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Location: Virtual meeting via GoToWebinar 

Date: November 16, 2022 

Time: The Chair convened the meeting at 5:33pm. 

 

ATTENDANCE: 

SRA Members Present: Iwona Bonney, Phillip Ercolini, Ben Ewen-Campen, William Gage, Patrick 
McCormick, Christine Stone. 

SRA Members Absent: None. 

Staff Present: Cathy Salchert (Acting Special Counsel), Rachel Nadkarni (Acting Director of Economic 
Development), Jill Lathan (DPW Commissioner), Ted Fields (Senior Planner), 
Melissa Woods (Director of Capital Projects), Eric Weisman (DPW Director of 
Operations), Ben Demers (Planner). 

 

AGENDA ITEMS: 

Staff presented virtual meeting house rules to the Board. 

 

1. Approval of minutes for the October 19, 2022 meeting: 

No amendment to the draft minutes were suggested. 

Mr. McCormick moved approval. Seconded by Ms. Bonney. Approved 6-0-0 (Yes-No-Abstain) 

by roll call vote.  

 

2. Public Comment Period for Items not on the Agenda 

No public comments were made. 

 

3. 90 Washington Street Update 

A. Presentation of revisions to the temporary use plan and snow storage from City staff 

Jill Lathan, the City of Somerville’s DPW Commissioner, gave a presentation on temporary use plans 

and snow storage. 

Commissioner Lathan began by reenforcing that DPW is a boots-on-the-ground department that 

makes sure the City of Somerville is functioning. One part of this is snow removal. She stressed that, 

when there is a snow emergency, this snow needs to be cleared for schools to operate, for 

intersections and roads to be safe, for people with disabilities to move around, for bikers to be able 

to utilize bike lanes, and generally for people to be mobile within the city. It is crucial that the city 

has a place to store this snow.  

Commissioner Lathan then discussed the importance of 90 Washington Street as a storage site. The 
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City uses this site to store materials like emergency signs and farming materials for community 

groups, for some construction materials, and for snow as needed seasonally. Unfortunately there 

are very few options for storage in Somerville, especially for snow storage. The City is proposing to 

continue temporarily storing snow on the eastern portion of the 90 Washington Street site (a map is 

included in the presentation). This site was selected because it is currently vacant and unused, there 

are no other vacant sites available, and off-site snow storage is expensive, inefficient, and less 

sustainable. 

To give additional context, Commissioner Lathan talked through three snow disposal options (city-

controlled storage like 90 Washington Street, offsite storage, and diesel-powered melters), which 

were rated along four areas: relative cost, operational efficiency, environmental impact, and 

residential impact. Using 90 Washington for site storage is relatively inexpensive, whereas offsite 

storage is relatively more expensive to move snow further and store it, and diesel-powered melters 

are very expensive to procure. Looking to efficiency, a local site is efficient because trips are quicker, 

whereas offsite storage means longer transfer times. The environmental impact is reduced by using 

a local site because of the shorter trips, whereas offsite storage is more energy intensive because 

of longer trips, and diesel-powered melters are the most energy intensive because they burn diesel 

fuel. Finally, the residential impact of using 90 Washington St. is somewhat negative because of the 

frustration of residents near the site, but it also mitigates frustration of other residents throughout 

the city that would result from snow removal taking longer, and it avoids concerns over the fumes 

and noise released by melters. Commissioner Lathan stressed that, for these reasons, 90 

Washington Street is the best option for snow storage in Somerville for now, but agreed that DPW 

needs a better long-term option.  

Commissioner Lathan also stressed that DPW heard the SRA’s feedback. She understands that snow 

storage operations were frustrating last year. As requested, if the SRA has concerns, they can 

directly contact Eric Weisman, the Director of Operations at DPW. Commissioner Lathan also made 

several commitments to the SRA. These include decreasing the impact of snow storage, such as by 

decreasing salt use; increasing constituent services, such as by sweeping the adjacent sidewalks 

each week; and finding alternative sites in the future, whether in Somerville or elsewhere. 

Commissioner Lathan also explained that the new fence will be sturdier, will be screened with 

artwork, and will not be movable like the current fence is. Commissioner Lathan also discussed 

future plans to avoid further conflict. DPW plans to work this winter with procurement to explore 

purchasing a melter for future winters, and may rent a melter in late winter 2023 if snow does not 

melt quickly enough on its own. They are also looking to better maintain and clean the site in Spring 

2023. 

Commissioner Lathan took comments and questions from the SRA. 

Mr. Gage complimented Commissioner Lathan and DPW for already starting to clean up the site. He 

asked DPW representatives to explain the mention in the MOU of disabled vehicles for surplus 

storage and how many vehicles will be stored on the site. He also asked where DPW is placing a 

refrigerator on the site. Mr. Weisman responded that DPW has a handful of vehicles at 10 Poplar 

Street that they are in the process of surplusing. They have a window to do this while the vehicles 

are still at 10 Poplar Street, so they are advertising the vehicles and working with the City’s 

procurement team to dispose of them. If the vehicles are not able to be surplused quickly enough 
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and end up at 90 Washington Street, it should never be more than ten vehicles, and they would only 

be stored there until the surplus process is complete. For the second question, the refrigerator 

would be right by the gate on Washington Street (a map is included in the presentation). This 

refrigerator is currently also at 10 Poplar Street, and would be moved 90 Washington. Mr. Gage asked 

the dimensions of the refrigerator. Mr. Weisman estimated it is about 9x12 feet. 

Mr. Ewen-Campen thanked Commissioner Lathan and Mr. Weisman for the presentation, and asked 

if DPW would take issue with the SRA and the City Council reviewing how this process went early 

next year. Commissioner Lathan said she would welcome this. 

Mr. Ercolini added that he noticed a large vacant lot behind Chambers Auto Works, and asked why it 

doesn’t seem to be used for snow storage. Ms. Woods explained that Engineering is preparing to 

install a large stormwater infrastructure project at 10 Poplar Street (the lot that Mr. Ercolini noticed), 

so they are vacating the site for it to become a construction site soon. 

Mr. Ercolini also asked about the traffic route that trucks with snow will use, hoping that they will 

not go through residential neighborhoods in Ward 1. Mr. Weisman explained that snow removal 

happens throughout the city, but DPW typically uses streets called “cross-towns” and “mains” (ie. 

larger roads), so there will not be much heavy travel in residential neighborhoods. Commissioner 

Lathan also added that schools are embedded in neighborhoods often, so when large storms hit, 

there is more traveling through residential neighborhoods to remove that snow to open schools. Mr. 

Weisman added that snow traffic is being directed down New Washington Street, so snow vehicles 

will enter through the back. 

Ms. Bonney expressed a concern about capacity of the site. If there is a worst-case scenario, the 

snow pile will be very large, and it may melt for a long time. Commissioner Lathan again committed 

to more ongoing cleaning and clearing of the surrounding sidewalk areas if anything migrates. If 

there is a significant blizzard, the City may need to rent snow melters.  

No members of the public made comment. 

Mr. McCormick motioned to approval. Ms. Bonney seconded. Ms. Stone said she would approve if it 

was specified in the MOU that Commissioner Lathan return before July 1st. A sentence will be added 

to paragraph 7 specifying this.  

Mr Ercolini motioned to approve the MOU as amended. Mr. McCormick motioned. Ms. Bonney 

seconded. Approved 6-0-0 by roll call vote. 

Commissioner Lathan, Ms. Woods, and Mr. Weisman left the meeting. 

 

B. Discussion of development selection memo and process 

Mr. Fields walked the Board through the memo outlining the development selection process for 90 

Washington Street. He explained that the OSPCD team took the Board’s feedback from the October 

meeting and will now release the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) in January. They will then plan to 

release a Request for Proposals (RFP) later in the year as planned, and will hopefully present 

developer options for Board approval in Fall 2023. At each step, OSPCD will present draft documents 

for Board approval, and will work closely with the Community Advisory Committee (CAC), for which 



SOMERVILLE REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

MEETING MINUTES 

4 

they are reviewing applications this month. 

Ms. Stone expressed wanting to see developer interviews included in the process in 

October/November 2023. Mr. Fields confirmed that these are already planned as part of the process. 

Mr. Ewen-Campen drew attention to the fact that in 2019 the City Council signed a memorandum of 

understanding (MOU) with the SRA, which detailed that the City Council will help select members of 

the CAC. As the ex officio member of the Council, he wants to make sure staff were familiar with this 

document, and requests that staff ensure the process conforms with the MOU. Mr. Fields said that 

he has read the MOU and this process does conform. Mr. Ewen-Campen said he will also review it. 

No members of the public made comment. 

 

4. Review of draft 2018-2021 annual reports 

Mr. Ercolini thanks Ms. Nadkarni, Mr. Fields, and Mr. Demers for their work on this, and expressed 

that they were outstanding. Mr. McCormick echoed this appreciation, and feels that they make the 

SRA more transparent and communicative for the public. In the 2021 report, on page 6, he suggests 

changing the language to “and was scheduled to open along with the rest of the station,” since the 

elevator did not open with the rest of the station. 

Mr. Ercolini asked what the Board does next with these reports. Ms. Nadkarni explained that they 

will be submitted to the Massachusetts Department of Housing and Community Development. OSPCD 

will also post them on the city webpage on the SRA. 

Mr. Ercolini called for a motion to approve the annual reports as amended. Mr. Gage moved 

to approve. Mr. McCormick seconded. Approved 6-0-0 by a roll call vote. 

 

5. Advisory of letters received (Eversource and Just-a-Start) 

Ms. Nadkarni explained that the SRA received two letters. 

The first was an announcement of a project at 24 Webster Avenue. The SRA owns property within 

300 feet, which is why they received this notice. Mr. Nadkarni explained that if Board members have 

further questions, she can connect them with the planners managing this project. 

Mr. Gage asked that in the future OSPCD include a map or plan showing where the site is located. 

Ms. Nadkarni gave more context; this is a building commonly known as the Carpenter Building. It is 

the old St. Joseph’s Church hall. Mr. Ewen-Campen pointed out that there is a dilapidated property 

next door, and wonders if the City could potentially use eminent domain to take ownership. He 

encourages the Board to think about this, since it would remove blight and create more affordable 

housing for the project that is already being built on the lot next door. 

Mr. Gage commented that the Board needs to receive notices of meetings prior to the occurrence of 

the meeting, because the meeting mentioned in the letter was on October 17th.  

Mr. McCormick shifted to discussing the Eversource project (described in the second letter). He 

believes this is a good opportunity to look at conduit or fiber as part of this build if the Dig Once 
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policy applies to this. 

Mr. Gage asked why Eversource is not restructuring the substation to locate it underground, as is 

being done in Kendall Square. He is concerned about the electromagnetic field being created by the 

substation upgrade, and how nearby properties will be protected from the field created by 115,000 

kilovolts. He explained that this field increases risk to cancer and is concerned that the City is not 

addressing this more. He asked if additional insulation is being provided by Eversource, and if the 

field will be monitored. He also asked if all of the lines would be underground throughout Somerville 

to protect the community. Past projects have set the precedent for this. 

Mr. Ercolini asked who is responsible for oversight of this. Ms. Nadkarni explained that the 

transmission line might be the responsibility of state oversight. She will see what else she can learn 

about this. Mr. Ewen-Campen added that Eversource needs permits from the City, and the process 

requires public meetings for this reason. Although this site is not in Ward 3 (Mr. Ewen-Campen’s 

ward), he is stepping in because the Ward 2 Councilor is a direct abutter to the site. He explained 

that every issue that Mr. Gage raised has been raised by the community, and that the community 

does not want this station in Union Square. He believes there is some sort of building façade going 

up around the station to mitigate impact. He also asked Mr. Gage to share information about the risks 

that the substation poses. 

Ms. Nadkarni added that the state’s Siting Board is still taking comment through November 25th. Their 

contact information is in the letter. Mr. Gage reiterated that he wants the City to ensure this 

substation is installed safely. Ms. Salchert explained that the Board could vote to have Mr. Gage write 

a letter on this topic, or he could write it as a private citizen. 

Mr. Ercolini called for a motion to approve that a letter be sent to the Siting Council for 

public comment regarding concerns of impacts of the Eversource substation, written by 

William Gage on behalf of the SRA and subject to SRA member approval via email prior to 

being sent. Ms. Bonney made a motion to approve. Mr. McCormick seconded. Approved 4-

0-1 (Ms. Stone had left the meeting, and Mr. Gage abstained) by a roll call vote. 

No comments were made by the public. 

 

6. Citation for Eileen McGettigan 

Mr. Demers gave an update on the process for providing Ms. McGettigan with a citation from the SRA. 

Because the City Council has already presented her with a written citation, OSPCD will send Ms. 

McGettigan the printed citation and have invited her to the December 2022 meeting to receive the 

citation virtually from the SRA. 

No comments were made by the public. 

 

7. Other Business Not Reasonably Anticipated by the Chair 

No additional comments were made. 

 



SOMERVILLE REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

MEETING MINUTES 

6 

8. Next meeting: December 21st 

Mr. Demers confirmed that Board members are able to attend the December 21st meeting in order to 

meet quorum. He also informed the Board that the December meeting would be primarily dedicated 

to reviewing the RFQ process for 90 Washington Street, rather than a Union Square update as was 

discussed in the October meeting. 

Mr. Ercolini added that any Board members should feel welcome to share potential agenda items 

with OSPCD staff in the future. 

 

Adjournment: 

The Chair requested a motion to adjourn. Ms. Bonney moved to adjourn. Mr. Ewen-Campen 

seconded. The motion was unanimously approved 5-0-0 by roll call vote at 6:51pm and the 

meeting ended. 


