village centers. 

Design standards are non-discretionary and must be complied with just like any other 

zoning requirement, such as maximum height or minimum setbacks.  

● Design guidelines are a useful tool to provide additional guidance to developers and 

decision makers however they are not necessary at this time given the strength of the 

design standards.  

● The proposed design standards regulate the placement of the building on the site, the 

size and shape of the building, the public space created, and many architectural features 

of the building. See attached list of design standards by category. A version of the 

proposed zoning text with design standards highlighted can also be found here. 

Why?  

● The focus at this time should be on crafting zoning that ensures quality outcomes for by-

right projects. Design guidelines can be revisited at a future date as part of a tool to be 

used by the Planning Board and City Council during review. 

Additional Resources 

Below is a table listing the design standards by category followed by rendered perspectives of 

three streets across the village centers with the incorporated design standards identified.  

  

https://www.newtonma.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/97129
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2. Village Center Zoning Proposal: Identify Mixed-Use Priority Streets 

Comparison to Version 1.0:  

 Mixed-Use 

Version 1.0 Mixed-use and residential allowed by-right in VC3 and VC2 zones. Mixed-
use incentivized in VC3 by allowing 4.5 stories for mixed-use and 2.5 
stories for all residential. Some limited commercial uses allowed by 
special permit in VC1. 

Proposed Prioritize certain streets (see maps below) in the VC3 and VC2 districts for 
mixed-use development by a combination of incentives and requirements. 
Require at least 75% of the ground floor frontage be dedicated to active 
commercial uses. Allow ground floor residential in these areas by special 
permit. Limit VC1 to residential uses only.  

 

What? 
● Focus mixed-use incentives/requirements street by street where ground floor 

commercial uses are critical to the long-term vitality of the village center. Allow mixed-

use or fully residential development in other areas of VC3 and VC2.  

● Utilize incentives for mixed-use in village centers near the commuter rail or green line 

stations to comply with MBTA communities and require mixed-use, unless waived by 

special permit, elsewhere.  

● Allow ground floor residential uses along Mixed-Use Priority Streets by special permit 

 

Why?  

● Current business zones require a special permit to locate residential uses on the ground 

floor in lieu of commercial uses. It is important to preserve active ground-floor 

commercial uses on key streets in the core of village centers. 

● MBTA Communities does not allow zoning that requires mixed-use, however mixed-use 

can still be permitted or even incentivized. 

● Version 1.0 focused on the VC3 district and incentivized mixed-use by allowing 4.5 

stories in lieu of 2.5. This approach included some areas where ground floor commercial 

is less critical and ignored some key commercial streets in the VC2 districts, such as 

Watertown Street in Nonantum. 

● The attached maps take a finer grained approach by designating mixed-use priority 

streets 

 

Additional Resources  

The maps below represent an initial draft of the Mixed-Use Priority Streets (identified by a 

black line). The maps do not represent any other changes anticipated in version 2.0 at this time. 
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Upper Falls 

Newton Highlands 
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Newton Centre 

Lower Falls 
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Newton Corner 

Nonantum 
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Four Corners 

Thompsonville 
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Newtonville 

Waban 
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Auburndale 

West Newton 
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3. Village Center Zoning Proposal: Prioritize historic preservation 

Comparison to Version 1.0:  

 Local Historic Districts Adaptive Reuse 

Version 1.0 Some minimal overlap with 
Newtonville and Upper Falls 
local historic districts 

Section reserved 

Proposed Remove properties within 
local historic districts from 
VCOD boundaries 

Incentivize reuse of pre-1940 
buildings in the VC2 and VC3 
districts by exempting certain 
zoning requirements such as 
parking and open space if building 
is retained 

 

What? 

● Revise maps to remove properties in local historic districts from proposed VCOD 

boundaries 

● Include incentives for reuse of existing pre-1940s buildings in VC2 and VC3 districts by 

exempting certain zoning requirements if the building is preserved. Incentives include: 

○ Building footprint bonus for additions (new construction portions must still 

comply with height and setback requirements) 

○ Exempt from parking requirements 

○ Exempt from open space requirements 

○ Site plan review for parcels over 30,000 sf in lieu of a special permit 

● Identify landmarks on VCOD maps 

 

Why?  

● Existing zoning requirements can create a hurdle to the adaptive reuse of existing 

buildings as they were often built prior to zoning requirements. Existing buildings are 

often non-conforming related to zoning requirements such as height, floor area, 

setbacks, uses, and parking. Allowing for some modest expansion and changes in use 

without triggering zoning requirements allows for easier preservation of existing 

buildings and disincentivizes demolition. 

● Allows for more options for the preservation and reuse of churches that may have 

dwindling congregations. Under existing zoning religious uses are exempt from most 

zoning requirements, however conversion of the space to new uses triggers zoning 

requirements such as parking.  
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4. Village Center Zoning Proposal: Reduce residential parking requirements in 

village centers 

Comparison to Version 1.0:  

 Residential Residential w/in 0.25 
miles of transit station 

Adaptive Reuse 

Version 1.0 1 per unit 1 per unit 1 per unit 

Proposed 0.5 per unit 0 per unit min 
1 per unit max 

None 

 

What? 

● Reduce residential parking requirements for all residential uses in VCOD and remove 

parking requirement for residential units within a quarter mile of transit and for 

adaptive reuse of existing buildings.  

● Set a parking maximum of 1 space per unit for residential uses within a quarter mile of 

transit stations. 

Why?  

● Utile/Landwise analysis found that parking minimums had significant negative impact on 

site design and overall financial feasibility 

● Parking mandates drive up the cost of housing and encourage vehicular use, 

contributing to traffic and carbon emissions 

● Recent data from multifamily and mixed-use buildings across Newton and the region 

supports reducing or eliminating parking minimums and setting maximums 

● Only approximately 50% of existing multifamily parking spaces in Newton are actually 

being used  

● The average number of vehicles per unit across 10 multifamily developments in Newton 

is 0.8 per unit 

● At 28 Austin Street, 95 underground parking stalls are provided for 68 units, at an 

estimate cost of $75,000 to construct each space, and an overnight count only found 44 

vehicles utilizing the parking 

● MAPC’s analysis found that parking supply per unit was the dominant factor associated 

with parking demand. Each additional parking space per unit is associated with an 

increase of 0.24 parked cars per household. 

● MAPC recommends moving from parking minimums to maximums, reducing parking 

ratios, unbundling parking from housing costs, and exploring strategies for shared 

parking 
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● Aligns with MBTA Communities multifamily zoning guidelines 

 

Other Considerations 

• Should the parking exemption be extended beyond a quarter-mile radius from transit? 

• Should the zoning include parking maximums beyond a quarter-mile radius from transit? 

Additional Resources 

See attached MAPC presentation on parking analysis across Metro West at the end of this 

document. 
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5. Village Center Zoning Proposal: Eliminate special permits for additional 

building height or footprint 

Comparison to Version 1.0:  

 VC1 VC2 VC3 

By-Right Special 
Permit 

By-Right Special 
Permit 

By-Right Special 
Permit 

Version 1.0 2.5 stories 
5,000 sf 
footprint 

3.5 stories 
7,500 sf 
footprint 

3.5 stories 
10,000 sf 
footprint 

4.5 stories 
12,500 sf 
footprint 

4.5 stories 
15,000 sf 
footprint 

5.5 stories 
17,500 sf 
footprint 

Proposed 2.5 stories 
4,000 sf* 
footprint 

N/A 3.5 stories 
10,000 sf 
footprint 

N/A 4.5 stories 
15,000 sf 
footprint 

N/A 

*Planning and Utile are working on a further revision to VC1 

What? 

● When the framework for Version 1.0 of the VCOD was presented in June of 2022 and 

when the first drafts of the proposed maps were released each proposed district listed a 

by-right height and footprint and a height and footprint allowed by special permit.  

● The version 1.0 draft text did not include the ability to increase height by special permit. 

● Planning proposes removing the option to increase height and/or footprint by special 

permit.  

 

Why?  

● The by-right zoning parameters were informed by economic analysis to ensure that they 

allowed for feasible development.  

● Feedback during engagement around the version 1.0 maps and draft text included 

concerns that most developers would seek and be granted the extra height and 

footprint. 
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6. Village Center Zoning Proposal: Apply consistent policy to zoning of City-

owned parcels 

Comparison to Version 1.0:  

 Zoning for Publicly Owned 
Parcels with Municipal 
Buildings 

Zoning for Publicly Owned 
Surface Parking Lots 

Version 1.0 Mix of VCOD districts and 
Public Use 

Mix of VCOD districts and 
Public Use 

Proposed Public Use VCOD districts 

 

What? 

● Rezone City-owned surface parking lots as part of VCOD. Ensure all City-owned parcels 

containing municipal buildings are zoned Public Use.  

Why?  

● Existing zoning for City-owned properties should be cleaned up as part of this process. 

● There was feedback during the engagement process that it would make sense to rezone 

the City-owned surface parking lots to signal what might be feasible if the City chooses 

in the future to partner with a developer to build on these lots, similar to 28 Austin 

Street. 

● City-owned land will still need to go through the disposition process and the Real 

Property Reuse committee of City Council 

 
 

 


