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Minutes 
Conference Room, 3rd Floor, City Hall, 93 Highland Avenue  

6:40 p.m. on Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
 

Meeting was moved to the Aldermen’s Committee Room due to the heat and the number of people attending the 
meeting. 
 
Staff Present:  Kristi Chase, Amie Hayes and Brandon Wilson (in and out). 
 
Members Present:  Jillian Adams, Dick Bauer, Alan Bingham*, George Born**, Ryan Falvey, Abby 
Freedman, Eric Parkes, and Todd Zinn*.  George Born arrived at 9:00 PM 
 
Members Absent:  Natasha Burger, DJ Chagnon*, Tom DeYoung*, Derick Snare*and Brad Stearns*. 
 
*Alternates  
 
**Alternate not voting, except on one set of minutes when he had been present but another alternate, who 
had arrived at the meeting earlier, had not been present and therefore recused himself for that set of 
minutes. 
 
Others Present:  Remo Avellani, Mike Avery, Kira Barnum, John Belski, Carol Rae Bradford, Adam 
Dash, Tuman Feldman, Kathy Felgran, Shanna Franckum, Richard DiGirolamo, Keith Glover, Nancy 
Goldberg, Lorraine Grzyb, Jai Singh Khalsa, Hala Jadallah, Attila Javor, Alderman Tony Lafuente, 
Andrew LaFuente, Jonathan Marks, Boudial Mez, Sam Millen, Stefano Monti, Claudia Murrow, Miriam 
Newman, Sara-Ann Paterson, Katya Podsiadlo, George Proakis, Theresa and Bill Romanoff, Richard 
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Schieferdecker, Daniel J Siciliano, John Spritzler, Fred Starikov, Ann Starr, Alderman Dennis Sullivan, 
Samira Tufaha, Alderman Bill White, Shangshe Xuyu,  
 
Proposed Alterations to Designated Historic Properties 
HPC Review for Issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness 
 

11 Linden Avenue – c.1853 Isaac Story House (case HPC 2012.075 R3) 
Applicant:  Linden Tree Realty Trust 
Property Owner:  Linden Tree Realty Trust 
Application Date: June 27, 2013 
Legal Notice: Revision to driveway and curb cut. 
Recommendation: Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Heard on Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Richard DiGirolamo presented with Katya Podsiadlo, Landscape Architect.  They 

went over the reasons for altering the plan previously approved for the driveway 
entrance.  Fire Department regulations determine the need for a 14’ wide entry to 
the driveway.   

In order to minimize the loss of on-street parking to the south, they propose to 
move the granite post 3’ to the north instead of 3’ to the south of its present 
location which should not affect the existing number of street spaces although it 
would have more effect on the historic property by moving the retaining wall and 
cutting into the hill.  The curb cut would only need to be moved 1’ because it is 
already off-center to the driveway entry. 

Keith Glover, owner had met with the Fire Department, who said that it met their 
requirements and that the turning radius was adequate.  Amie Hayes had received a 
confirmation of this from the Fire Department.  Unfortunately, this would mean 
moving the retaining wall and some of the earth behind it.  Katya Podsiadlo also 
said that she did not believe that the retaining wall was as old as the wall along the 
side walk which is slate.  They needed to ensure that the steps were protected at 
the same time and the landscape plan reflects that.   

Public Comments John Belski said that he had spoken at several neighborhood meetings and that he 
had been told that there would be no changes to the curb cuts.  Then at ZBA, he 
was informed that there would be alterations to the curb cut.  Katya Podsiadlo said 
that she had not met with Fire Department, others at her firm had so she was 
unaware of the issue.  She may have been misinformed.  However, they still had to 
deal with the Fire Department requirements.  John Belski said that he believes that 
curb cuts are not appropriate; that there would be a loss of parking on the street.  
He does not approve of either of the options on the table.  Why should the 
neighborhood suffer at the hands of a developer who will sell the property?   

Mr. Belski further noted that most of the neighbors were unaware of the proposed 
development underway until the project was fairly far along. 

Theresa Romanoff stated that Cambridge did a better job of protecting green space 
than Somerville does and she is concerned about its loss.  She stated that in 
Cambridge, one can’t build on a historic property for profit.  Neighborhood does 
not want any building on property.   

Keith Glover, owner said that there would be no loss of parking with this plan.  To 
the south side – yes, it would be tight especially in the winter, but not to the north 
where only one foot would be eliminated from the curb.  
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Staff Report Amie Hayes presented the Staff Report recommending Option A of the Plans received 
on July 11, 2013. 

Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.16 – 7.27, HPC 
Design Guidelines, and Massachusetts Historical Commission Property Survey Form, 
photographs of the site and the granite walls and posts in situ, meetings with the 
project team and sketches of the proposed wall layout on Linden Avenue by Blair 
Hines Design Associates received on July 11, 2013.  

Discussion In response to John Belski’s comments about issues discussed in neighborhood 
meetings, Jillian Adams and Dick Bauer informed him that the HPC has no 
jurisdiction over the curb cut locations, which were the purview of the ZBA.   The 
Commission evaluates a project on the historic nature of the property but was 
constrained by the Fire Department, effects of appropriate.  The Commission can only 
determine whether entry should be moved.  HPC can only give permission for 
alterations on the property such as the driveway.  Tonight they were addressing the 
relocation of a granite pillar and wall.  Also in response to his comments about 
notification procedures, he was informed that all directly abutting owners had been 
notified.  

Abby Freedman said that she thought the wall might be historic since not mortared.  
Had the Landscape Architect on the Commission seen the wall?  What was his opinion 
on age of the wall?  DJ Chagnon, LA, had not been to site but had reviewed the plans.  
Abby Freedman said that she found the angle of entry rather sharp.  It would cut off a 
corner of the original lot on which it sat and made the property line look strange.   

Jillian Adams also asked whether the retaining wall materials would be reused.  They 
would.  Eric Parkes asked that transition be made smoother and rounder.  The design 
seemed to be a little forced.  A dirt driveway assumes the shape needed for its purpose.  
He would prefer to keep the entry as it is but of the alternatives presented he preferred 
option A.  Katya Podsiadlo noted that the protection of the steps was a concern when 
designing the entry into the parking area.  The sketch probably showed the transition 
straighter than it needed to be.  The pavers, as placed could go in a littler more 
rounded.  Attila Javor said that he could round the retaining wall and install the pavers 
in a more fluid manner.  Alan Bingham thought that neither option was palatable and 
stated that his choice would be:  “Don’t build it.”  Abby Freedman said that she found 
that if it is hard to meet the parking requirements then the project is too large.  The 
width of driveway, retention of layout with the retaining wall all continues to be 
problematic.   If there were no development there would be no need to enlarge curb 
cut. Richard DiGirolamo replied that the Fire Department requirements have nothing 
to do with size of project.  The 14’ driveway is necessary regardless of size of project.  

Decision The Commission voted (6-1 (Abby Freedman)) to grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the following: 

1. Modifications to revise the driveway and site plan shall be consistent with the 
plan (Option A, dated 7/16/2013) presented on 7/16/2013;  

2. There shall be efforts made to soften the reconstructed wall to be less angular 
than the approved Option A which shall have Staff review and supervision 
through the reconstruction process; 

3. Approval of this modified driveway and site plan by the Zoning Board of 
Appeals; and 

4. Further minor changes to the driveway or site plan shall be subject to HPC 
Staff review and approval.  
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22 Summer Street – c. 1870 Huff-Mulholland House (case HPC 2013.030) 
Applicant:  Laura Mackil 
Property Owner:  Laura Macki  
Application Date: June 11, 2013 
Legal Notice: Install solar panels on roof of house 
Recommendation: Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Request to withdraw on July 15, 2013  
Decision The Commission voted unanimously (7-0) to grant the request to withdraw without 

prejudice. 

 

10 Westwood Road - 1897 Edward Jackman House (case HPC 2013.032) 
Applicant:  Michael Avery 
Property Owner:  Michael Avery 
Application Date: June 12, 2013 
Legal Notice: Replace iron handrails with wood rails, balusters and newel posts. 
Recommendation: Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Mike Avery presented.  The existing wrought iron railings would come down.  The 

house next door has posts he would like to and would be it in-line with those in the 
neighborhood. 

Staff Report Kristi Chase presented the Staff Report. 
Public Comments None 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.16 – 7.27, 

HPC Design Guidelines, and Massachusetts Historical Commission Property 
Survey Form, and site visits. 

Discussion Jillian Adams noticed that there were no hand rails in the historic photo. Abby 
Freedman noted that historic posts were square and bulky. The new posts might 
need to be heavier than those shown on the neighbor’s porch. Jillian Adams 
requested that Mr. Avery come back with the measurements of the columns since 
the posts should have dimension comparable to what’s there.  The dimensions 
would need to be compatible, not too thin or too wide. Eric Parkes noted that 6” x 
6” might work since the railings are off center from the porch and would take 
away from the need to completely align the columns and railings.  A cardboard 
sample could be sufficient for the Staff to make the determination of the correct 
dimensions. Ryan Falvey noted that it would be a great improvement. 

Decision The Commission voted unanimously (7-0) to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness 
with the following conditions: 

1. The existing metal hand rails are removed;  
2. The new wood handrails, balusters will be similar to the existing porch 

balusters and consistent with those seen in the historic photo 1of 0 
Westwood Road on the upper porch; 

3. The newel posts will be similar to those found at 12 Westwood Road; and 
4. The dimensions of the posts relative to the columns will be reviewed and 

approved by Staff.  
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17-19R Aldersey Street - 1869 Adoniram Taylor House and Stable (case HPC 2013.034) 
Applicant:  Peter Kaplan, Project Manager 
Property Owner:  RCG Aldersey LLC, Owner 
Application Date: June 24, 2013 
Legal Notice: Replace chain link fence with 6’ wood and lattice fence; construct trash enclosure 

to match; and install walkway from parking area to front steps. 
Recommendation: Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Abby Freedman recused herself as she is an abutter to the project and left the 

room. 

 

Peter Kaplan presented. There are a series of small landscape changes they would 
like to make, essentially not visible from the public right of way.  However, there 
is a chain link fence along the rear of the property that they would like to hide with 
a solid 6’ board and lattice design which would also be used to form an 8’ x 8’ 
trash enclosure next to the garage.  They would also like to install an 18” x 18” 
granite paver walkway from the driveway to the front of the house. 

Staff Report Kristi Chase presented the Staff Report. 
Public Comments None 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.16 – 7.27, 

HPC Design Guidelines, and Massachusetts Historical Commission Property 
Survey Form, and site visits 

Discussion The Commission had some questions about the use of granite for the walkway as 
one walkway from the street was brick and two were cement.  Peter Kaplan 
responded that there were granite foundations.  They would be re-doing the 
walkways in brick at some point.  Currently, he wanted something that would be 
permeable and met the size of the average pace. 
The Commission noted that the fence would be a definite upgrade from the chain 
link. 

Decision The Commission voted unanimously (7-0) to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness 
under the following conditions: 

1. The installation of the board and lattice fence on the rear property line 
shall be 6’ high with lattice installed in the vertical as opposed to the 
diagonal direction.  

2. The installation of the 8’x8’ trash enclosure will match the lattice fence in 
height and style and will be located next to the garage behind the house. 

3. The installation of a new walkway will consist of 18”x18” granite block 
and located in front of the porch running from the driveway to the front 
steps.  

8 Mount Vernon Street - c. 1850 Ebenezer Davis House (case HPC 2013.035) 
Applicant:  Barbara Castro  
Property Owner:  Fermin & Barbara Castro 
Application Date: May 30, 2013 
Legal Notice: Remove rear bulkhead shed, modify windows and reshingle. 
Recommendation: Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
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Presentation Barbara Castro presented.  She would like to alter the back portion of the 
building, closing in some windows and re-installing double hung windows where 
they had been removed.  She would like to lower the basement windows on the 
rear portion of the building to allow for greater ease in opening them to provide 
ventilation.  The rear egress would be rearranged to access the basement area and 
the second floor apartment. 

Staff Report Amie Hayes present Staff recommendations. 
Public Comments There was no public comment. 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.16 – 7.27, 

HPC Design Guidelines, and Massachusetts Historical Commission Property 
Survey Form, site visits, and elevations A201, AX201, A202, AX202, A203, 
AX203 dated 12/8/2011, and a sketch dated 7/11/2013. 

Discussion The Commission had few concerns about the window alterations except in the 
basement where Jillian Adams thought the structural details of the windows 
needed to be thought out more thoroughly.   

Decision The Commission voted unanimously (7-0) to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness 
under the following conditions: 

1. Modifications to remove and relocate windows on the right side façade 
shall be consistent with Sheet A202 (dated 12/08/2011) presented on 
7/16/2013;  

2. Modifications to remove and relocate windows on the rear façade shall be 
consistent with the rendering dated 7/11/2013; and  

3. The removal of windows from the left side façade shall be consistent with 
Sheet A203 (dated 7/02/2013) presented on 7/16/2013. 

A continuance until August 20, 2013 was agreed upon (7-0) in order to clarify the 
basement window alterations. 

25-35 Atherton Street - c. 1898 Martin W. Carr School (case HPC 2013.037) 
Applicant:  Sara-Ann Patterson, Trustee  
Property Owner:  Carr Schoolhouse Condominium Trust 
Application Date: May 30, 2013 
Legal Notice: Replace slate roof with EcoStar™ Majestic Slate™; and replace flashing with 

copper. 
Recommendation: Deny Certificate of Appropriateness 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Sara-Ann Patterson and Shanna Franckum presented.  All of the residents are 

committed to maintaining the historic aspects of their building which went condo 
in 1997.  The 20-unit building was mostly 2-bedroom with 2 1-bedroom and 2 
studio units with high owner occupancy rate.  In an overview of maintenance 
procedures over the years,  they stated they have been spending about $12,000 a 
year on repairs.   

In May, they had Morgan Cohen do a whole house survey to make a master plan.  
They have found that the roof is the biggest issue, safety factor with 3 entries, 
failing snow rails, due to rusting nails and falling slates.  Roof pitch is such that 
the slate falls quickly and looks like spears once they land.  They spoke with 2 
companies about the roof:  Squillante and Savini, both of them recommended 
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Staff Report Kristi Chase presented the Staff r 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.16 – 7.27, 

HPC Design Guidelines, and Massachusetts Historical Commission Property 
Survey Form, and site visits. 

Discussion Jillian Adams asked how many slates were on the entire roof, and how many were 
replaced each year.  Shanna Franckum said that the cost of total slate replacement 
was $350, 000 but it was not known how many could be reused as removal of the 
slate may result in removing nails.  They used slate from Vermont for repairs, and 
tried to match the original the best they could.  In their concern to be as historical 
as possible they had used Buttonwood Restoration for windows. 
Abby Freedman noted that slate is strong but often not the nails.  Jillian Adams 

 replacing the entire roof which they had not expected.  The bids do not include 
scaffolding or other costs but do include material and labor. 

Leon Shabat, who has done most of their roof repairs did give a quote, but his is a 
small outfit does not take on such large projects.  He responds to quickly to all 
calls.   

There are about 2500 slates need to be replaced but do not know the exact 
percentage of those needed.  In addition they plan copper gutters and valleys.  The 
size of the project was such that they would like to go for the least costly option to 
deal with the roof.  Also due to the scale of the project, they also plan to make 
several other repairs to the building such rotted soffits, sills and downspouts, along 
with repointing the building once the scaffolding is up.  The substrate would also 
be replaced when the roof was open. 

They would like to install the Eco-Star Majestic slates as these look somewhat like 
the original slates due to the savings in cost that can be used elsewhere in their 
repair and maintenance budget. 

Public Comments Several of the Condo owners spoke.  Marion Newman, newest owners valued the 
historic nature of the building; they could maintain a lot of exterior with the extra 
money not spent on the roof.  Nancy Goldberg said she had been in building since 
it was condo-ized, loved it and would like to stay there forever.  The inspection 
report was very long.  She was concerned about the extent of the repointing 
needed, the split beams, and the leaks on third floor. Leon Shabat made copper 
things to hold the slates; so much of the building needs to be fixed.  The original 
builders made a beautiful building not developers.  Shanna Franckum stated that 
the Association would be spending $474, 696 plus for repairs made to be made this 
year.  Kira Barnum also discussed the on-going repairs needed.  Jonathan Marx, 
who lives on the top floor, said he knew the roofer very well.  However after 
Sandy, there were more roof leaks.  The Association repainted all the trim black as 
it was historically.  If the Association could afford it, they would want slate.  He 
believes that the synthetic slate mimics real slate from most of the viewing angles.  
Google shows the roof looks like a slum.  They would like to do what is right for 
building. Using the synthetic slate gives them more financial choices.  Ann Starr 
was concerned about the incremental difference for affordable housing.  Some 
owners may be priced out of units due to the costs incurred to keep the historic 
integrity.   
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 said that reuse was a real option.  Although there would be some damage it would 
be less than $350, 000 for new slate.  Even with as much as 50% wastage, they 
would still be ahead.   
Jillian Adams noted that her professional experience was with the maintenance of 
larger buildings and non-profits.  House inspectors are house inspectors, and may 
not be qualified to deal with the larger issues.  She said that they should start with 
historic preservation architects for a true assessment.  The roof does need repair; 
valleys need replacing as do gutters.  Downspouts are often a cause of leakage. 
There was a discussion about the rafters. Sara Ann Paterson noted that there are 3 
main trusses which are notched and splitting.  Jillian Adams said that the walls 
may be pulling apart and the damage may not necessarily be due to the weight of 
slate.  A lot could going on that may be due other causes and is why they need to 
talk to a preservation architect.  The costs of the project could be a lot worse as she 
had dealt with similarly sized buildings that had $5M-$10M in repairs.  They were 
smart to think about what needs to be done when.  She however, does not think the 
synthetic slate proposed to a good mimic.  It resembles weathered slate and should 
not have crumbly looking edges.  It also might not get the longevity that 
advertized.  It can cup, fade or undergo other possible changes.  She recognizes 
that they are trying to be thoughtful about the expenditure and would hate to see 
them spend money where it was not necessary.  She said they should not get 
opinions from house inspectors or from people who would financially benefit from 
their advice on the roof.  They should get someone who does not have a financial 
interest and but has the knowledge and experience managing large projects. 
Sara Ann Paterson said her previous firm had a preservation architect and could 
get one out there to make an evaluation.  The report from Morgan Cohen was very 
thorough and seemed like it was 500 pages.  They had been looking to move 
forward, not expecting this problem but are now thinking about winter. $175, 000 
is still $175,000.  Is it the best option?  They might need to re-plan and get 
preservationist to look at roof to give their recommendations.  Todd Zinn said he 
does know this inspector, but that different inspectors give different opinions. 
There was some discussion of the lifespan of nails and slate.   
Brandon Wilson spoke about Somerville Museum’s recent experience in reusing 
slate for roof.  The Lorne Greenough House in Jamaica Plain and the Cambridge 
City Hall were also just done. 
Abby Freedman noted that they would be addressing other problems in roof and 
that the preservation architects would give them preservation priorities and may 
add other things not previously noticed as a root cause.  While they were doing the 
work thoughtfully to meet all goals, Dick Bauer said the Commission was reluctant 
to approve synthetic slate.  Would they be willing to continue?  Jillian Adams 
would work with them.  Abby Freedman noted that the Commission had given a 
Certificate of Hardship for the one case where slate was not salvageable. 

Decision A continuance until September 17, 2013 was agreed upon (7-0) in order to allow 
for further research into the problem and alternatives found. 

 
Staff Review for Issuance of Certificates of Non-Applicability 
 
10 Westwood Road - 1897 Edward Jackman House (case HPC 2013.032) 
Applicant:  Michael Avery 
Property Owner:  Michael Avery 
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Description: Repair/replace front steps & porch columns to match existing in materials & 
dimensions. 

Current Status: Certificate of Non-Applicability issued 6/20/2013 
 
170 Summer Street - 1865 John Howie House (case HPC 2013. 039) 
Applicant:  Seth Kintigh 
Property Owner:  Seth Kintigh 
Description: Repair/replace siding; patch roof; and renovate kitchen and bathrooms. 
Current Status: Certificate of Non-Applicability issued 7/1/2013 

 
17 Bow Street - 1887 Prospect Hill Congregational Church (case HPC 2013.042) 
Applicant:  Josh Freeman, Property Manager for Heath Properties 
Property Owner:  17 Bow Street LLC 
Description: Repoint masonry at corner of Bow and Walnut streets; repair copper gutters; and 

caulk windows. 
Current Status: Certificate of Non-Applicability issued 7/3/2013 

 
Demolition Reviews 
 
Determination of Significance  
 
6-8 Broadway - c. 1913 “Envirosan Pest Control” Double Storefront (Case HPC 2013.033) 
Applicant:  Matthew Calkins 
Property Owner:  Lolastar LLC 
Application Date: June 13, 2013 
Legal Notice: Determination of Significance 
Recommendation: Not Significant 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Adam Dash presented.  They plan to rehabilitate the other 2 buildings on the 

block but this one is in poor condition and not worth maintaining.  They would 
build a 4-story building in its place in line with the TOD zoning. They have 
neighborhood meetings on this. 

Staff Report Kristi Chase presented the Staff Report 
Public Comments Alderman Sullivan noted adjacent to the Mount Vernon, the poor repair of the 

building, He thinks it is TOD appropriate.  Barbara Castro said she was happy to 
see that they are fixing up the block, that it was an eyesore and very negative 
thing to experience on entering the City.  She thinks if the building tastefully 
done it would be a real asset.  Remo Avellani questioned why the building needed 
to be 4-stories and does not appreciate the building being put in front of his 
property. 

Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.28, 
Massachusetts Historical Commission Property Survey Form, historic research 
and site visits 

Discussion Alan Bingham noted that this was the first time he had the chance to review a 
building genuinely worthy of demolition and that deserves a bulldozer.  Jillian 
Adams likes that they are preserving the good buildings nearby.  The Commission 
agreed. 
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Decision The Commission voted unanimously (7-0) that the building was not 
“Significant”. 

 
97 Prospect Street - c. 1923 Great A&P Tea Company Storefront (Case HPC 2013.036) 
Applicant:  Al Peterson for Art of Building LLC 
Property Owner:  Two Squares LLC 
Application Date: June 25, 2013 
Legal Notice: Determination of Significance 
Recommendation: Not Significant 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Al Peterson noted that he would incorporate a small portion of the building as a 

trellis.    
Staff Report Amie Hayes presented the Staff Report 
Public Comments Victor Pacheco said that he lived next door and had no opinions. 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.28, 

Massachusetts Historical Commission Property Survey Form, historic research 
and site visits 

Discussion Abby Freedman noted that there was a lot of new brick on front façade with old 
bricks on the side and it was very clearly altered. 

Decision The Historic Preservation Commission voted ((Dick Bauer)1-6) which 
determined the c. 1923 A & P store at 97 Prospect Street NOT ‘Significant.’. 

 
35 Cutter Street - c. 1874 Workers Cottage (Case HPC 2013.038) 
Applicant:  Paula Dowd 
Property Owner:  Sandra Xuyu 
Application Date: June 27, 2013 
Legal Notice: Determination of Significance 
Recommendation: Significant 
Current Status: Heard Tuesday, July 16, 2013 
Presentation Sandra Xuyu presented.  She had been one of the first people in the room and had 

listened to all the proceedings of the evening.  She said she was touched to be 
here, came from Beijing where the City has been changed.  She does not think 
house has any historic significance although there may a treasure covered by the 
siding.  She showed several photographs, mostly interior of the building which 
has aluminum siding and not much detail visible.  She discussed her vision of the 
development that would be replacing it and the poor condition of the building. 

Staff Report Amie Hayes presented the Staff Report 
Public Comments There was no public comment. 
Documents Staff Report based upon the City of Somerville Ordinance sections 7.28, historic 

research and site visits 
Discussion Abby Freedman noted that more research was needed.  This house like several 

others on this street is unusual in Somerville in that the gable end does not face 
the street.  The presence of all the aluminum made it difficult for the Commission 
to assess the architectural style of the building although it was obvious that there 
was some detail to be exposed due to the amount of exposure of window sills and 
overhanging eaves. 
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Decision The Commission voted (6-1(Ryan Falvey)) to determine the c. 1874 house at 35 
Cutter Street ‘Significant.’ The structure was determined importantly associated 
with people, events or history of the City as well as historically ‘Significant’ as a 
representative of 19th century working class housing stock due to the remaining 
integrity of the structure with regard to original form, massing and portions of the 
fenestration pattern. In addition, due to the location of the structure within the 
Cutter streetscape, this dwelling continues the unique rhythm of rooflines and, 
therefore, is significant within the context of a group of buildings which compose 
the Cutter streetscape. 

 
Determination of Preferably Preserved - None 
 
Structures within Demolition Review Period 
 
589 Somerville Avenue - c.1845 Edward Flanagan House (case HPC 2013.011) 
Applicant:  Richard G. Di Girolamo, Agent 
Property Owner:  Vincent Pascale 
Date of Signif: May 21, 2013 
Date of Pref. Pres. June 18, 2013 
Recommendation: Schedule 2nd Public Meeting of Preferably Preserved Structures – August 8, 2013 
Current Status: Delay period over March 18, 2014 

 
73 Concord Avenue - c. 1900 barn (case HPC 2013.013)  
Applicant:  Jose Vale, GS Construction 
Property Owner:  Ze’ev Mehler 
Date of Signif: May 21, 2013 
Date of Pref. Pres. June 18, 2013 
Recommendation: Schedule Public Meeting of Preferably Preserved Structures – August 8, 2013 
Current Status: Delay period over March 18, 2014 

 
92-94 Prospect Street - c. 1917 garage (case HPC 2013.016) 
Applicant:  Two Squares LLC 
Property Owner:  Two Squares LLC 
Date of Signif: May 21, 2013 
Date of Pref. Pres. June 18, 2013 
Recommendation: None at this time 
Current Status: MOA executed; demolition delay to be lifted upon determining date of final walk-

through 
 

26 Warwick Street ( case HPC 2012.108) 
Applicant:  Daniel Silva 
Property Owner:  Daniel Silva 
Date of Signif: 11/20/2012 
Date of Pref Pres: 12/18/2012 
Recommendation: Schedule 2nd Public Meeting of Preferably Preserved Structures –  August 8, 

2013 
Current Status: 

 
Delay period over 9/18/2013 
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20 Warwick Street ( case HPC 2012.109) 
Applicant:  20 Warwick Street Trust 
Property Owner:  20 Warwick Street Trust 
Date of Signif: 11/20/2012 
Date of Pref Pres: 12/18/2012 
Recommendation: Schedule 2nd Public Meeting of Preferably Preserved Structures –    August 8, 

2013 

 

197 Washington Street (case HPC 2012.134) 
Applicant:  Anthony Cota 
Property Owner:  Anthony Cota 
Date of Signif: January 15, 2013 
Date of Pref Pres: February 19, 2013 
Recommendation: None at this time 

Current Status: Delay period over 9/18/2013 

Current Status: Delay period over 11/19/2013 
 

95-101 Wheatland Street (case HPC 2013.003) 
Applicant:  Richard Berg 
Property Owner:  Richard Berg 
Date of Signif: January 15, 2013 
Date of Pref Pres: April 16, 2013 
Recommendation: Sign MOA Addendum 
Current Status: Delay period perpetual 

 

360 Mystic Avenue (case HPC 2012.116) 
Applicant:  Richard Berg 
Property Owner:  Richard Berg 
Date of Signif: November 20, 2012 
Date of Pref Pres: April 16, 2013 
Recommendation: Sign MOA Addendum 
Current Status: Delay period perpetual 

 
Staff Review - Determination of Not Applicable for HPC review 
 
34 Knowlton Street - c. 1933 seven-car concrete block garage (case HPC 2013.031) 
Applicant:  George & Linda Humphries 
Property Owner:  George & Linda Humphries 
Application Date: June 20, 2013 
Current Status: Issued Letter of Not Significant June 4, 2013 

 

70 Irving Street - c. 1919 two-car concrete block garage (case HPC 2013.041) 
Applicant:  Community Builders Cooperative 
Property Owner:  Cynthia Taft & Fred Mueller 
Application Date: July 8, 2013 
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Current Status: Issued Letter of Not Significant June 4, 2013 
 
All applications, plans and reports are available to the public on the City of Somerville website, at 
www.somervillema.gov/departments/historic-preservation-commission/hpc-cases-and-decisions, or on 
the third floor of City Hall at 93 Highland Avenue (Monday – Wednesday, 8:30 a.m.  – 4:30 p.m.; 
Thursday, 8:30 a.m. – 7:30 p.m.; and Friday, 8:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m.). Cases may be continued to a later 
date(s); therefore, please check the agenda on the City website or call (617) 625-6600 x2525 or x2534 to 
inquire if specific cases will be heard. Continued cases will not be re-advertized, but will be listed on the 
agenda. Interested persons may provide comments to the Historic Preservation Commission at the public 
hearing, by fax to (617) 625-0722, by email to kchase@somervillema.gov or ahayes@somervillema.gov, 
or by mail addressed to the Somerville Historic Preservation Commission.  

 
Other Action Items 

• Request for Staff to use digital signatures when necessary  

The Commission voted unanimously to approve the use. 

• Union Square Local Historic District designations  

George Proakis said that he was not ready tonight to discuss the larger Union Square Local 
Historic District but promised larger discussion to schedule a meeting before the end of the 
Summer.  Other related planning work is going in the Union Square area at the same time.  Kristi 
Chase will set up the meeting off line. 

• Alderman requests for 315 Broadway and 197 Washington to become local historic districts 

George Proakis gave the background to the Aldermen’s request to make  two single building 
Local Historic Districts.  They just had a hallway discussion on procedure.  The request from the 
BOA to the Historic Preservation Commission gives the Commission direction to write the 
reports.  He noted that there were a number of routes available to create the report. There are two 
projects in progress:  315 under a Memoranda of Agreement (MOA), 197 Washington Street 
within the 9 month Review period, whose development team had met with Commission Members 
in open meeting, and were planning to build within the existing land use regulations.  The 
question was whether to move into a study process. 

The 197 Washington Street File shows that the Planning Staff recommended that the building be 
found not ‘significant’ due to the numerous alterations over time.  On the other hand, the HPC 
voted that the building was ‘significant’ and ‘preferably preserved’.  In this process, a 
subcommittee meets with the applicant to save all or part of building using a range of 
determinations to save through finding a way to preserve the building on site to demolition and 
photo-documentation.  Abby Freedman and he had several discussions regarding this.  He found 
that in larger district research and studies going back to Commercial Corridor District Zoning, 
that the Staff had never included the building.   

Abby Freedman said that the list she had was divided into those buildings that were 
recommended for designation and those buildings that should have further research.  Cota was in 
this last group needing further study to determine whether or not they should be designated.  
These findings reflected a split on the Commission between those who wanted the building 
designated, those who were lukewarm about it, and those who did not want the building 
designated.  Monica Lamboy, (Executive Director of the Office of Strategic Planning and 
Development at that time) did not want the building to be designated.   

George Proakis noted that the Developer going through a separate process with the Planning 
Board where at a Public Hearing, the Board said it was not in position where they 

http://www.somervillema.gov/departments/historic-preservation-commission/hpc-cases-and-decisions
mailto:kchase@somervillema.gov
mailto:ahayes@somervillema.gov
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were willing to vote on the project in front of them related but not directly related to tonight’s 
discussion.  They will resume the discussion on Thursday. 

On the other hand, 315 Broadway was also determined ‘significant’ and ‘preferably preserved.’  
The discussion by the Commission had been about the style of the building, what was left of it 
that was unique and could be preserved, and how the style related to other buildings in the area.  
He thought that the determination of ‘preferably preserved’ had been made to influence the 
design of the building that would go in its place through discussions with the developer.  He had 
met in January with Alan Bingham, Natasha Burger, and Ryan Falvey in a Public Meeting to 
undertake draft recommendations that would reference the Commission concerns and desires for 
certain characteristics of the building to be retained.  It was found that the 2-level floors could not 
be preserved under the ADA.  This discontinuity made the upper floors difficult to redesign and 
use.  The MOA was written to ensure that certain details such as the entries, the use of brick, and 
other items would be retained.  The subcommittee recommended the Commission sign the MOA 
with these items addressed in exchange for releasing the ‘preferably preserved’ status.  This was 
presented to the Commission, who agreed to an MOA.  A letter was written carrying forward 
these elements to the Design Review Committee and to the Planning Board.   

He said that the Staff did not make specific recommendations on what to do with this request by 
the Aldermen on the two buildings.  The Commission needs to take into account that these 
projects are underway.  In one case, 315 Broadway – the development team is working under 
Memorandum of Agreement with the Historic Preservation Commission.  In the other case, 197 
Washington Street, the development team has met with the Historic Preservation Commission but 
was also working within the land use regulations developed several years ago.  The Commission 
needs to make a determination about whether to enter the study process.  He noted that this was 
an agenda listing, not noticed as a public hearing.   

Dick Bauer also noted that this not a Public Hearing, that the point is to hear from Aldermen 
regarding these requests, to consider what they have to say, and maybe take step of 
recommending the writing of reports to determine whether the buildings should be then 
recommended for designation.   

The Commission then discussed the process.  Someone first has to write the study which is sent to 
the Massachusetts Historical Commission and the Planning Board.  The MHC has 60 days to 
respond.  A Public Hearing may be held at 60 days or later from the MHC date stamp.  This is 
usually scheduled as a Joint Hearing with Legislative Matters Committee of the BOA.  

The formation of a study committee was discussed and whether it needed to be the Commission 
or whether another entity could undertake the project.  A vote by the Commission would be 
needed at the end of the meeting to respond to the Aldermen 

Alderman LaFuente asked that this building, 315 Broadway be designated as a Local Historic 
District.  He found that it was the classic story of Somerville for many decades- a property owner 
who has ignored a beautiful building which would be striking if it had been maintained.  
However, through ignorance of such properties allowed the building to become an eyesore and 
that to remedy it, the building is demolished in favor of something new and fresh that would be 
nicer.  Alderman LaFuente said that he thinks the opposite.  We have many beautiful buildings 
that have a purpose and can be implemented and incorporated in a larger structure that 
compliments the original structure.  He did this on his own home. It can be costly, but that is not 
our problem, keep our neighborhoods as they were designed and the history and continuity of our 
City.   

While not part of the discussion, he noted that this building is retail and commercial as required 
by the CCD Zoning.  Rather than meeting this zoning as proposed, the building 
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would be losing commercial tenants.  Designating 315 Broadway as a Local Historic District 
would keep retail and commercial mix and the building.  He noted that several of the technical 
difficulties such as the floor differentiation and the slope of the land could be solved.  Retaining 
the facade is not an issue.  He said that he thinks prominent beautiful buildings such as this are 
conducive for building and bringing back to their proper forms.  The City has so many buildings 
like this that need to be preserved.  The City is losing them because we want new, clean and, 
fresh.  Restored properties are beautiful.  We don’t make buildings like this anymore.  The 
Commission should proceed to make it an LHD.  He believes that his Ward and his Constituents 
would be better served by keeping the historical continuity and speaks to where they have been 
rather than they are going.  

Alan Bingham said the when the building came before the Commission, they too also thought it 
was a beautiful building.  Although it had beautiful features such as the entryway and the copper 
top, they also saw neglect and bastardizing over the years of some of its elements such as the 
aluminum storefronts.  The Commission is committed to saving these buildings.  The 
Commission faces this problem when someone comes in, only what the Ordinance allows which 
is only 9 months, to negotiate with property owners and developers, who may be rapacious at 
times, to destroy the buildings, to come to some form of compromise with a very short time to 
complete the negotiations.  Frequently their attitude is to wait the nine months and then do what 
they want.  The Commission doesn’t have the ability to keep it longer.  The onus is also on the 
BOA to ensure that there is a thoughtful process with enough time to make it possible to save the 
important buildings.  The Commission could do more with a longer period of time such as 5 
years.  The developers come in and just wait out the nine months.   

Alderman LaFuente said that it was about time for the Design Review Ordinance to be revised.  
He is disappointed by the design and the materials used in many projects.  He would have become 
involved sooner if he had known the direction things were going. 

Jillian Adams noted that she was less concerned by the length of the delay.  The City was 
fortunate to have 9 months.  The Commission’s hands were tied with by-right projects.  The 
developers and property owners will wait out the time and can build whatever they want to do.  
The City should have a mechanism for ensuring the quality of the replacements especially with 
the loss of the historic fabric.  City should be acting proactively rather than reacting to one–off 
cases such as this, with support from the Aldermen to look at the City as a whole to determine 
what areas are really significant, to communicate with the city, the community and city 
departments that there actually is a district and the Commission has jurisdiction.  Staff needs 
resources to do this. Abby Freedman asked how many of the last push for Local Historic Districts 
had been designate.  Brandon Wilson responded that only 55 buildings had been designated of the 
170 properties that had been researched.  Abby Freedman said that these undesignated buildings 
should be considered to be at risk now.  If BOA really cared, these buildings need to get 
designated.  Many buildings were stalled in the Board of Aldermen’s boxes.  Jillian Adams 
iterated that there should be a mutual plan to move forward to survey the City and it should not be 
reactive process. 

Alderman LaFuente said that this was all very new to him.  He would ask that the Aldermen get a 
listing of all properties needing consideration and to move on those on file.  They need another 
process so that if a significant building comes in with real historic value, there has got to be a way 
for the BOA to stall it.  With the current process the timelines do not work in the City’s favor.  
Duplication of historic fabric is too costly, we need to review.  He will change his way of dealing 
with the history of the City. 

George Proakis said he would do what he needs to do to balance the historical value and 
economic development.  He thought that most of them were single building 
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districts designated.  Those that had been proposed had been identified as among the oldest 
buildings in the City and or sat on significant pieces of land throughout City.  These properties 
were put forward by time-frame.  Those were most interested in being designated moved forward 
while those to opposed sat in the box.  Because people could not see how these were connected to 
the larger picture there was honest consternation by those who did not see what was special or 
who did not want to be singled out from their neighbors.  There is some history behind the lack of 
effort on this.  There are other policy strategies involved and he had not been pushing these 
properties forward because he wanted more tools.  He is interested in Neighborhood Conservation 
Districts as a middle ground but Abby Freedman and Brandon Wilson do not think they would 
work.  There is a need to balance all the tools in the Comprehensive Plan.  Abby some of the 
groups have not gone forward; starting with Groups F-I not been touched.  Neither of these 
buildings was in any of the groups which were done by style and date.  The Aldermen have 
Groups A-E.  Brandon noted that the groups already proposed are on the City’s website.  

Alderman White said that it was sometimes nice to sit in back as President of the Board.  He was 
there to talk about process and procedures for the establishment of the Study Committee.  He 
believes that section 5B of the Ordinance under Amendments to Historic Districts was the 
operative section.  As he reads it, the BOA cannot start a Study Committee; The HPC forms the 
Study Committee sends the request to the HPC; the HPC does a study, and makes further 
recommendations.  The BOA has unanimously recommended that these buildings be studied and 
has recommended that they be considered for designation although the exact wording would have 
to be reviewed.  Alderman Taylor was unable to be present but was instrumental in the requests. 

Alderman Sullivan thanked for the Commission for all their hard work, especially because they 
are still going strong at 10:00 PM.  He believes that 315 Broadway has character and is falling 
into disrepair.  Going up Temple Street, he noticed bricks have fallen, so it sends the wrong 
message to the owner.  Allowing the owner to make a profit on this rewards the owner for a form 
of demolition by neglect.  The way it is now, the site has commercial development.  Throughout 
the City there is too much residential development going into new buildings such as at Cobble 
Hill.  It is a recipe for disaster.  The City budget paying more than it is taking in.   He likes the 
entries and the corner.  The building is beautiful to look at and worth studying.  He supports 
keeping it.  He spoke with a neighbor, who as a teen had made deliveries of books to the Winter 
Hill Library branch located in this building.  Libraries are the first place for children to learn 
about books. 

As you drive into Union Square you look to the right, the Cota Funeral home is a beautiful 
building, especially at night.  He does not know the age of it but comparing to other housing in 
Somerville, he can see that the building has significance.  The building is a landmark. It would be 
terrible if the City lost that building.  It’s a grand building with a nice set back. 

George Proakis read the BOA orders of the 6/13 and the 6/26 Meetings.  He reminded the 
Commission that their considerations should be about the historic character of the building and 
not what is before the Planning Board.  They should ask themselves, “Does it rise to the level of 
what the Commission would consider worthy of Local Historic District status?”  Once they have 
come to a decision on this, the Staff can help if the Commission asks but Planning Division Staff 
does not have a lot of time to devote to the project.  

Dick Bauer said that he personally considers it the HPC‘s job to respond when asked for 
something by the BOA.  The HPC should establish the Study Committee because they haver 
already deternmined that the buildings were significant.  The question of whether the buildings 
should be comes designated after the study and after the Public Hearing with BOA.   
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Abby Freedman asked what the delay periods are for 315 Broadway and 197 Washington Street.  
George Proakis responded that there is no delay period in effect for 315 Broadway, since the 
Commission already has a Memorandum of Agreement.  Brandon Wilson noted that the end date 
for Washington Street is on the Agenda.  The timing for getting a building designated needs to be 
determined against that date. 

The Commission discussed whether the Commission would be in violation of the MOA on 315 
Broadway if they pursued the designation but not on 197 Washington Street.  Jillian Adams said 
it “seemed like bad juju.  The Commission is held in trust that it follows its own rules. These 
rules must work with the community for ill or good.  To do otherwise would be to set a bad 
precedent” whether or not the developers attended the meetings.  There has been along an 
opportunity for the public to be involved.  However the timing ties the Commission hands on 
what can be done.  Abby Freedman said the Commission had a contractual agreement for 315 
Broadway but in terms of 197 Washington Street, the Commission had no legal obligation to 
them.  The Commission could do other things which they not do lightly.  The BOA has requested 
a course of action.  The Commission needs to be thoughtful in its response.  The City attorneys 
can make a determination.  George Proakis read the Memorandum of Agreement for 315 
Broadway for the benefit of all who were not familiar with the document.  Abby Freedman once 
again explained the compromise process.  Without the compromise, the buildings would be 
totally lost.  HPC can only fully control a designated building. When the building is not 
designated there is little the Commission can do to preserve it. 

George Proakis said that he would take the question to the Legal Department to decide whether 
there is an immovable conflict between the Ordinance and the Memoranda of Agreement.  
Alderman White said he thought that the ordinances were two separate things.  One - the Demo 
Review Ordinance provides the Commission the power to enter into an MOA on behalf of the 
City.  The other is the Historic Districts Ordinance which allows the Commission to do the study 
and to make whatever recommendations and disclaimers they desire regarding the proposed 
designation.  The BOA has requested the study and has the only power to make whatever 
designations they want with a ¾ vote.  The BOA has requested the study and it is up to the BOA 
to make the final determination of Local Historic Districts.  He does not see as a conflict.   

Dick Bauer said the Commission does not need to decide at this point whether to recommend 
designation or not.  The Commission would need to go through the Study process to make that 
decision. 

Alderman LaFuente asked if the Commission could get an opinion from the Law Department  
whether an MOA with someone other than the owner of the property was valid.  Jillian Adams 
said that per the MOA, it is valid if and when the signator purchases the property. 

Dick Bauer said the issue was the study of whether the building should be a historic district.  The 
validity of the MOA does not need to be answered tonight.  Jillian Adams asked if these buildings 
could be part of a larger study.  She said that the Commission and the City should not be 
reactionary.  Can the City find a way to look at larger districts? 

Alan Bingham if the building is too valuable and unique to lose, can the Commission make it a 
priority to use the building as a catalyst.  Somerville as a whole is a treasure.  The Commission 
can lead to assist the Planning Division whenever they can.   

George Proakis asked Amie Hayes how long it took to write a report.  She said it was easier for a 
Single Building District but it was still a lot of work.  The Union Square Post Office took 5-6 
months.  There was research, gathering information, creating several drafts that were reviewed 
internally before it was sent to the MHC.  If one is looking at a larger district it would take from 9 
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months to a year.   

Brandon Wilson.  The Post Office Report was based on a professional survey and even with that 
it took 4-5 months with no new research involved.  The Commission Staff has an RFP for a 
survey on Broadway starting in East Somerville that would form the basis of a study which could 
lead to whether to designate certain area of Broadway.  The Staff has been thinking about this for 
long time.  She was encouraged to see three Aldermen here.  Funds are the critical piece.  With 
limited resources, the Staff cannot do all these studies.  There is not enough time.  They need to 
hire consultants.  The Union Square Survey for example was done by hired consultants.  The 
Commission would like to encourage the development of larger districts.   Somerville has a 
reputation for it Single Building Districts.  These can form the nucleus of larger districts with 
other buildings in which would take more time.  It is whole lot less efficient to do only one Single 
Building District rather larger ones.  She recognized that the Historic District homeowners need 
more money to do the work and that there were owner consent issues.  Some of those who 
objected to being designated simply sold their properties to developers.  It was all food for 
thought 

Alderman LaFuente said there needs a lot more dialog between the BOA and the HPC. He said 
that he does not want 315 Broadway to be stuck in a City-wide process.  The Post Office on 
Broadway and other buildings on Winter Hill need owners that will take care of them. So they 
don’t look the way they do now.  Developers should be restoring and installing lighting on the 
buildings which would be gorgeous; they could do neat work. 

Brandon Wilson said the Aldermen should think about extending the timeline of Demolition 
Review Ordinance for a start.  Alan Bingham thinks time extend should be enough to deter the 
rapacious developers.  Alderman White said they would think about “how to give teeth” to the 
Ordinance otherwise they go through the motions and can do what they want by right.  He has 
seen the work the HPC puts in and these late hours are not unusual. 

Dick Bauer restated the BOA request and made a motion for the Commission to begin an 
investigation and hearing process for the two buildings under the Ordinance.  Jillian Adams 
moved to amend the motion that the HPC would also work with the Staff to come up with an 
overall planning timeline, and determination of resources needed to do a City-wide survey with 
an eye to the designation of multi- building and contiguous districts throughout the City.  The 
Commission should start with the timeline first, and then determine resources.  Abby Freedman 
seconded.  The Commission discussed the planning needed, noting they are not starting at zero 
since there are numbers of partial surveys and many areas that could be consolidated.  Brandon 
Wilson and George Proakis reminded everyone that there is no money for surveys and they 
cannot use CDBG money for them.  Abby Freedman mentioned a collection of nice buildings off 
Summer Street who had concerns about a development in their area but could nothing.  Money 
had been used in CDBG eligible areas where the buildings were not very intact.  Surveys in the 
better areas where the City could not do full research should be undertaken, and there are more 
intact buildings would help.  Jillian Adams said the Commission can help the HPC find money 
from other places.  The City needs to move forward.  City-wide planning should not hold up the 
Aldermen’s request to do the studies.  As a Commission, they should start long-term planning for 
multi-building districts.  The reports would be only these two properties.  George Proakis said 
that to be realistic, if approved, (the Aldermen) may be designating a vacant lot.   

The Commission unanimously voted to accept the amendment (7-0) and then voted unanimously 
(7-0) to honor the Aldermen’s request to study and write reports on 315 Broadway and 197 
Washington Street for possible designation as Local Historic Districts.  
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• Discussion of the role and responsibility of HPC members  

Minutes 
Minutes:  May 21, 2013 HPC Minutes 
Minutes June 18, 2013 HPC Minutes 
Minutes June 26, 2013 – 92-96 Prospect Street subcommittee meeting 
Minutes July 9, 2013 – Public Meeting of Preferably Preserved Structures 
Decision 

 

The minutes were all approved and accepted as written or amended.  For the 
smallest meeting, the Commission determined that one person would constitute 
quorum as only one Commissioner was in attendance. 

Other Non-Action Items 

• 51 McGrath Highway update 

• Director’s Report 
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Executive Director Monthly Report 

 
• HPC Guideline Revisions (Abby Freedman, Ryan Falvey, Eric Parkes & Jillian Adams with Kevin 

Allen as an interested member of the public) 
o Update on Committee progress at June 26th meeting; next meeting July 23 at 7pm. 

 
• SHPC Letter of Support for Creation of Park at 46 Pearl Street 

o Application submitted to Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs for a PARC 
Program Grant via the OSPCD Parks Division. 

o Proposal is to incorporate historical and architectural elements at the park that reflect the musical 
accomplishments of the original owners of the house that once stood on the site. 

 
• Milk Row Cemetery Preservation Project  

o Next opening of the Cemetery by the Docent is scheduled for August 4th, 1:30-4pm, dependent 
upon reasonable weather.  

o Additional volunteer(s) are still needed for public opening one Sunday a month this summer 
through the fall.  

o It is an ongoing challenge to keep bicycles from being locked to the Cemetery fencing & causing 
damage.  Staff is still pursuing additional bike racks at western side of Market Basket parking lot 
and in front of City Press building.  DPW requested to cut off bike locks on fencing.  Also granite 
pillar at entry to Market Basket serving as buffer to the edge of the Cemetery knocked over into 2 
pieces, and needs to be repaired.   

o Treatment of the Heritage Elm Tree still pending DPW contract resolution. 
 
• Historic Plaque Program (Brandon and Mary) 

o Exterior plaques and Welcome Packages will be delivered shortly to the newest LHD 
homeowners. 

 
• Recent and Upcoming Preservation Events  

o The Window Repair Workshop on Sat., June 29th, at Somerville Museum was a very successful 
event went a full hour beyond 3pm, due to attendees’ active participation and questions.  All 6 
evaluated presenter David Liberty very highly.   

o Another workshop is planned for the fall on Sat. Sept 21st 10am -3pm at the Museum to 
accommodate those with conflicts for June date, yet who still want to work on their windows 
before the winter chill returns.  Cost: $50pp, with maximum of 15 spots to give individual 
attention to participants.  Full payment required to confirm registration which is open now. 

o Encourage friends, neighbors and colleagues who own old houses to repair rather than replace 
their windows.  Consider sending out Mary’s helpful Fact Sheet (on our website) summarizing 
the reasons and benefits.   

o Marian Berkowitz and Brandon are still working on interviews with the winning property owners 
for publication by the local media. 

o Fall 2013 Union Square Walking Tour scheduled for Sun. Sept. 29th, 2pm.  Theme to be industrial 
and residential properties from “Bow Street to Brickbottom,” Co-sponsored with Somerville Arts 
Council and their ArtsUnion Project. 

o Tufts Community Day scheduled for Sun. Sept. 29th 11am – 3pm.  Historic information and 
resources will be represented. 

 
• Community Preservation Act (CPA) Committee Work (Dick Bauer and Abby Freedman) 

o Update on CPA Committee meeting with Mayor on July 10th  
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• West Branch Library Improvements and ADA Access  

o New Capital Projects Project Manager is reviewing and drafting recommendations for City approval 
as part of larger renovation project at both the East and West Branch Libraries.  

 
• Planning of a Civil War Sesquicentennial Celebration in Somerville (on hold until fall & SHS 

resumes) 
 
• Reproduction of Historic Afghan with some Design Revisions (Mary and Brandon) 

o New images have been submitted to the company for a re-design of the afghan in full color;  
o Sales of afghans are helpful for both raising awareness of City’s key historical sites and for 

fundraising needs. 
 
• Update on Somerville Museum Building Capital Projects 

o Museum’s grant application to Mass Cultural Facilities Fund in March was not funded, so alternate 
revenues being sought to match the Wallace Foundation funds received in May for ADA work.   

o Many new fundraising ideas are being considered so that preliminary ADA work can commence 
this fall, including an Open House Tour of Westwood-Benton Road LHD at holiday time.  
Suggestions and talents from Commission members and others are being sought so that the 
Museum can continue to serve as a resource for historic events, research, and exhibitions.  An 
upcoming brainstorming meeting re: fundraising is scheduled for Thurs. August 15th at 7:30pm at 
the Museum.  All welcome! 

 
 

 


