
Gilman Square Civic Advisory Committee 
 

Date & Time:  Thursday, January 26th, 2023, from 5:30-7pm 

 

This public meeting of the Gilman Square Civic Advisory Committee was conducted via remote 

participation.  

 

We will post an audio recording, audio-video recording, transcript, or other comprehensive record of 

these proceedings as soon as possible after the meeting on the project website: 

https://voice.somervillema.gov/gilman-square-plan-implementation.      

 

The meeting will be held using GoToWebinar.  

To Use a Computer: https://attendee.gotowebinar.com/register/1214143839935411543 

Webinar ID:  228-739-579 

Phone number:  +1 (562) 247-8422  

Access code:  178-885-565  

 

 

Meeting notes 

 

1. Roll call and approval of October 27th meeting summary 

 

Ben Demers, Economic Development Planner for the City of Somerville, welcomed attendees to the 

meeting. 

 

Roll call: 

• In attendance: Diana Marsh, Melinda Coneys, Casey Babbitt, Jamie Cragnoline, Jennifer Koerber, 

Michelle Machado Moreira, Ben Elgart, Jesse Clingan (Councilor), Rachel Nadkarni (Staff) 

• Not in attendance: Ram Kelath, Jack Lister, Lisa Natale, Brittany Vetter, Ben Ewen-Campen 

(Councilor) 

 

No edits were made to the previous meeting summary. The meeting summary was approved. 

 

 

2. First public comment period. 

 

No public comments were heard in this first period. 

 

 

3. Discussion of community meeting 

 

a. Goals of the meeting 

 

https://voice.somervillema.gov/gilman-square-plan-implementation


Staff and committee members discussed plans to host a Gilman Square Community Update on 

Wednesday, February 1st, from 6-7:30 on Zoom. Fliers were shared with CAC members and shared on 

the City website in English, Spanish, Portuguese, and Haitian Creole. City staff urged committee 

members to share the event with their networks. Staff reviewed the goals of the community meeting, 

which included: 

• Providing updates regarding stormwater management, development of the Homans site, the 

Community Path, the GLX station, the Medford Street Bridge and Pearl Street, art on the TPSS 

station, and temporary uses of the site in the coming years. 

• Collecting feedback on preferred temporary uses of the site through an activity. 

• Answering general questions about any of the items discussed. 

 

 

b. Role of the CAC. 

 

Staff and committee members then discussed the role that the CAC could play during the meeting. Staff 

suggested that committee members could help facilitate the interactive portion planned on temporary 

uses that would use a Jamboard, as well as introduce the work of the CAC at the beginning of the call. 

Committee members expressed that it is difficult to plan this since they do not know a lot of what will be 

presented. Staff stressed that it is important for committee members to learn the information presented 

at the same time as the public. 

 

Committee members asked if the City was planning to use breakout rooms. City staff explained that 

everyone will likely stay in the same room, since otherwise it is very difficult to offer interpretation 

services. Committee members asked if they could seed the Jamboard. Staff felt this would work well. 

Committee members also suggested sharing some of their thoughts from the site walk. Staff will review 

some of the temporary uses discussed during the October 2022 Gilman Square CAC meeting, and will 

refrain from going into extensive detail to leave this to the CAC. 

 

Committee members suggested that attendees will want to be able to respond to more pieces of the 

meeting than just the temporary uses. Beyond the Q&A period at the end of the presentation (during 

which attendees can ask any questions of staff who present), staff will share contact information for the 

different presenters so attendees can reach out directly with questions. Staff will then also list additional 

ways to get involved in future meetings. 

 

Committee members suggested that we have two meetings instead of one: One in which we give 

updates and discuss how to get involved with long-term plans, and one in which we discuss temporary 

uses of the Homans site in the shorter term. Committee members also asked that the City staff limit 

their presentations to updates only, rather than giving extensive context for each piece discussed. 

 

 

4. History of the Gilman Triangle—What we’ve learned thus far. 

 



City staff presented a short summary of what the City Archivist team and Economic Development staff 

have learned about the Gilman Triangle site over the past few months. (This refers to the triangle park 

at the intersection of Medford Street and Pearl Street.) 

 

The lot is number 61-D-1B, and the address is 252 Pearl Street. The current owner is the City of 

Somerville, however City staff do not know when exactly it came under City ownership or exactly when 

this became a distinct parcel. The City also seemed to own a larger parcel in the past, since in 1982 the 

City sold an approximately 6,000 square feet portion of the parcel to Gilman Square Associates. City 

staff also asked the committee and community members share any additional information they may find 

about this site. 

 

 

5. Other business not reasonably anticipated. 

 

Committee members asked about the long term use of the Homans site, since they have put extensive 

work into this. City staff confirmed that this will be a topic for next week’s community update. 

 

Committee members asked if they can include a discussion of access issues to the station in the 

community update. 

 

Committee members asked if there is a way to celebrate more person-centered history of the site as it is 

unearthed. City staff said they would really encourage this and like to center it, so ask committee and 

community members to share any history as they find it. 

 

Committee members asked City staff to consider filling the open seats on the CAC. 

 

Committee members also asked to receive an update at some point about the lawsuit that the Piano 

Building’s owners are currently involved in around ground floor uses on a pedestrian street, since some 

development is at a standstill. City staff will give an update on this when they are able to. City staff also 

mentioned that the Planning Board will be hosting a public hearing on ground floor uses of buildings in 

Fabrication districts on February 2nd. 

 

Committee members also asked about updates for the “Sign Building,” which is another building 

potentially being developed in the Gilman Square area. City staff do not have an update on this. 

Committee members asked that City staff use time during the community update to stress who is 

working on what types of projects, since this can be confusing. 

 

Committee members asked if the City is going to move to take the Mobil site. City staff will plan to 

discuss this at the next CAC meeting, since it will be important to have the updates from the City’s 

Engineering Department about stormwater infrastructure updates. 

 

 

6. Second public comment period. 

 



Tori Antonino from the Union Square Neighborhood Council introduced herself to the CAC to say hello. 

She also asked about how the Homans site will be activated, and where potential community center 

spaces might be located locally. She thanked the CAC for their work. 

 

Vicky Peterson expressed that it is helpful to understand that the CAC focuses on parcels that the City 

wants to develop. She also expressed concern that if we spend time discussing temporary uses on the 

Homans site during the community meeting, it will seem as if a final decision has been made about 

stormwater, so the City needs to be careful about how it frames it and the timeframe they are 

considering. 

 

Christine Carlino from the Gilman Square Neighborhood Association commented that how the process 

works for environmental remediation with the EPA is that the City has put together a stormwater 

master plan, but it will not be submitted until 2026 and it will not be approved until even later. During 

that time, the City will be mandated to look more closely at green infrastructure, and she does not 

understand why the City has said green infrastructure will not work since it has worked in many other 

places and saved cities money. She is frustrated that the City’s Engineering department is not being 

straightforward with the timeline that a tank will require. 

 

Matt Carlino from the Gilman Square Neighborhood Association, who is a contaminated sediments 

expert, commented that he has been leading a coalition of residents towards a green infrastructure 

solution. He encourages residents to attend next week’s community update. He also has messages ready 

for community members who would like to get involved to send to Rich Raiche, the City’s Director of 

Infrastructure and Asset Management, with the EPA cc’ed. 

 

 

 

7. Meeting adjournment. 

 

The next meeting of the CAC will be hosted on February 23rd, 2023, from 5:30-7pm. 


