
CITY OF NEWTON 
 

 IN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

PROGRAMS AND SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

WEDNESDAY FEBRUARY 22, 2012 
 
Present: Ald. Sangiolo (Chairman), Blazar, Hess-Mahan, Linsky, Merrill, Baker 
Absent: Ald. Fischman, Rice 
City Staff:  John Lojek (Commissioner, Inspectional Services Department), Josh Morse 
(Public Buildings, Director of Operations) 
 
Appointment by His Honor the Mayor: 
#30-12 NAZIK KAZIMI, 16 Manemet Road, Newton Centre appointed as a 

member of the Human Rights Commission for a term of office to expire 
on January 1, 2015 (60 days 03/06/12). [01/30/2012 @ 4:34PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0 (Ald. Baker not voting) 
 
NOTE: Items #30-12 and #32-12 were discussed together.  Nazik Kazimi and  
Diane Chilingerian joined the committee. Both women currently serve on the Advisory 
Council for the Human Rights Commission.   Ms. Kazimi is an Arab American and a 
Muslim. She shared that she provides a different set of eyes in a community where people 
with her background are not as prevalent.  She would enjoy continuing as a full member 
of the Human Rights Commission.   
 Ms. Chilingerian is Armenian-American and a descendant of genocide 
survivors. She shared with the committee that she grew up in a place where she was 
different and because of that felt as though she was not a part of what was going on 
around her.  Because of these experiences she feels she has a keen sense of recognizing 
people who may feel left out of things and understands what it feels like to be 
discriminated against. Ms. Chilingerian is currently a member of a PTO and is a METCO 
advisor.  She works as a social worker at an outpatient mental health center and is trained 
in group skills and process.   
 Ald. Linsky inquired as to what the commission could do to improve their 
function.  Ms. Kazimi explained that there is much misunderstanding and misinformation 
when it comes to human rights.  Educational programs have been a big part of how the 
commission works with the public and those should continue.  Ms. Chilingerian shared 
that the Commission has some issues communicating amongst themselves which needs to 
improve.  Ald. Linsky commented that often the commission has charged issues which 
can make it very challenging.  He suggested that they look at the area of civil discourse 
and how to address areas that are difficult to discuss as ways to manage communication 
within the group.  He shared that there are a lot of resources in the area.     
 Ald. Merrill moved approval of the item which carried unanimously.   
 
Appointment by His Honor the Mayor: 
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#32-12 DIANE CHILINGERIAN appointed as a member of the Human Rights 

Commission for a term of office to expire January 1, 2015 (60 days 
03/06/12). [01/30/2012 @ 4:34PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 5-0 (Ald. Baker not voting) 
 
NOTE:  See note for item #30-12 
 

REFERRED TO PROG & SERV, PUBLIC FACIL. AND FINANCE 
COMMITTEES 

#367-10 HIS HONOR THE MAYOR requesting authorization to appropriate an 
amount not to exceed five million dollars ($5,000,000) from bonded 
indebtedness for the following: 
(B) installation of up to six modular classrooms at five elementary schools 

as well as the addition of permanent classrooms and renovations to the 
core of F.A. Day Middle School.  [11/29/10 @ 3:23 PM]  

(A)  $75,000 for site plan work for 1 modular at Horace Mann, 2 at 
Zervas, and 1 at Burr was approved on December 20, 2010. 
(B1)  $923,375 for installation of 4 modulars was approved on July 11, 
2011 
(B2A)  $86,545 for additional expenses related to the construction and 
installation of modular was approved on November 21, 2011. 
(B2B)  $102,117 for design of sprinkler systems at three elementary 
schools was approved on November 21, 2011. 
(B2C)  Six hundred forty-three thousand five hundred dollars ($643,500) 
of the remaining $3,812,963 for the design and other related expenses 
associated with the building renovations to F.A. Day Middle School was 
approved on December 19, 2011.   

 #367-10(B2) – $3,169,463 (remaining balance) for renovations to the core 
of F.A. Day Middle School and sprinkler systems was held on December 
19, 2011. 

 NOTE: Item amended as shown below to reflect the following requests 
for funding from the remaining $3,169,463: 

 
 #367-10(B2D) – One million four hundred seventy-four thousand one 

hundred ninety-four dollars ($1,474,194) of the remaining $3,169,463 for 
the purpose of funding  construction, construction administration and 
related expenses for the sprinkler system installations at the Burr, Zervas, 
and Horace-Mann Elementary Schools.   

  APPROVED BY PUBLIC FACILITIES 7-0 on 02/22/2012 
ACTION: APPROVED 3-0-3 (Ald. Linsky, Blazar, Sangiolo abstaining) 
 
NOTE:  For the details on this please refer to the Public Facilities Committee 

Report..   
 
#329-05(3) ALD. YATES requesting a discussion relative to amending the noise 

control ordinance to (A) prohibit the cumulative noise level from multiple 
pieces of equipment operating simultaneously on the same site to exceed 
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the maximum noise levels allowed when measured at the nearest lot line 
and (B) to eliminate various exemptions in residential districts. 

ACTION: HELD 5-0 (Ald. Baker not voting) 
 
NOTE: Ald. Yates directed the committee’s attention to the red-lined version of 
the ordinance (attached) which shows his intended changes.  Ald. Sangiolo shared that 
Atty. Lawlor, in her review of Ald. Yates proposal, took no issue with how this would be 
incorporated into the ordinance but did question how enforcement would take place.  To 
address this, the committee welcomed ISD Commissioner, John Lojek, to the table.   
Commissioner Lojek explained that this would be an enforcement nightmare, similar to 
what currently goes on.  The difference here though is that if you ask for a change to 
quieter equipment, then the effectiveness of the equipment may also go down, driving 
down efficiency and therefore increasing construction costs.  
 Enforcement of the noise ordinance was discussed. Enforcement is said to be an 
issue because landscapers turn off the machines as soon as the police come and turn them 
on again as soon as they pull away.  
 It was concluded by the committee that this change, and how it would affect 
building costs, would create concern in the community.  The committee determined that 
before anything is decided that it would be beneficial to have a meeting where public 
comment would be accepted.  This meeting will likely be the second meeting in March 
but could also be pushed into April.   
 The motion to hold was made which carried unanimously.   
 

REFERRED TO PROGRAMS & SERVICES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 
#422-06(2) ALD. HESS-MAHAN requesting that a task force be established to meet 

and prepare a report and recommendations regarding the regulation of 
noise, air pollution and best practices with respect to the operation of 
power equipment used in landscaping, property and yard maintenance, 
including, without limitation, leaf blowers. [01/27/09 @ 3:47 PM] 

ACTION: HELD 6-0 
 
NOTE:  Ald. Hess-Mahan discussed this item with the committee.  He began by 
briefly going over the memo he drafted outlining what has been done in other 
communities. For details on this please see the attached document.  He explained that he 
believes the most important thing is to get stakeholders and residents to identify the 
problem and how it can be addressed, and what the landscapers are willing to do to 
resolve it.  Additionally it would be a benefit to have city stakeholders involved, like the 
Police, to enforce it.  The Department of Public Health, Parks and Recreation, Public 
Works, and Inspectional Services should also be consulted about this.  

Ald. Hess-Mahan shared with the committee that he sees modeling this task force 
as a hybrid between what other communities, like Cambridge, have done and what 
Newton had done with the off-leash task force.  He further noted that Brookline recently 
enacted restrictions against leaf blowers and Wellesley and Belmont are now considering 
this as well.  He sees one option as perhaps requiring landscapers to use equipment that 
meets certain requirements for noise and is OSHA compliant which would cut down on 
much of the ailments for residents and workers.   

The breakdown of task force members is the factor that needs to be determined.  
Understanding how to measure noise is also important.  Whether this task force would 
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then advise this committee or whether another model is preferable is also to be decided, 
but the greatest concern as seen from Ald. Hess-Mahan is making sure that there is 
enough diversity and balance within the task force to allow for a variety of constructive 
input.   
 Ald. Baker shared his hopes that something will come out of this that is effective; 
he also suggested such educational efforts as distributing the noise ordinance to those 
who come in for a building permit.   Ald. Hess-Mahan agreed that the goal is to have 
something come out of this which can be enforced.  In a similar vein, it is concerning to 
some members of the committee that there is little enforcement of the noise ordinance 
and would like to discuss the issue with the Police Department to work through this 
dilemma.  
 Ald. Hess-Mahan offered to draft up a resolution for the next meeting so that the 
committee members can have something to mark up with their thoughts.  He will have 
this for the March 7th meeting.  The motion to hold was made, which carried 
unanimously.    
 
 
 
                        Respectfully Submitted,   

 
Amy Sangiolo, Chairman 



Nazik D. Kazimi· 
16 Manemet Road 
Nevnon,Ma.02459 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Ihave oeen a resident ofNevnon,Ma.for over 30 years andmy interest in serving on the Human 
Rights Commission 
comes out ofmy passion for justice, international understanding and caring about people. 

Being fortunate to travel to many parts of the world, I have been able to witness different 
cultures, which I feel 
has given me a broader appreciation for the world around us. 

Serving on various boards of local Arab and Islamic organizations, being part of the Host Family 
program at M.LT., 
volunteering with in-coming refugees from Iraq, and helping with bum victims brought to the 
Shriner's hospital has 
further strengthened my desire to help make our community a better place to live. 

rsmith
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ARTICLE II. NOISE 
 
Sec. 20-13. Noise control. 
 
 (a) This ordinance may be cited as the "Noise Control Ordinance of the City of Newton." 
 
 (b) Declaration of findings and policy. Whereas excessive sound is a serious hazard to the public health 
and welfare, safety, and the quality of life; and whereas a substantial body of science and technology exists 
by which excessive sound may be substantially abated; and, whereas the people have a right to and should 
be ensured an environment free from excessive sound that may jeopardize their health or welfare or safety 
or degrade the quality of life; now therefor it is the policy of the City of Newton to prevent excessive sound 
which may jeopardize the health and welfare or safety of its citizens or degrade the quality of life. 
 
 (c) Scope. This ordinance shall apply to the control of all sound originating within the limits of the City of 
Newton except as follows: 
 

(1) the emission of sound for the purpose of alerting persons to the existence of an emergency or the 
emission of sound in the performance of emergency work or in training exercises related to 
emergency activities; and 

 
(2) all snow clearance activities; and 
 
(3) any program or activity supervised by the parks and recreation department of the city in effect and as 

it exists on June 1, 1983. 
 
 (d) Definitions. For the purposes of this ordinance the following words and phrases shall have the 
meanings respectively ascribed to them by this section: 
 
 Construction and demolition:  Any excavation, highway construction, land development or land 
clearing work, or the erection, demolition, alteration, repair, or relocation of any building or structure, 
which uses powered equipment such as backhoes, trucks, tractors, excavators, earth moving equipment, 
compressors, motorized, or power hand tools, manual tools, or equipment of a similar nature as well as 
two-way radios or other communication equipment; or use of any equipment for recycling, screening, 
separating, or any other processing of soil , rocks, concrete, asphalt or other raw material. 
 
 Electronic devices: any radio, tape recorder or player, television, phonograph, public address system, 
loudspeaker, amplified musical instrument or any other similar device, except two-way communication 
radios. 
 
 Emergency: any occurrence or set of circumstances involving actual or imminent physical trauma or 
property damage which demands immediate action.  
 
 Emergency work: any work performed for the purpose of preventing or alleviating the physical trauma or 
property damage threatened or caused by an emergency. 
 
 Gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR): the value specified by the manufacturer as the recommended 
maximum loaded weight of a single motor vehicle. In cases where trailers and tractors are separable, the 
gross combination weight rating (GCWR), which is the value specified by the manufacturer as the 
recommended maximum loaded weight of the combination vehicle, shall be used. 
 
 Motorcycle: any unenclosed motor vehicle having two or three wheels in contact with the ground, 
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including, but not limited to, motor scooters, minibikes, and mopeds. 
 
 Motor vehicles: any vehicle which is propelled or drawn on land by a motor, such as, but not limited to, 
passenger cars, trucks, truck-trailers, semi-trailers, campers, go-carts, snowmobiles, dune buggies, or racing 
vehicles, but not including motorcycles. 
 
 Noise pollution: a condition caused by a noise source that increases noise levels 10dB(A) or more above 
background noise level, except that if the noise source produces a tonal sound, an increase at 5dB(A) or 
more above background noise level is sufficient to cause noise pollution. 
 
 Tonal sound: any sound that is judged by a listener to have the characteristics of a pure tone, whine, hum 
or buzz. 
 
 (e) Noise Pollution prohibited. 
 

(1) No person shall willfully, negligently, or through failure to provide necessary equipment or facilities 
or to take necessary precautions permit the establishment or continuation of a condition of noise 
pollution caused by a noise source (other than a dog or bird) owned, leased, kept, or controlled by 
such person, or caused by any activity of such person. 

 
(2) When the offending noise source is located in public spaces, noise measurements shall be made at, 

and noise pollution determinations made in relation to, any location a passerby might reasonably 
occupy. When the offending noise source is located on private property, noise measurements shall 
be made at, and noise pollution determinations made in relation to, the boundary line of the property 
within which the offending source is located, or as close thereto as feasible. 

 
(3) All noise level measurements made pursuant to subsection (e) shall be made with a Type I or II 

A-weighted sound level meter as specified under the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) 
standards. 

 
 (f) Time Restrictions. 
 

(1) Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (e) and subject to the maximum noise levels listed in 
subsection (g), the generation of any noise from all electric motors and/or internal combustion 
engines employed in yard, garden, or grounds maintenance is prohibited except during the 
following time periods: 
 
(A) Between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on weekdays; or 
 
(B) Between 9:30 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on Saturdays, Sundays and legal holidays as established in 

section 2-26 of these revised ordinances. 
 
(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (e) and subject to the maximum noise levels listed in 

subsection (g), the generation of any noise from construction and demolition activity is prohibited 
except during the following time periods: 
 
(A) Between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekdays; or 
 
(B) Between: 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on Saturdays; 
 
(C) Generation of any noise from construction and demolition activity is prohibited at any hour on 
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Sundays and legal holidays as established in section 2-26 of these revised ordinances, except by 
permit issued in accordance with subsection (h)(1). 

 
(3) All public address loudspeakers, either mobile or stationary, shall be prohibited from operating 

every evening from 9:00 p.m. until 7:00 a.m. the following morning. 
 
(4) No automobile, motorcycle, truck or vehicle-mounted refrigeration equipment or other motorized 

vehicle shall be left running when not in traffic, within three hundred (300) feet of any dwelling, 
hotel or residence, for a period of greater than five (5) minutes. 

 
(5) Between the hours of midnight and 6:00 a.m. deliveries and pick-ups for commercial or business 

purposes are prohibited within 300 feet of any dwelling within a residential zone excepting 
deliveries to such dwellings, deliveries of gasoline to gasoline stations, deliveries or pick-ups at 
state or federal governmental offices and any other commercial or business delivery or pick-up 
operation that does not increase noise levels 5dB(A) or more above background noise level. For 
purposes of this subsection, "deliveries" and "pick-ups" shall include the loading and unloading of a 
vehicle. 

 
(6) Between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. trash collection shall be prohibited within five 

hundred (500) feet of any dwelling. 
 
(7) Between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. no person or persons shall disturb the peace by 

causing or allowing to be made any unreasonable or excessive noise, including but not limited to 
such noise resulting from the operation of any electronic device, or from the playing of any band 
or orchestra, or from the making of excessive outcries, exclamations, or loud singing or any other 
excessive noise by a person or group of persons, provided however, that any performance, 
concert, establishment, band group or person who has received and maintains a valid license or 
permit from any department, board, or commission of the City of Newton authorized to issue 
such license or permit shall be exempt from the provisions of this section.  Unreasonable or 
excessive noise for the purposes of this section shall be defined as 5dB(A) or more above 
background level when measured not closer than the lot line of a residential lot or from the 
nearest affected dwelling unit. 

 
 (g) Maximum Noise Levels. Notwithstanding the provisions of subsections (e)(1) and (e)(2), the 
following are the maximum noise levels that are permitted for the specified purposes and noise sources: 

Maximum noise level dB(A) permitted: 

(1) Vehicles 

Vehicle Class Stationary or Moving 

All vehicles over 10,000 lbs. GVW or GCWR ........................................... 86 

All Motorcycles .......................................................................................... 82 

Automobiles and light trucks ...................................................................... 75 

 Noise measurements shall be made at a distance of fifty (50) feet from the closest point of pass-
by of a source or fifty (50) feet from a stationary vehicle. 
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(2) Construction and demolitionequipment. 

Maximum noise level dB(A) permitted: 

The cumulative noise level of all construction and demolition on one site at any one time shall not 
exceed 90dB(A).  No individual piece of equipment shall exceed a maximum noise level of 
90 dB(A).  If noise barriers are used that effectively shield nearby areas from a condition of 
noise pollution, the following devices shall be exempt from the maximum noise level  
limitations:  jackhammers; pavement breakers; pile drivers; and rock drills. 

Backhoe, bulldozer, concrete mixer, dump truck, loader, paver,  
pneumatic tools, roller, scraper ............................................................ 90 

Air compressor ............................................................................................ 85 

Generator .................................................................................................... 90 

Electric drills, sanders, saws (except chainsaws) or other power tools  
of all types, whether hand held or otherwise ........................................ 75 

 Noise measurements shall be made at a distance of fifty (50) feet from the source, or from the 
nearest lot line, whichever distance is less. 

(3) Yard, Garden, or Grounds Maintenance Equipment 

(i) Maximum noise level dB(A) permitted: 

Commercial Chipper, 3 1/2 inch or greater limb capacity 
(running at full speed but not chipping) ............................................... 90 

Commercial truck-mounted leaf vacuum .................................................... 90 

All other equipment, including home tractor, leaf blower,  
lawn mower or trimmer ........................................................................ 65 

 Noise measurements shall be made at a distance of fifty (50) feet from the source, or from the 
nearest lot line, whichever distance is less. 

(ii) Transition period.  Notwithstanding the maximum maintenance equipment noise levels listed 
in subsection (3)(i), maximum noise levels dB(A) for all yard, garden, or grounds 
maintenance equipment, excluding commercial chippers and vacuums shall be as follows: 

1.  Maximum noise level dB(A) permitted up to two (2) years after effective date of this 
Section:    

a) Home tractor, leaf blower .......................................................... 80 

b) Lawn mower or trimmer ............................................................ 75 
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2. Maximum noise level dB(A) permitted from two (2) years to four (4) years after effective 
date of this section, all equipment .................................................. 70 

 
(4) Maximum Noise Level Exclusions. The following devices shall be exempt from the maximum noise 

limitations set forth in subsection (g)(2): jack hammers, pavement breakers; pile drivers, rock drills, 
provided that effective noise barriers are used to shield nearby areas from a condition of noise 
pollution. The time limitations contained in subsection (f)(2) shall still apply. 

 
(54) Tonal Sound Corrections. When a tonal sound is emitted by a noise source specified in subsections 

(g)(1), (g)(2) and (g)(3) herein, the limit on maximum noise levels shall be 5dB(A) lower than as 
specified in subsections (g)(1), (g)(2) and (g)(3). 

 
(65) Maximum Noise Levels for HVAC systems.   No person shall operate any air conditioning, 

refrigeration or heating equipment for any residence or other structure or operate any pumping, 
filtering or heating equipment for any pool or reservoir in such manner as to create any noise 
which would cause the noise level on the premises of any other occupied property or if a 
condominium, apartment house, duplex, or attached business, within any adjoining unit, to 
exceed the background noise level by more than 5 dB(A).  This provision shall not apply, 
however, to periodic or emergency maintenance or testing of such equipment reasonably 
necessary to maintain such equipment in good working order.  Noise measurements and noise 
pollution determinations shall be taken in accordance with subsections (e)(2) and (e)(3). 

 
(76) Alternative Measurement Procedures. If it is not possible to make a good noise level measurement 

at the distance specified in subsections (g)(1), (g)(2) and (g)(3), measurement may be made at an 
alternate distance and the noise level subsequently calculated for the specified distance. 
Calculations shall be made in accordance with established engineering procedures. 

 
(87) All noise-level measurements made pursuant to subsection (g) shall be made with a Type I or II 

A-weighted sound level meter as specified under the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) 
standards. 

 
 (h) Permits for exemptions from this ordinance and for extensions of time to comply with this ordinance. 
 

(1) The mayor or his designee may grant a permit for any activity otherwise forbidden by the provisions 
of this ordinance upon a determination by the mayor or his designee that compliance in the conduct 
of such activity would cause undue hardship on the person or persons conducting such activity or on 
the community, taking into account: (i) the extent of noise pollution caused by not requiring such 
compliance; and (ii) whether reasonable efforts have been made to abate the noise. The mayor or 
his designee shall establish appropriate procedures for the processing of requests for such permits, 
including such hearings as the mayor or his designee deems appropriate. In granting any such 
permit, the mayor or his designee may impose such appropriate conditions as he deems necessary 
pursuant to this section. Copies of all such permits shall be filed with the clerk of the board of 
aldermen promptly after issuance.  Promptly after issuance, copies of all such permits shall be filed 
with the clerk of the board of aldermen and to each ward alderman for the affected ward. 

 
(2) The mayor or his designee may extend to a specified date the time for compliance with this 

ordinance in the case of any particular activity with respect to which a determination is made that 
such extension is necessary to provide a reasonable opportunity for such activity to be brought into 
compliance. No such extension shall be granted which has the effect of exempting such activity 
from compliance with this ordinance. The mayor or his designee shall establish appropriate 
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procedures for the processing of requests for such extensions of time, including such hearings as the 
mayor or his designee deems appropriate. 

 
 (i) Judicial Review. Any person aggrieved by the grant or denial of a permit pursuant to subsection (h)(1) 
or an extension of time pursuant to subsection (h)(2) may seek relief therefrom by a civil action in any court 
of competent jurisdiction as provided by the laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
 
 (j) Penalties. Violation of any of the provisions of this section shall constitute a misdemeanor and any 
person, upon conviction of such violation, shall be fined an amount not to exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00). Each day that such violation continues shall be considered to be a separate offense. 
 

 (k) Non-criminal disposition. In addition to the penalties set forth in subsection (j), where non-criminal 
disposition of specified sections of this ordinance by civil fine has been provided for in sections 20-20 
and 20-21 of the Revised Ordinances, as amended, pursuant to the authority granted by G.L. c. 40, sec. 
21D, said violations may be enforced in the manner provided in such statute.  The civil penalty for each 
such violation is set out in Sections 20-21(c) and 20-21(d).    

 (l) Severability. If any provision(s) of this ordinance or the application of such provision(s) to any person 
or circumstances shall be held invalid, the validity of the remainder of this ordinance and the applicability of 
such provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby. (Ord. No. R-331, 6-20-83; 
Ord. No. T-62, 12-4-89; Ord. No. T-200, 12-16-91; Ord. No. V-286, 3-6-00; Ord. Z-32, 7-14-08; Ord. No. 
Z-78, 02-22-11)  
Cross reference—Sounding warning devices on motor vehicles, § 19-72; noise by hawkers and peddlers, § 17-26. 
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Board of Aldermen 
2012-2013 City of Newton 
 
 

Memorandum 
 
 To: Programs & Services Committee 
 From: Alderman Ted Hess-Mahan 
 Re: #422-06(2) Leaf Blower Task Force 
 Date: February 17, 2012 
 
 
During the previous discuss of this item at the January 18, 2012 meeting, via a straw vote, 
the Committee voted in favor of moving forward with the effort to establish a task force to 
meet and prepare a report and recommendations regarding the regulation of noise, air 
pollution and best practices with respect to the operation of power equipment used in 
landscaping, property and yard maintenance, including, without limitation, leaf blowers.  The 
Committee also voted to hold the item in order to discuss a more detailed proposal for how 
to go about creating a task force, the charge and composition of the task force, as well as the 
appointing authority.  The following proposal is based on my research concerning the 
establishment of task forces in other communities that have considered and/or adopted 
similarly legislation, as well as several discussions with the Law Department. 
 

Background 
 
The leaf blower was invented in the early 1970s and introduced to the United States as a 
lawn and garden maintenance tool.  Drought conditions in California and elsewhere 
facilitated the acceptance of the leaf blower as the use of water for many garden clean-up 
tasks was prohibited by state, county and local governments.  By 1990, annual 
sales were over 800,000 nationwide, and hand-held leaf blowers had become a ubiquitous 
property maintenance implement.  According to the Outdoor Power Equipment Institute, 
an international trade association representing the $15 billion landscape, lawn and garden, 
forestry, and utility manufacturing industry, nationwide sales have continued to increase to 
nearly 2 million gas-powered leaf blowers and over 5 million gas-powered lawn trimmers in 
2010. 
 
Beginning in the mid-1970s, communities in a number of states have adopted legislation to 
regulate the noise and air pollution associated with leaf blowers and other landscaping and 
yard maintenance equipment, in particular, New York and California, which have a 
significant number of greater metropolitan areas that fail to meet minimum standards for air 
quality set by the United States Department of Environmental Protection.  In Massachusetts, 
two nearby communities, Brookline and Cambridge, have recently adopted ordinances which 
restrict or ban the use of leaf blowers during certain times of the year, and many other 
communities, including Newton, have adopted noise ordinances that restrict the times when 

422-06(2)



#422-06(2) 
Page 2 
 

1000 Commonwealth Avenue ▪ Newton, MA  02459 
www.ci.newton.ma.us/aldermen 

leaf blowers and other power equipment can be used during weekdays and on weekends.  
Wellesley is also considering adoption of a by law to restrict their use. 
 
The issues usually raised in objection to the use of leaf blowers and other landscaping 
equipment are adverse health and environmental impacts from noise, air pollution, and dust.  
In order to address these health and environmental concerns, various state, county and 
municipal governments have prepared reports in order to make recommendation for the 
adoption or amendment of laws, ordinances and regulations for their use.  The major 
findings of each report are quite similar:  leaf blowers produce exhaust emissions, re-suspend 
dust, and generate high noise levels.  Recommendations, on the other hand, vary widely and 
may include limits on the time and manner of operation, licensing of equipment to ensure 
compliance with noise and environmental standards, seasonal bans and/or outright bans on 
the use of gas-powered leaf blowers and other landscaping equipment. 
 
The study and assessment of health and environmental impacts and preparation of reports 
and recommendations for legislation to regulate the use of leaf blowers and other 
landscaping equipment has been performed by a variety of governmental agencies, 
committees and task forces.  By way of example: 
 

• In 1999, the Orange County Grand Jury, which is required by California state law to 
impanel a body of 19 to 23 members with a mandate to investigate and report on 
various criminal and civil matters, assessed the health hazards from air and noise 
pollution caused by gas-powered leaf blowers and issued a report and 
recommendations recommending actions by municipalities to reduce such health 
hazards and improve the quality of life in Orange County.   
 

• In 2000, pursuant to a resolution adopted by the California Legislature, the 
professional staff of the California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources 
Board, prepared a Report on the Potential Health and Environmental Impacts of 
Lead Blowers “to summarize for the California Legislature existing data on health 
and environmental impacts of leaf blowers, to identify relevant questions not 
answered in the literature, and suggest areas for future research.”    
 

• In 2001, in Toronto, Ontario, professional staff of the Board of Health prepared a 
report from a public health perspective on noise and air pollutant emissions from leaf 
blowers; an acceptable noise level for leaf blowers and other lawn/garden equipment; 
whether a leaf blower by-law or ban is justified based on health concerns; and by-laws 
and bans in major cities in North America that restrict leaf blower use.   

 
• In 2006, the City of Cambridge, Massachusetts created a Leaf Blower Advisory 

Committee (“LBAC”) comprised of Cambridge residents, and representatives of 
businesses and institutions to assist city staff review the city ordinances and make 
recommendations regarding the use of leaf blowers.  In 2007, the Cambridge City 
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Council ultimately adopted certain noise restrictions and a seasonal ban on the use of 
gas-powered leaf blowers within city limits. 
 

• In 2007, the City of Yonkers New York created a Green Policy Task Force, which, 
among other things, recommended the adoption of leaf blower regulations and a 
seasonal ban that was adopted by the Yonkers City Council.   

 
• In 2011, in Brookline, a group of town residents sponsored a warrant article to 

amend the noise bylaws regulating leaf blowers to establish a seasonal ban with 
exemptions for the town Department of Public Works and owners of properties 
containing more than 5 acres, which was ultimately adopted by town meeting 
members at a Special Town Meeting.  There was no formal governmental agency, 
committee or task force established to study the impacts and make recommendations, 
although the article was reviewed by the Board of Selectmen and an Advisory 
Committee. 

 
Proposed Task Force 

 
The proposed task force would be created by a resolution, modeled along the lines of 
Resolution #242-03(2), which created the Off-Leash Dog Park Task Force.  The following 
proposal adapts various elements of the task forces created by the City of Yonkers, New 
York and the City of Cambridge, Massachusetts, which I concluded were most analogous to 
the City of Newton, and also incorporates some additional elements that are intended to 
address local factors unique to Newton and its municipal government.  I have attached some 
background materials which I hope will be helpful to the members of the Committee. 
 

Task Force Charge 
 
Docket Item #422-06(2) reads as follows: 
 

ALD. HESS-MAHAN requesting that a task force be established to meet and 
prepare a report and recommendations regarding the regulation of noise, air 
pollution and best practices with respect to the operation of power equipment 
used in landscaping, property and yard maintenance, including, without 
limitation, leaf blowers. 

 
In addition to the above charge, based on the experience of the Cambridge LBAC, I would 
suggest that the task force specifically be asked to review and evaluate research provided by 
various sources on the health and environmental impacts from noise, pollution and dust 
caused by the use of leaf blowers and other landscaping equipment, various approaches to 
regulating the use thereof including ordinances and by-laws adopted by other municipalities, 
complaints and concerns of Newton residents, and the financial and operational impacts of 
various regulatory schemes, including enforcement challenges.  
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Task Force Members 

 
Based on examples from Newton and other municipalities, the composition of the task force 
should include community volunteers and one or more aldermen representing the various 
wards of the City, representatives of landscaping businesses and institutions in the City that 
use leaf blowers and other landscaping equipment for property maintenance, and city 
personnel from various departments, with relevant interests, backgrounds or expertise to 
advise the Programs & Services Committee regarding the health and environmental impacts 
of the use of leaf blowers and other landscaping equipment and make recommendations for 
regulating their use.  The task force should also include stakeholders, who would receive 
either the benefit or the burden of an ordinance further regulating or restricting the use of 
leaf blowers and other landscaping equipment, as well as the enforcement of such 
provisions.   The proposed task force would include residents, representatives of businesses 
and institutions in Newton and one aldermen, appointed by members of the Programs and 
Services Committee, and designees from various City departments appointed by the Mayor, 
to be chaired by the alderman appointee. 
 
The City of Yonkers’ Green Policy Task Force is comprised of seven community volunteers, 
each appointed by a City Council member, and a representative selected by the city 
administration.  Green Policy Task Force members compile research on and submit 
potential “green” initiatives to the city council, work on environmental quality-of-life 
improvements for the Yonkers community, apply for and administer environmental grants, 
define public health issues for the city, and foster educational outreach for Yonkers students 
and the community-at-large.  The original appointees to the task force represent varying 
backgrounds and expertise, as detailed in the Yonkers Green Policy Task Force newsletter 
attached hereto.  The task force members include environmental advocates, community 
activists, and members with experience and/or expertise in construction and installation of 
energy efficient products, solar and renewable energy, chemical engineering, conservation, 
writing grant applications for environmental initiatives and environmental education.    
 
The Cambridge Leaf Blower Advisory Committee was asked “to evaluate research provided 
by various sources, review possible restrictions on the use of leaf blowers and discuss the 
pros and cons of eliminating or restricting leaf blowers” and make recommendation through 
the City Manager to the City Council.  Initially, the LBAC was to include three residents, one 
business representative and one institutional member to work with City staff on this process.  
The membership of the LBAC, however, was subsequently expanded to include four 
residents, a representative from an equipment manufacturer, representatives from the MIT 
and Harvard Facilities Departments, a representative from a Cambridge landscaping 
firm, and departmental representatives from the City Manager’s Office and the Public 
Health, Public Works, Emergency Communications, Licensing, Police, Inspectional Services 
and Law Departments. 
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In Newton, the Board of Aldermen has created various task forces over the years to advise 
the Board.  The following are recent examples: 
 

• The Zoning Task Force (“ZTF”), which I chaired, was created to recommend 
amendments to certain zoning ordinances containing ambiguities or inconsistencies.  
The ZTF was comprised of aldermen from the Zoning and Planning and Land Use 
committees, and community volunteers including land use attorneys, homeowners, 
architects, realtors, developers, builders, planners, and advocates for affordable 
housing and historic preservation, who were assisted by city personnel from the 
Planning and Inspectional Services departments.   
 

• The Off-Leash Dog Park Task Force was created “to study whether and how the 
existing dog leash law should be amended, on a trial or other basis, to allow dogs off 
leash in Newton at certain places, times and environments, and under what 
conditions, and, if so, the places, times, environments and conditions therefor” in 
consultation with the Conservation and Parks and Recreation Commissions as well as 
the School Department.  The task force members included 4 residents and 2 
aldermen representing various wards appointed by the President of the Board, 1 
member of the Conservation Commission designated by the commission, 1 member 
of the  Parks and Recreation Commission designated by the commission, and an 
Animal Control Officer designated by the Chief of Police. 

 
• The Zoning Reform Group (“ZRG”) was appointed by the Mayor and the Board 

President in consultation with the leadership of the Land Use and Zoning & Planning 
Committees, for the purpose of developing a plan to reform Newton’s zoning code. 
Responsibilities of the ZRG included, without limitation, determining long and short 
term objectives, identifying funding options, researching best practices of 
communities that have undergone zoning reform and identifying potential resources 
to assist in the process.  The ZRG was chaired by Alderman Crossley and included a 
city planner, land use attorneys, an architect, a builder, and a retired Land Court 
judge, and was staffed by senior planners from the Planning Department.  

 
Based on the proposed charge, I would propose that the task force be comprised of the 
following: 
 

• Four (4) or eight (8) residents, representing the various wards of the City, and 
appointed by either the Programs and Services Committee or the President of the 
Board, based on recommendations from aldermen in the wards represented.  Four 
residents could represent, for example, Wards 1-2, Wards 3-4, Wards 5-6 and Ward 7-
8.  Eight residents could each represent one Ward.  To the extent possible, residents 
should include interest, experience or expertise including health care and 
environmental policy, having a home office or other home business (e.g., family day 
care), owning rental property(ies), recreation, conservation or other related field.  In 
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order to maintain balance between residents and other appointees, I would 
recommend including eight residents from the various wards.  
 

• One or more aldermen, representing various wards of the City.  For example, one 
alderman could represent Wards 1-4 and one alderman could represent Wards 5-8. 
 

• One representative from a landscaping firm in the City, appointed by the committee 
or the Board President, based on recommendations from aldermen. 

 
• One representative from an institution (e.g., Boston College, Lasell College, Mount 

Ida College), which owns substantial land and uses leaf blowers and other 
landscaping equipment to maintain their property, appointed by the committee or the 
Board President, based on recommendations from aldermen. 

 
• One representative from one of the public or private golf courses in the City, 

appointed by the committee or the Board President, based on recommendations 
from aldermen. 

 
• One representative of the Police Department, appointed by the Mayor. 

 
• One representative of the Parks and Recreation Department, appointed by the 

Mayor. 
 

• One representative of the Department of Public Works, appointed by the Mayor. 
 

• One representative of the Department of Health, appointed by the Mayor. 
 

• One representative of the Law Department, appointed by the Mayor. 
 

Appointing Authority 
 
I consulted Associate City Solicitor Ouida Young, who advised me that the Board can 
designate the appointing authority for members of the task force in the resolution, including 
the Mayor, President of the Board and/or a committee of the Board.  Since the task force 
will be primarily advising the Programs and Services Committee, I would propose that the 
residents and representatives of landscaping businesses and institutions be appointed by the 
committee, based on recommendation from aldermen.  In the alternative, the community 
volunteers could be appointed by the President of the Board, based on recommendations 
from aldermen.  The Mayor would designate representatives from the various city 
departments.  All appointments would be referred to the Programs and Services Committee. 
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Green Polic\ Task Force

Cit\ of Yonkers Green Polic\ Task Force 

Th e City  Cou n cil cr ea ted th e Gr een  Policy  Ta sk For ce (GPTF) on  Ea r th  Da y  2 007 . Th e Ta sk

For ce is com pr ised of sev en  com m u n ity  v olu n teer s,  ea ch  a ppoin ted by  a  City  Cou n cil m em ber ,

a n d a  r epr esen ta t iv e selected by  th e city  a dm in istr a t ion . Th e City  Cou n cil m a n da te to th e Ta sk

For ce is th a t  it  pr ov ide a dv ice on  issu es th a t  h a v e a n  im pa ct  on  th e h ea lth  of Yon ker s r esiden ts,

on  th e con ser v a t ion  of th e city ¶s r esou r ces,  a n d on  th e ov er a ll h ea lth  of th e en v ir on m en t  in

w h ich  Yon ker s r esiden ts liv e a n d w or k.

 

Gr een  Policy  Ta sk For ce m em ber s com pile r esea r ch  on  a n d su bm it  poten t ia l "g r een " leg isla t iv e

in it ia t iv es to th e City  Cou n cil; w or k on  en v ir on m en ta l qu a lity -of-life im pr ov em en ts for  th e

Yon ker s com m u n ity ; a pply  for  a n d a dm in ister  en v ir on m en ta l g r a n ts; defin e pu blic h ea lth

issu es for  th e city ; a n d foster  edu ca t ion a l ou tr ea ch  for  Yon ker s stu den ts a n d th e com m u n ity -a t-

la r g e.

 

Th e GPTF h olds pu blic m eet in g s a t  City  Ha ll (4 th  Floor  Con fer en ce Room ) a t  6 :3 0 p.m . on  th e

th ir d Wedn esda y  of ev er y  m on th . Plea se ch eck th e city 's w ebsite to con fir m  m eet in g s.  

Th e GPTF a lso pu blish es a  m on th ly  e-n ew sletter  to keep th e Yon ker s pu blic in for m ed a bou t

cu r r en t  en v ir on m en ta l a ffa ir s.  Click h er e to su bscr ibe.  Click h er e for  pa st  issu es.

Green Polic\ Task Force Members 

Ch a ir per son : Molly  Roffm a n

City  Cou n cil Pr esiden t: Ch u ck Lesn ick w ith  Rober t  Wa lter s

Distr ict  1 : Ma jor ity  Lea der  Pa tr icia  McDow  w ith  Ma r g a r et  Setter h olm

Distr ict  2 : Cou n cilm em ber  Wilson  Ter r er o w ith  Nor tr u d Sper o

Distr ict  3 : Cou n cilm em ber  Joa n  Gr on ow ski w ith  Rober t  Hoth a n  

Distr ict  4 : Cou n cilm em ber  Den n is Sh eph er d w ith  Ter r y  Josh i

Distr ict  5 : Min or ity  Lea der  Joh n  Mu r ta g h  w ith  Molly  Roffm a n

Distr ict  6 : Cou n cilm em ber  Joh n  La r kin  w ith  Mel Goldstein

Ma y or 's a ppoin tee: Open  Sea t  

Coor din a tor : La u r a  Fa h r en th old-Pit tm a n , 9 1 4 -3 3 7 -6 06 7

Em a il th e Ta sk For ce h er e: La u r a .Fa h r en th old@y on ker sn y .g ov
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A Message from the City Manager's
Office

Aug 30, 2006

Leaf Blower Task Force Members Sought

The City of Cambridge is establishing a new  task force to review  the city¶s Noise Ordinance and make

recommendations regarding the use of leaf blow ers.

The Task Force w ill be asked to evaluate research provided by various sources, review  possible

restrictions on the use of leaf blow ers and discuss the pros and cons of eliminating or restricting leaf

blow ers.  The Task Force w ill be responsible for making recommendations through the City Manager

to the City Council by the end of the year.

For the Leaf Blow er Task Force, the City is seeking three residential members, one business

representative and one institutional member to w ork w ith City staff on this process.

Interested persons should submit a letter of interest b\ Frida\, September 29, 2006 via phone, fax

or E-mail to:

Richard C. Rossi, Deputy City Manager

City of Cambridge

795 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139

E-mail: deputycitymanager@cambridgema.gov 

Fax 617-349-4307

 

��
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City Manager Letter

 April 23, 2007

To the Honorable, the City Council:

In response to Awaiting Report Item Number 07-53, regarding a report on the actions and status of the Leaf Blowers

task force, the Leaf Blower Advisory Committee reports the following:

Overview and Recommendation:

Attached is a draft amendment to the Noise Ordinance, Chapter 8.16 of the Cambridge Municipal Code, which

addresses noise and emissions from leaf blowers.  This proposed amendment   is recommended by a consensus of the

Leaf Blower Advisory Committee (“LBAC”) after much discussion, research and a field demonstration. The LBAC

does not recommend a ban on all leaf blowers (although it proposes to ban use of equipment that does not meet

current noise and emissions standards), acknowledging that when current technologies are used properly, leaf blowing

can be an appropriate and cost-efficient maintenance tool. The draft Ordinance amendment accomplishes the

following:   restricts use of leaf blowers to those certified as meeting current noise and emission standards; limits use

to between the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 7:00 P.M. Monday through Friday and between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and

5:00 P.M. Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays; requires training in proper use by commercial, institutional and

municipal landscaping operators; provides education in the proper use of leaf blowers to the general public; and

provides for the promulgation of regulations enabling the implementation and enforcement of the Ordinance.

Background:

Pursuant to the City Council¶s October 16, 2006 order, the Leaf Blowers Advisory Committee (“LBAC”) was

appointed in October 2006 and consists of Cambridge residents, a representative from an equipment manufacturer,

representatives from the MIT and Harvard Facilities Departments, a representative from a Cambridge landscaping

firm, and departmental representatives from the City Manager¶s Office and the Public Health, Public Works,

Emergency Communications, Licensing, Police, Inspectional Services and Law Departments.

The LBAC met through the fall of 2006 and winter of 2007 to review research from around the country on leaf

blower noise and environmental impacts, various approaches to regulation, complaints and concerns of Cambridge

residents, and the financial and operational impacts of various regulatory schemes, including enforcement challenges.

In the course of its review, the LBAC attended live decibel testing of a variety of older and newer leaf blower

equipment and discussed with a manufacturer¶s representative the changes in equipment technology in recent years

and changes in the EPA emissions standards and American National Standards Institute¶s (ANSI) noise standards,

which have required manufacturers to make quieter, less polluting equipment. The manufacturer¶s representative

explained that equipment built to meet the current (January 2006) ANSI standard, requiring leaf blowers not to

exceed 65 decibels, resulted in equipment that would also meet current EPA emissions standards.

LBAC members contacted communities around the country that have enacted leaf blower restrictions and discussed

those communities¶ experiences in their efforts to restrict or ban the use of leaf blowers.

Discussion by the LBAC addressed inappropriate use of equipment, lack of training in proper use, reasonable

restriction on hours of use and a range of enforcement challenges experienced by other communities with leaf blower

restrictions. Institutional, municipal and private landscape business members of the LBAC described the significant

labor costs that a ban would impose, as well as increased costs to clients of private landscape businesses if leaf
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bORZeUV cRXOd QRW be XVed. The SUiYaWe OaQdVcaSe bXViQeVV UeSUeVeQWaWiYe aOVR e[SOaiQed hRZ RYeUO\ UeVWUicWiYe hRXUV

RQ ZeeNda\V aQd ZeeNeQdV ZRXOd aYeUVeO\ iPSacW hiV abiOiW\ WR dR bXViQeVV iQ CaPbUidge. The PXbOic WRUNV

UeSUeVeQWaWiYe e[SOaiQed WhaW if Oeaf bORZeUV cRXOd QRW be XVed, WheQ ciW\ SaUNV cRXOd QRW be cOeaQed aV fUeTXeQWO\, dXe

WR Whe VigQificaQWO\ UedXced efficieQc\ Rf ZRUN cUeZV ZRUNiQg ZiWhRXW WhiV WiPe-VaYiQg eTXiSPeQW. She fXUWheU

e[SOaiQed WhaW Whe cRVW Rf SeUfRUPiQg aOO OaQdVcaSe cOeaQ XS ZRUN ZiWhRXW Oeaf bORZeUV ZRXOd dUaPaWicaOO\ iQcUeaVe

SaUN aQd SXbOic OaQd PaiQWeQaQce cRVWV b\ a facWRU Rf 3-5 WiPeV cXUUeQW cRVWV.

DiVcXVViRQV fRcXVed RQ hRZ WR addUeVV Whe PaQ\ cRPSeWiQg cRQceUQV. The LBAC Ueached a cRQVeQVXV WhaW

CaPbUidge VhRXOd eQacW UegXOaWiRQV WhaW ZRXOd addUeVV aQd PiWigaWe QRiVe aQd SROOXWiRQ iPSacWV ZhiOe eQabOiQg

UeaVRQabOe aQd aSSURSUiaWe XVe Rf Oeaf bORZeUV. IW ZaV geQeUaOO\ agUeed b\ Whe LBAC WhaW Whe SURbOePV aUiVe fURP

iPSURSeU XVe aQd RYeU XVe Rf Oeaf bORZeUV, QRW fURP aSSURSUiaWe XVe Rf eTXiSPeQW WhaW PeeWV cXUUeQW QRiVe aQd

ePiVViRQV VWaQdaUdV.

The LBAC UeYieZed UeVWUicWiRQV aQd OaZV fURP RWheU cRPPXQiWieV aQd deYeORSed Whe SURSRVed OUdiQaQce

aPeQdPeQW fRU CaPbUidge, a cRS\ Rf Zhich iV aWWached. The SURSRVed OUdiQaQce aPeQdPeQW addUeVVeV Whe

fUaPeZRUN fRU OiPiWaWiRQV RQ Whe W\Se Rf SeUPiVVibOe eTXiSPeQW, ceUWificaWiRQ aQd WUaiQiQg iQ SURSeU XVe, OiPiWaWiRQV

RQ WiPe Rf XVe, a deVcUiSWiRQ Rf iPSURSeU XVe aQd OiPiWaWiRQV RQ QXPbeUV Rf Oeaf bORZeUV SeUPiWWed WR be XVed iQ

VPaOOeU SaUceOV. A fUaPeZRUN deVcUiSWiRQ Rf aQ edXcaWiRQ aQd WUaiQiQg SURgUaP iV SURYided iQ Whe OUdiQaQce

aPeQdPeQW.  PURYiViRQV fRU eQfRUcePeQW UegXOaWiRQV aUe aOUead\ iQcOXded iQ Whe e[iVWiQg OUdiQaQce.

IW iV aQWiciSaWed WhaW deWaiOed deYeORSPeQW Rf aQ iPSOePeQWaWiRQ SURgUaP, iQcOXdiQg Whe WUaiQiQg aQd ceUWificaWiRQ

SURgUaP, RXWUeach aQd SURPRWiRQaO effRUWV, aQ eQfRUcePeQW VWUaWeg\ aQd VWaffiQg effRUWV, a diVSXWe UeVROXWiRQ

SURgUaP, deYeORSPeQW Rf a hRWOiQe aQd/RU RQOiQe UeSRUWiQg PechaQiVP, aQd e[SORUiQg Whe SRVVibiOiW\ Rf a

diVcRXQW/bX\bacN iQceQWiYe SURgUaP ZiOO WaNe aSSUR[iPaWeO\ QiQe PRQWhV fURP Whe WiPe aQ OUdiQaQce aPeQdPeQW iV

SaVVed.

  

 VeU\ WUXO\ \RXUV,

  

  

  

 RRbeUW W. HeaO\

 CiW\ MaQageU

RWH/Pec

AWWachPeQW(V)

 

VieZ attached letter
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CITY OF NEWTON

IN BOARD OF ALDERMEN

February 22, 2005

BE IT RESOLVED:

 WHEREAS, a number of dog owners in Newton have requested that the Board of
Aldermen consider amending the dog leash law to allow, on a trial or other basis, dogs
off leash at appropriate locations throughout the city, if possible, under appropriate
conditions, and/or at appropriate times; and

 WHEREAS, many Newton residents have expressed concerns that dogs off leash
pose risks to health, safety, and the peaceful enjoyment of public spaces; and

 WHEREAS, residents of Newton have expressed concern that Newton’s dog
leash law is not working effectively to protect adequately the interests of residents
generally and dog owners and their dogs specifically; and

 WHEREAS, a number of other communities in Massachusetts and elsewhere
have instituted, on a trial or other basis, measures to permit dogs off leash at specified
locations, with or without fences, and/or during specified hours; and

 WHEREAS, specific concerns have been expressed about allowing dogs off leash
in areas where children customarily play, such as schoolyards and small neighborhood
parks and playgrounds, or in conservation areas;

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Newton Board of Aldermen,
that

1. the Board of Aldermen establish a Special Task Force to study whether and
how the existing dog leash law should be amended, on a trial or other basis, to
allow dogs off leash in Newton at certain places, times, and environments, and
under what conditions, and, if so, the places, times, environments, and
conditions therefor;

2. based on the results of its study, said Special Task Force shall make
recommendations to the Board of Aldermen for any amendments to the dog
leash law,  on a trial or other basis, for consideration by the Board;

3. said Special Task Force shall conduct its study in whatever manner it deems
appropriate, including, but not limited to, early consultation with the
Conservation and Parks and Recreation Commissions about criteria and/or
areas for consideration during the Special Task Force’s study, as well as
consultation with the School Department about special concerns about school
playground sites, and the holding of such meetings or public hearings as the
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Special Task Force deems appropriate, all in order to provide to the Board the
fullest possible information about such topics as

• the functioning of the present dog leash law;
• environmental, health, and safety impacts of dogs off leash, including

the effects of other dog-related ordinances;
• enforcement of measures allowing dogs off leash and related

ordinances, including personnel, funding, and fines for violations; and
• the experience of other communities with respect to measures allowing

dogs off leash.

4. the membership of said Special Task Force shall consist of:

4 citizens (1 each from Wards 1-2, 3-4, 5-6, and 7-8), to be appointed by
the President of the Board of Aldermen, from  recommendations by the
aldermen from such wards;

2 aldermen (1 each from Wards 1-4 and 5-8),  to be appointed by the
President of the Board of Aldermen;

1 member of the Newton Parks and Recreation Commission, to be
designated by the Commission;

1 member of the Newton Conservation Commission, to be designated by
the Commission; and

an Animal Control Officer of the Newton Police Department, to be
designated by the Chief of Police.

5. the members of the Special Task Force shall choose the Chair and        the
Vice Chair of the Special Task Force;

6. this resolution shall be forwarded to the Special Task Force as its
charge from the Board of Aldermen; and

7. during such study by the Special Task Force the existing Newton dog leash
law shall remain in full force and effect and shall be enforced even-handedly
throughout the city.

This Resolution adopted by an 18 -2 (Ald. Gentile and Gerst opposed; Ald. Johnson,
Merrill, Salvucci, and Schnipper absent) vote of the Newton Board of Aldermen this day
of February 22, 2005.

(SGD) EDWARD G. ENGLISH, City Clerk
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