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City of New Bedford 
HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

133 William Street, New Bedford, Massachusetts 02740 
Telephone: (508) 979.1488   Facsimile: (508) 979.1576 

 
 

 
 

MINUTES 
July 9, 2018 

  City Hall, Room 314 -133 William Street 
 

Members Present:    Members Absent: 

  
Diana Henry, Chair –  Bill Barr 

Bill King, Vice Chair 
Janine da Silva 
Alex Jardin 
James Lopes 
 

Secretary and City Planning Staff: 
Anne Louro, Preservation Planner 

 

 

 
 
Call to Order: 
D. Henry called the meeting to order at 6:02 P.M. 
 
Roll Call:  
A formal roll call was conducted confirming a quorum of the members present as stated above.  

 
Approval of Minutes: 
The minutes of the May 7, 2018 public meeting were approved.  
 
Public Hearings:  
 
Case #2018.18 – 98 Front Street (Map 53, Lot 192) 
Certificate of Appropriateness: New Signage 
 
Bethany Leonard of Poyant Signs presented the application explaining that the sign would be located at the 
side entrance. A. Louro stated that the previous sign at that location was the same size. J. da Silva questioned 
the proposed taupe sign color, and there was brief discussion regarding preferred sign colors, with A. Louro 
reminding members that the District did not have specific sign color regulations; allowing for individual 
expression of logos and associated business branding.  
 
MOTION to open the public hearing. Moved by J. da Silva and seconded by J. Lopes 
Motion carried. 
There were no public comments offered or recorded in favor of the petition, nor in opposition to the petition. 
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MOTION to close the public hearing. Moved J. Lopes and seconded by J. da Silva. 
Motion carried. 
 
There was no member discussion. 
 
MOTION to approve Case #2018.18 for 98 Front Street (Map 53, Lot 192) and grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the proposed signage as presented.  
Motion moved by A. Jardin and seconded by J. da Silva. 
Motion carried. 
 
Case #2018.19 – 335 Acushnet Avenue (Map 53, Lot 143) 
Certificate of Appropriateness: New Signage 
 
Teri Bernert, property owner and Director of the Waterfront Historic Area League, presented the application 
for signage. She explained that the previous tenant, Duende Glass, whose signage was previously approved, 
will not be a tenant and the new tenant, Beauty Union is seeking signage, using the previously approved sign 
bracket. Ms. Bernert described the sign materials as well as the addition of bronze signboard lettering, similar 
to what was used for People’s Press at 141 Union Street.  
 
MOTION to open the public hearing. Moved by J. da Silva and seconded by B. King. 
Motion carried. 
There were no public comments offered or recorded in favor of the petition, nor in opposition to the petition. 
 
MOTION to close the public hearing. Moved by B. King and seconded by J. da Silva. 
Motion carried. 
 
There was no member discussion. 

 
MOTION to approve Case #2018.19 for 335 Acushnet Avenue (Map 53, Lot 143) and grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the application as presented.  
Motion moved by A. Jardin and seconded by J. da Silva. 
Motion carried. 
 
Case #2018.20 – 56-62 N Water Street (Map 53, Lot 175) 
Certificate of Appropriateness: Rehabilitation and Exterior Painting 
 
Patrick and Thomas Brown of Big Dogs Painting Company explained the project at 56-62 N Water Street, 
describing the proposed process of removing paint from the columns. A. Louro referred members to the 
images within the Staff report and described the extent of the deterioration at the base of the columns. She 
noted that Mr. Brown had prepared a sample area of work using a two-part epoxy infill, which is then sanded 
down and paint applied. Mr. Brown explained the process of hand scraping the columns, removing old epoxy, 
and applying the new epoxy fill in the deteriorated portions. He further explained the process of sanding the 
epoxy with an orbital sander as a means of matching the original profiles and contours. In response to B. King, 
Mr. Brown explained that they would be prepping the entire columns, caulking cracks in the upper columns 
and using the epoxy only on the base of the columns where the deterioration exists. A. Jardin asked about the 
shaping of the profiles, with Mr. Brown explaining that the sample area had not been completely sanded, and 
that the finished profiles would be matched and smoothed.  
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MOTION to open the public hearing. Moved by J. Lopes and seconded by J. da Silva. 
Motion carried. 
There were no public comments offered or recorded in favor of the petition, nor in opposition to the petition. 
 
MOTION to close the public hearing. Moved by J. da Silva and seconded by B. King. 
Motion carried. 
 
Members stated their satisfaction with the sample area. A. Louro noted that within the Staff Report she had 
conditioned that mechanical sanders should not be utilized; however after meeting with Mr. Brown at the site 
she better understood the need of the orbital sander to achieve contour, profile depths and sanding 
smoothness.  
 
MOTION to approve Case #2018.20 for 56-62 N Water Street (Map 53, Lot 175) and grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the application as presented with the condition that power tools be utilized with care 
and that any rotted or decayed material that is replaced or receives epoxy, must match existing dimensions, 
contours and profiles.  All primer and top coat paint is to match existing white paint and Commission 
Secretary is to have final approval of submittals and samples prior to entire application 
Motion moved by J. da Silva and seconded by B. King. 
Motion carried. 
 
Old Business:  
Discussion regarding the potential screening of exterior venting at 42-46 N Water Street 
Jessica and Ryan Arruda came before the Commission again to discuss their plans to screen the exposed 
ductwork at the rear of the building. Ms. Arruda stated that they had determined after examining several 
options, and with speaking with their contractor Ron Crowell, who was in attendance, that enclosing the 
ductwork with plywood and a natural shingle finish was the preferred choice. Mr. Crowell explained the 
construction method of installing the enclosure with a metal frame, the application of plywood sheathing, 
natural shingles and painted corner trim boards. Members agreed that the intake and outtake fans could not 
be enclosed and that they would be painted black. Ms. Arruda made note of an option to colorfully paint the 
ductwork as an art expression, as it could be more cost effective. There was member consensus that the 
shingled enclosure was more appropriate for that location. Ms. Arruda stated that the target installation date 
of October was still possible. 
 
A. Louro explained that a building permit was necessary as well as a certificate from the Commission. She 
advised that specifications and drawings be prepared for formal submission, and that they be ready for the 
September meeting. 
 
Discussion regarding the potential screening of exterior venting at 141 Union Street 
Teri Bernert advised members that she had previously considered a grant opportunity to fund a LED screen to 
place on the roof of the Co-Creative Center to screen the roof mechanicals, but learned that it was not an 
eligible grant activity. However, she still would like to explore the LED screen as an option if the Commission 
approves of the idea. She explained that the screen would display art programming for the Co-Creative Center 
and other community venues. She stated that it would use images only and is exploring a slightly curved 
screen and seeking associated costs and funding. She stated that the screens were not as expensive as she first 
thought, and therefore the screen is not cost prohibitive. There was brief discussion regarding grant 
opportunities with an upcoming grant six months out. Members agreed that the screening could not wait for a 
grant submission and would require more immediate action. B. King noted that due to perspective from the 
street, the screening would not need to be high. Members agreed that the curved LED screen was preferable 
to a large sign. In response to A. Louro, Ms. Bernert stated that the screen would not require roof penetration, 
as it could be bracketed to the mechanical unit. A. Louro mentioned funding sources such as the City’s 
Storefront Grant and EDC’s “Wicked Cool Places” grant, which Ms. Bernert affirmed that she would explore. 
Ms. Bernert stated that she would put together a proposal and the screening specifications for the members, 
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knowing that the screen was preferable to members. Members agreed that Ms. Bernert would return at the 
August meeting with the screening proposal. 
 
Other: 
CNA: CPA Historic Resources Goals & Priorities Discussion 
J. da Silva and A. Louro briefed members on the past CPA funding round, briefly describing the application 
submissions and review process. She further explained the CPC’s approach for reviewing historic resources 
and the decision-making related to funding the critical need portions of rehabilitation. Ms. da Silva explained 
that the CPC approach of funding “buttoning-up” activities, with A. Louro stating that she thought that may 
want to be better articulated within the CPA goals and priorities. A. Louro sought comments from the 
members relative to the CPA’s historic resources goals, noting that half of the first round applications were for 
historic resources. Members agreed with the CPC approach as explained by J. da Silva.  
 
CNA: 30 Centre Street-Exterior Painting 
A. Louro explained that the certificate was for painting one side of the building with matching color paint. 
 
Non-Historic Demolition: 41 Lambeth Street 
A. Louro explained that an early twentieth century gambrel house was in good condition, but unfortunately 
was being sacrificed in order to divide the property for an additional house lot.  She explained that the role of 
the Commission relative to demolition was to determine if the building had historical or architectural 
significance; which was not the case for this building, despite its current condition. Members lamented the 
loss of historic fabric, and the development of “throw-away” housing. 
 
New Bedford Armory Memorandum of Agreement 
A. Louro briefly updated members that the NBHC had signed the MOA and that a Request for Proposals 
document for the disposition of the Armory would soon be drafted for review.  
 
In other matters, A. Louro briefly advised members regarding her meeting with Michael Galasso of TRI, and his 
plans to redevelop the north side of Union Street (115-129 Union Street) with the intent to preserve the three 
story “Moby Dick” building and demolish the one story “Naughty Dogs” buildings to replace with sensitive infill 
construction. She noted the proposal would include ground floor retail and residential on upper floors.  
 
J. Lopes brought up the subject of the 899 Pleasant Street project and his concern that the removal of all the 
exterior wall sheathing should be considered a demolition. Members agreed and A. Louro informed members 
that neighbors had also voiced their concerns that the project was not proceeding in the manner in which it was 
presented to the City during its permitting process. She informed members that she would gather more 
information relative to the project and update them at the next meeting.  
 
Adjourn   
There being no further business, a motion to adjourn was moved by J. da Silva and seconded by B. King. The 
motion carried. The meeting was adjourned at 7:05 p.m. 
 
NEXT MEETING Monday, August 6, 2018 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Anne Louro 
Secretary to the Historical Commission 
Preservation Planner 
Approved: 08.06.18 
 


