
 

Woburn Welcomes - Statewide Office Questionnaire 

 

The following questionnaire was sent to all declared candidates in each election we are following. The questionnaire is 

based in large part on that of our parent organization, Progressive Massachusetts. Questions are generally support/do 

not support, but candidates were encouraged to expand on their answers if they felt they had additional experience, 

views, or plans that they wanted to put forward. Answers have been formatted and a few typos have been corrected, 

but otherwise the answers are unchanged from those submitted by the campaigns. 

 

These answers will be part of the process Woburn Welcomes members will use to determine whether we will endorse a 

candidate in this race. We are also making them public so that our wider community and use them to inform their own 

voting decisions. All candidates were made aware that the questionnaires would be public before they filled them out. 

 

Candidate Joseph Lahiff of Lexington declined to return our questionnaire. Candidates Michelle Ciccolo of Lexington, 
Matthew Cohen of Lexington, Mary Ann Stewart of Lexington, and William Sweeney of Lexington provided in-depth 

and thoughtful answers to our questionnaire. Their answers are below, and we thank them for their participation.  

 

C. Issues of local importance 

1. Would you support or oppose legislation to hold businesses responsible for the wage violations of their 

subcontractors when the work they do is substantially connected to the company's operations? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: Yes, it is critical that worker protections exist at every level.  Businesses should be responsible for 

decisions they make, just as individuals should be.  If the absurd idea that ‘corporations are people’ is going to 

be the law, then they must be held responsible the same way individuals are. 

 

Stewart: Support 

 

Sweeney: If the subcontractor arrangement can be determined to be one of convenience to simply avoid 

responsibilities for someone who is otherwise should be treated as a employee, I’d be in favor. 

 

2. Would you support or oppose legislation to increase funding for affordable housing production (especially 

low-income housing units) and the Massachusetts Rental Voucher Program? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I support efforts and legislation to increase funding for affordable housing and the MRVP.  These 

programs provide opportunities to families and help create more diverse towns, both of which are good for 

our society. 

 

Stewart: Support 

 

 



 

Sweeney: Support, for a time until new initiative can be implemented.  In addition, the Massachusetts Rental 

Voucher Program needs to be revamped.  The policy goal needs to be getting people into affordable housing 

and not subsidizing them in unaffordable housing.  

 

3. The City of Woburn lacks enough opportunities for low-income families and seniors to find adequate housing. 

What would you do to help Woburn remedy this problem if elected? 

Ciccolo: With housing prices among the highest in the nation, Massachusetts has a two-fold housing problem 

of both supply and demand. At a time when the Federal Government is cutting back on its traditional housing 

support programs like CDBG and HOME, it is essential that we develop funding, zoning, and procedures to 

support housing creation. As a regional planner, I was a 3-term President of the Metropolitan Area Planning 

Council, and continue on with that organization as the Chair of its Legislative Committee. For nearly two 

decades we have been advocating for zoning reform and other land-use measures, and affordable housing 

legislation. 

 

If elected, I will work to ensure that the provisions of the Housing Choice legislation will be adopted to help 

cities and towns implement zoning changes. In addition, I would proactively support the Housing Bond Bill 

and other measures currently working their way through the Legislature in support of housing creation. 

Finally, I would work through the state budget process to fund 40S adequately to support payments to cities 

and towns who create multifamily housing, providing separate payments for any new school children residing 

in the new overlay districts.  

 

The City of Woburn currently has 8.7% subsidized housing per the most recent SHI published numbers by 

DHCD in September 2017. If elected, I will help Woburn to implement the goals it established for itself in its 

2016 Housing Production Plan. Some of those goals involved adopting or modifying new zoning ordinances, 

and the Housing Choice legislation mentioned above would benefit the City if passed as that law allows a 

simple majority to approve zoning ordinances that support smart-growth and housing related changes.  

 

As a career professional who served for 20 years as the Assistant Town Administrator and Community 

Development Director for the Town of Hudson, I have been at the forefront in advocating for Affordable 

Housing issues. This includes both the creation and preservation of affordable housing. With my assistance, 

we built four “over-55” housing developments for seniors. One of the projects was also a mixed use 

affordable development. My knowledge in this area would be a benefit to Woburn. Because of my work 

initiating and creating the 5- town MAGIC Regional Housing Services organization, I was honored by the Metro 

West Collaborative Development, Inc. with the 2014 Community Leadership Award. I also helped to oversee 

the creation and work of Hudson’s Affordable Housing Trust Fund. I note that Woburn’s Housing Production 

Plan recommends Woburn considering whether or not they should convert their Housing Stabilization Fund to 

a formal Municipal Affordable Housing Trust Fund, so my knowledge in this area could be of some assistance 

to Woburn if it chooses to implement a Municipal Affordable Housing Trust Fund.  

 

Cohen: Part of the answer is to increase funding for affordable housing and the MRVP, as discussed in the 

previous question.  If elected I would work to ensure the Commonwealth continue the so-called “circuit 

breaker” programs that cap the amount of tax seniors and others with financial limitations pay in taxes. 

There are also steps that can be taken in regards to flexible zoning laws that can allow for the creation of 

additional affordable housing. 

 

Stewart: Strong community prosperity includes affordable housing and a robust transportation system. Many 

people right now have a place to live thanks specifically to Chapter 40B. I personally have benefitted from 40B 



 

programs and find great value in them. I will be an advocate for these types of programs and will work with 

elected officials in Woburn to improve housing for the community.  

 

Sweeney: Increase the income of the low-income families so they can afford adequate housing and provide 

housing for the seniors through assistance and public-backed housing. 

 

4. In the 2016 elections, voters in the Commonwealth approved a measure to legalize recreational marijuana. 

However, the State Legislature’s revision of the ballot question gave local governments additional power to 

ban recreational marijuana retail from their jurisdictions. Do you support or oppose this decision? 

Ciccolo: With its strong tradition of home rule in Massachusetts, I believe that individual communities should 

have the ability to determine their own zoning and licensing practices. The State Legislature’s decision to 

empower individual communities to allow or ban marijuana by a municipal-wide ballot is a legally appropriate 

procedure which ensures that a change to an individual community’s marijuana approval or ban will be 

implemented in a fair and consistent way. 

 

Cohen: I am in favor of the legalization of marijuana, especially as far too many people, particularly in 

communities of color, are jailed or punished for non-violent offenses related to marijuana.  I have mixed 

feelings on this revision, but overall, I support it.  I generally prefer that decisions that impact local 

communities be made by those communities.  There are certainly exceptions to that belief, but this seems to 

me to be one of the times that local communities should be able to have input, as I feel they should also have 

on tobacco or liquor stores. 

 

Stewart: I support local control, but in this case, the State Legislature complicated matters. Lexington did not 

support the ballot question to legalize marijuana, despite Rep. Kaufman’s strong support. A majority vote of 

the Fall 2017 Special Town Meeting voted to prohibit sales of recreational marijuana. Many believe marijuana 

is a gateway drug, and feared recreational marijuana retail establishments would increase its use among our 

student population. Marijuana is used successfully to treat those with substance use disorder. Legalizing 

marijuana is an opportunity to shift the conversation and provide accurate information about its use.  

 

Sweeney: Local municipalities deserve the right to implement zoning laws and have planning boards that help 

shape and determine the character of their communities.  “Banning” legal activities does not fit within that 

right.  Let the case be made on a municipality by municipality basis. 

 

5. Would you support or oppose legislation to foster and develop employee ownership of businesses in 

Massachusetts and encourage the formation of cooperatives and/or benefit corporations? 

Ciccolo: Support 

 

Cohen: I would be in favor of this legislation.  Small businesses are critical and are central drivers of local 

economies.  Employee owned business, cooperatives, and benefit corporations are a great idea, as they keep 

money in our communities and place even more money into the hands of the workers. 

 

Stewart: Support. As I understand it, an employee cooperative is a business entity owned and democratically 

run by the people who work in it. They are similar to traditional businesses in that they aim to create a profit 

and become self-sustaining; they are different in that they often have bottom lines aside from making a 

profit, including worker well-being, community well-being, and environmental sustainability. 

 

Sweeney: Fully support and look to reduce certain tax expenditures to fund these efforts as a revolving 

investment fund.  Worker ownership and workplace democracy is one of my TOP priorities.  This is one of the 



 

surest paths to eliminating many economically based social ills and needs to be on of the top priorities of the 

Democratic Party.  It has not been for far too long and we need to take the reins and have Massachusetts 

known GLOBALLY as the leader in supporting workplace democracy. 

 

6. The Trump administration has discussed, proposed, or carried out a wide array of cuts to social safety-net 

programs such as Medicare and Medicaid, Social Security, SNAP, and CHIP. Do you believe the Commonwealth 

has the responsibility to mitigate cuts to these programs, and what kinds of reforms should we discuss in 

order to do so? 

Ciccolo: Yes. Good governance and the willingness of state and local communities to take action in this 

troubling time is critical and has never mattered more than it does today. As State Representative, I will 

prioritize investments in the social service programming that helps thousands of Massachusetts’ residents 

every day. Given the current administration in Washington, DC, the Massachusetts legislature must be 

prepared to step in to fill gaps in federally funded initiatives and programs. I would work with my colleagues, 

the Chair of Ways & Means, and legislative leadership to ensure we are preserving the critical services that 

benefit our most vulnerable populations. 

 

Cohen: I strongly support all of these programs.  As an example, Massachusetts should ensure all citizens who 

need it have access to Mass Health. That would help offset cuts to health care access at the federal level. 

There are other health, wellness, and social safety net programs run by the Commonwealth that might require 

increased funding in order to offset cuts by the current federal government.  It may be necessary to expand 

who is eligible for all such programs depending on who is most impacted by cuts at the federal level, as well. 

 

Stewart: These Republican plans contain changes that would cause thousands of low-income households to 

lose their benefits altogether or see critical reduction in support. Some plans do substantially more harm than 

good, with aggressive work requirements fueling increases in hunger and poverty. Most of these provisions 

would force the Commonwealth to develop large new bureaucracies, but would do little to increase 

employment. Such expensive and risky approaches run counter to evidence-based policy making. The 

Commonwealth absolutely has the responsibility to mitigate cuts to these and other programs. Working 

families need a living wage, affordable housing, and affordable healthcare. If we are able to do those things, 

we will have begun to mitigate cuts to federal programs.  

 

Sweeney: The Commonwealth can and will mitigate these cuts.  Back to my answer to the Fair Share 

amendment, one of the reasons I do not support it as written is that this is precisely the sort of program that 

should be able to be funded by a differentiated tax rate system, but would be precluded by that Amendment 

as written.    At the same time simply subsidizing people is not a long term answer.  The social safety-net 

needs to be thought of as a trampoline and not a hammock.  The policy goal needs to be to move people to a 

position of self-sustainability. 


