
                          
                    
 

Northern Avenue Bridge Project Community Meeting 

November 28, 2018 

District Hall, 75 Northern Avenue, Boston, MA 

 

OPEN HOUSE1: 6:00 PM to 6:30 PM 

Before the presentation, meeting attendees were able to speak directly with the project team 
and view informational poster boards at four different stations. The stations and posters 
regarded the four conceptual foundations: Mobility, Placemaking, Resiliency, and Honoring 
History.  
 
PRESENTATION1: 6:30 to 7:45 PM 

Agenda and Introductions 

Chris Osgood, City of Boston Chief of Streets, opened the meeting. He thanked the audience for 
attending and reviewed the presentation agenda. He introduced City of Boston staff involved in 
the project, the consultant team, and the Mayoral Advisory Task Force (MATF).  
 
Chief Osgood provided background on the MATF, which includes 17 members from a cross 
section of community groups, neighborhoods, elected officials and the business community. 
Chief Osgood said the role of the MATF is to advise the City as it works to arrive at a preferred 
alternative. He added that they have met monthly since May 2018. Chief Osgood stated that all 
materials from the Task Force meetings (minutes, presentations and other materials) are posted 
on the project website (www.boston.gov/northern-ave). He displayed the list of MATF members 
(also available on the website).  
 
Community Outreach Activities 
 
Kate Barrett, Regina Villa Associates, summarized the community outreach activities that the 
project team has completed to date, in addition to the MATF. The team met with a number of 
community groups, including:  
 

● Wharf District Council 
● Fort Point Neighborhood Association 
● Boston Preservation Alliance 
● SPARK Boston 
● Seaport TMA 
● City of Boston Disability Commission 
● Boston Harbor Now 
● Seaport Leadership Group 
● BSA Historic Resources Committee 

 
Ms. Barrett said the team has also met with abutters and elected officials. She said the team is 
interested in meeting with additional groups and encouraged attendees to request a 

                                                           
1 The presentation and Open House boards can be viewed on the project website, www.boston.gov/northern-ave.  
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stakeholder briefing through the project email (Team@NorthernAveBridgeBos.com). There will 
be another community meeting next March. Ms. Barrett noted that the engagement process is 
designed to give the public a number of opportunities to learn about the project and provide 
input – to the MATF and at public events. The website is updated regularly, and e-blasts are 
sent for meeting notices and project updates. 
 
Conceptual Foundations 
 
Frank DePaola, AECOM, presented the conceptual foundations for the project. He reminded the 
attendees about the Ideas Competition in 2015 and displayed images of some of the poster 
boards that were submitted by teams (the boards were on display around the room). Mr. 
DePaola said the Ideas Competition provided some context for the project team to begin 
developing four conceptual foundations for the new bridge: strengthen resiliency, improve 
mobility, honor history, and create a destination.  
 
Strengthen Resiliency  
 
Mr. DePaola discussed the “strengthen resiliency” concept. He explained the three discussion 
topics the MATF discussed for this concept, including raising the bridge at each end, raising the 
bridge over the navigation channel, and flood control. Mr. DePaola displayed images showing 
how the bridge now becomes inundated during high tides and said the MATF reached 
consensus that the bridge must be raised to accommodate future sea level rise and storm 
surges and maintain the federal navigation channel. He stated that the bridge has been touched 
by water many times. The bridge should be raised so there is the same access for navigation as 
the Moakley Bridge.  
 
Mr. DePaola noted that the project team has been working closely with the Boston Planning and 
Development Agency (BPDA) for resiliency planning. He said that flood control is still an 
ongoing discussion. Mr. DePaola added that raising the bridge at each end incorporates ADA 
slope requirements on approaches and raising the bridge over the navigation channel allows for 
a non-movable bridge. Mr. DePaola explained it is important to have a non-movable bridge to 
reduce future maintenance costs.   
 
Improve Mobility 
 
Mr. DePaola described some of the mobility options the MATF has been discussing, which 
include multiple modes of travel that could utilize the bridge – bicyclists and pedestrians, 
emergency vehicles, HOV+, westbound vehicles only, and general vehicle travel (eastbound and 
westbound). He said another crossing will improve mobility. The project team used the most 
conservative counts for vehicles in the mobility analysis, meaning that the team used the 
highest projected numbers. He added that transit time is not a function of the number of lanes, 
but rather how signals process the traffic. For instance, the signal at Sleeper Street and a new 
one at Atlantic Avenue would dictate vehicle flow over the bridge. The MATF has reached 
consensus that the bridge should include pedestrian, bicycle and emergency vehicle travel in all 
mobility options. They are still discussing HOV+ and westbound traffic. There is not enough 
demand for eastbound traffic, so the group agreed to drop the general travel concept.  
 
The Fort Point Channel crossing is a key bottleneck for all modes between the Wharf District 
and Seaport. Mr. DePaola noted that current transit travel times are unreliable between North 
Station and the Seaport, which limits use of North Station commuter rail by Seaport employees. 
The purpose of the analysis is to consider options that provide mobility benefits and allow for 
future flexibility for the modes discussed below. The analysis established baseline (2018) 
conditions for the study area using multimodal counts, developed future year (2035) conditions 
with adjusted multimodal growth rates and assumptions on future trip distribution, and 
compared future year conditions. Mr. DePaola displayed a graphic that highlighted the half-mile 
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radius of access to public transit from the Northern Avenue Bridge area, which extends to 
Downtown Crossing.  
 
The four current operating concepts analysis and findings follow: 
 
Pedestrian & Bicycle Only/No General Traffic 

• Restricts use to pedestrians, bikes and emergency vehicles. 
• Provides mobility benefit for pedestrians and bikes in a car-free environment. 

 
HOV Lane / No General Traffic 

• One westbound lane dedicated to HOV-3+ users (transit, shuttles carpools, taxis, TNCs) 
• No general traffic use  
• Separated bike and pedestrian facilities.  
• Improves transit travel time and reliability, and results in mode shift and reduction in 

SOV. 
• Provides capacity to move more people, across all modes, in fewer vehicles. 

 
One-Way Westbound Lane / General Traffic 

• Shared lane for general traffic. 
• Separated bike and pedestrian facilities. 
• Benefits certain the small number of vehicles destined for Atlantic Avenue northbound 

where traffic is limited to right turn only, but the Atlantic Avenue intersection remains 
congested because there is no reduction in traffic bound for I-93 North. 

 
Two-Way General Traffic 

• One westbound shared lane for general traffic. 
• One eastbound shared lane for general traffic. 
• Separate bike and pedestrian facilities.   
• Results in same impacts as one-way westbound lane option for westbound travel. 
• Does not provide travel time savings for most vehicles entering the Seaport. 

 
Mr. DePaola added that the team is looking at the option of changing the direction of vehicle 
access during off peak times for the HOV+ and general westbound traffic options. The MATF 
does not see many benefits of allowing general eastbound traffic. All uses are being evaluated 
to see which can be accommodated, but the final decision is subject to policy decisions by the 
City. 
 
Mr. DePaola displayed the study area traffic analysis, which included the following key 
intersections and discussed how signalization and other traffic management affects vehicle 
processing at: 
 

• Sleeper St. & Northern Ave. 
• Seaport Blvd. & Sleeper St. 
• Atlantic Ave. & Seaport Blvd. 
• Purchase St. & Seaport Blvd./Oliver St. 
• Atlantic Ave. & High St. 
• Purchase St. & High St. 
• Atlantic Ave. & Northern Ave. 

 
AECOM looked at what the four mode options will entail. Only allowing bicycle and pedestrian 
access will be a mobility benefit for pedestrians and bicyclists in a car-free environment. Adding 
an HOV lane will improve transit travel time and reliability, which will result in a reduction of 
single occupancy vehicles as it would provide a capacity to move more people in fewer vehicles. 
Adding a westbound travel lane for general traffic would benefit a small number (200-300) 
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vehicles destined for Atlantic Ave. northbound, but traffic would queue on the bridge and the 
Seaport Blvd./Atlantic Ave. intersection would remain congested because there would be no 
reduction in traffic bound for I-93 North. For westbound traffic, two-way general traffic results 
in the same effects as the third mode option of westbound only, but it does not provide a travel 
time savings for most vehicles entering the Seaport. As noted earlier, the MATF saw no benefit 
in adding an eastbound lane. Mr. DePaola noted that allowing general traffic on the bridge is 
not a cure all for Seaport traffic issues. The loading and width of the bridge will inform the 
design. As stated earlier, use of the bridge by different modes of travel is a policy decision by 
the City.  
 
Honor History 
 
Joe Allwarden, AECOM, reviewed some of the key discussion points regarding honoring the 
history of the bridge. The MATF has agreed that a fixed bridge with a 75-year design life is 
preferred. The four design options and their details related to honoring the history of the 
bridge are: 
 

• Preserve: same design, materials, and spirit of existing bridge 
• Replicate: same design and spirit of existing bridge with new materials 
• Reinterpret: same spirit of existing bridge with a new design and materials 
• New Bridge: new spirit, design and materials 

 
Mr. Allwarden noted that there is not much interest among MATF members in replication.  
 
The project team evaluated the condition of the current superstructure and substructure of the 
bridge. During the superstructure investigation, they evaluated the existing conditions of the 
floor system and truss members. They found that the entire floor system, including the deck 
and structural framing elements cannot be reused. They also found that 75-90 percent of the 
primary truss elements are not suitable for reuse. Additionally, the pinned connections in the 
truss system are complex and would be difficult to replace. The actual condition of these 
elements can’t be fully known until construction begins.  
 
During the substructure evaluation, the project team investigated the existing substructure and 
underlying soils. They performed testing on the concrete and soil borings. They found that a 
portion of the foundations under water can be reused in the current locations with some 
rehabilitation. Additional soil testing is planned.   
 
Placemaking 

 
Mr. DePaola explained that the key elements of placemaking are providing areas of respite for 
activities. The MATF agrees that the Northern Avenue Bridge should be an active area of respite 
near the water, but this concept can evolve over time. The bridge should provide spectacular 
views of Boston’s historic harbor, including places to gather and watch fireworks and Tall Ships 
displays, and opportunities to get close to the water. He noted that the pile field around the 
bridge defines the boundaries of the land that can be used for innovative designs, such as 
creating islands, for instance a floating island that could be used for water taxis or green space 
for areas of respite. Mr. DePaola displayed the previous graphic that showed the key areas 
within walking distance of the Northern Avenue Bridge. He displayed graphic concepts of what 
placemaking could accomplish for approaches and areas of respite using examples from other 
projects. The approaches could use integrated, partially separated or fully separated modes of 
travel.  
 
Next Steps and Schedule Review 
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Mr. DePaola presented the upcoming meeting schedule and topics:  
 

• December 2018 MATF Meeting – December 12, 2018, Atlantic Wharf (BSA), Fort Point 
Room 

• January 2019 MATF Meeting – January 24, 2019, Location TBD – Design team to present 
general concept bridge solutions for feedback. 

• February 2019 MATF Sub-Committee Meeting/Financing Plan Discussion – Date & 
Location TBD 

• February 2019 MATF Meeting – February 28, 2019, Location TBD – Design team to 
present narrowed options based on January meeting feedback 

• March 2019 Community Meeting – Date & Location TBD 
• April 2019 MATF Meeting – April 25, 2019 – Design team to present refined options 

based on public meeting and February MATF feedback 
• May 2019 MATF Meeting – May 23, 2019 – Review of preferred alternative to move 

forward to final design 
 
The goal is for the MATF to button up any loose ends at the December 12 meeting. One to 
three alternatives will be presented at the MATF in April and a preferred alternative in May. He 
said that if there isn’t sufficient funding available immediately for all the elements of the 
preferred design, there may be opportunities to secure additional funding through philanthropy 
or commercial ventures. The MATF funding subcommittee will work to identify additional 
sources.  
 
Mr. DePaola also shared the project key milestones schedule: 
 

• June 2019 – Begin final design of preferred alternative 
• Fall 2019 – 25% design complete and begin permitting 
• Fall 2019 – Design Public Hearing 
• Fall 2020 – Advertise for Construction  
• Fall 2022 – Project Complete 

 
Mr. DePaola noted that attendees can submit comments or questions to the project team at 
Team@NorthernAveBridgeBos.com. To sign up and receive emails and updates and learn more 
about the project, attendees should visit www.boston.gov/northern-ave. Mr. DePaola opened 
the meeting to questions and comments from attendees. 
 
Question and Answer Session  
 
An attendee expressed desire to make the new Northern Avenue Bridge pedestrian and bike 
access only. He stated that the Moakley bridge is full vehicular access and in close proximity to 
the Northern Avenue Bridge project area. He doesn’t think that bikes and pedestrians should be 
handicapped to provide emergency access. Mr. DePaola stated that when looking at loadings for 
the bridge design, the load of bikes and pedestrians will be equal to or more than vehicles, so 
the bridge design will support vehicles if that’s what the City wants. 
 
An attendee asked if the team has looked at surrounding bridges when they were conducting 
the studies for this bridge. He also asked how many bikes and pedestrians the team expects to 
use the bridge. Raymond Hayhurst, AECOM, said the project team extensively studied the traffic 
modes and volumes at the Moakley Bridge as well as results from other studies regarding bike, 
pedestrian, transit and vehicular use within the project area. Mr. Hayhurst noted the data could 
be viewed on the open house boards and would also be available on the project website. 
 
An attendee stated that the project should be viewed as an opportunity to create a world-class 
destination with retail, similar to the Ponte Vecchio.  

mailto:Team@NorthernAveBridgeBos.com
http://www.boston.gov/northern-ave
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An attendee asked if there has been an economic analysis done on the cost of the bridge. He 
added that perhaps surrounding businesses and retailers could contribute to the cost. Mr. 
DePaola said that the BPDA has put together a group of developers and other commercial 
interests in the area. They stated that they were interested in contributing but it’s hard for them 
to envision what the bridge will look like. Once the structure is in place it’s likely that more 
ideas will be generated that could recover some investment.  
 
An attendee asked why funds had not been secured before starting design. She noted that the 
City has pledged $40 million toward the bridge, but she has heard estimates of $80-$100 
million for full build out. Mr. DePaola stated if the cost surpasses the City’s commitment after 
incorporating the community’s desires into the design, the City will have to find the additional 
funding or change the bridge type.   
 
An attendee asked if the width of the bridge has been predetermined. Mr. DePaola said that 
because the bridge type has not been determined yet, there is some leeway with the width of 
the bridge. He added that because of permitting issues, the bridge will not be wider than the 
original structure, but it could be narrower.  
 
A representative of the Wharf District Council stated that the group feels strongly that the 
bridge should not be a vehicular bridge. He said that doesn’t mean that no vehicles should be 
allowed, but this should be limited. The group would like to see the bridge as primarily bike 
and pedestrian. He added that vehicular access would be undesirable for the Wharf District. 
 
As a follow up to a previous mobility question, an attendee stated that with the harbor garage 
parcel being redeveloped he foresees traffic increasing on Atlantic Avenue if vehicular access is 
allowed on the Northern Avenue Bridge. He said a stop light or stop control will be needed at 
the corner of Atlantic Avenue. Mr. DePaola responded that the team did an intersection analysis 
with both a stop sign and lights. He noted that with the number of pedestrians, a protected 
pedestrian phase for lights will be needed for crossings. Mr. DePaola said they did not analyze 
intersections further north on Atlantic Avenue. The boundary conditions could be changed. The 
Rowes Wharf and High Street traffic lights dictate flow on Atlantic Avenue.   
 
An attendee asked why it’s necessary for boats to travel underneath the bridge. Mr. DePaola 
told him that federal law requires that boats be accommodated.  
 
An attendee stated that they saw an article online that stated that one of the footings of the 
Moakley Bridge is sinking. He added that although he is not sure if the information is true, he 
wants to know what will happen to traffic if that bridge is taken out of service. He stated that 
this would affect traffic patterns. Mr. DePaola responded that having another crossing will help 
with redundancy and these issues are being considered. 
 
An attendee asked Mr. DePaola what was meant when it was stated that the mode of 
transportation allowed on the bridge was subject to policy decisions. Mr. DePaola explained 
that sometimes the City can decide if another mode of transportation will be allowed in certain 
circumstances. For example, Downtown Crossing is a pedestrian pathway with some Boston 
Police Department and delivery vehicles. Newbury Street is also “pedestrian only” on weekends. 
The Public Improvement Commission defines mode use in consultation with the City Council 
and staff.  
 
An attendee said that the bridge is a signature location. The State spent thirty years cleaning up 
the harbor. He would like to see more pedestrian access for viewing the harbor. 
 
An attendee said she wanted to remind people of what the old bridge meant to residents. It had 
a graceful shape that made it a place where people wanted to visit. The old bridge evoked 
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happiness. The materials, design and dimensions of the new bridge should create a sense of 
buoyancy and contentment. The moving lights exhibit at the ICA could be used on it. She asked 
the team to maintain bike and pedestrian access and design a bridge that makes people happy.  
 
An attendee urged the team to work in conjunction with Boston Harbor Now and improve the 
Harborwalk. Mr. DePaola noted that Kathy Abbott from Boston Harbor Now is a member of the 
MATF. Ms. Abbott added that the bridge is a connection for the Harborwalk east and westbound 
as well as north and southbound.  
 
An attendee expressed concern about traffic impacts in the area if the bridge becomes a 
destination and asked how this will be addressed. Chief Osgood responded that the City 
doesn’t anticipate the bridge will attract a lot of vehicle traffic, but it will attract more bikes and 
pedestrians. He said that the City Council is evaluating how to move people safely through the 
area, not just over the bridge.  
 
An attendee said he is concerned about raising the bridge. He asked if the slopes have been 
measured to ensure safe bicycle use and transitions. He discouraged the team from using 
switchbacks, which are difficult for bikes. Chief Osgood responded that the goal is to make the 
bridge crossing comfortable for all users. The technical team will ensure that all slopes are 
ADA-compliant. 
 
An attendee expressed concern about raising the bridge from its current low-slung position and 
how that might affect its integration into the surrounding area.  
 
An attendee noted that Rowes Wharf and courthouse developers did a good job mediating the 
history of the area and community needs in their designs. The bridge design should reflect the 
historic toughness of the area. He also cautioned that the design team does not need to match 
the size of the new bridge with new development in the area.  
 
An attendee who rows in the area said the circular foundation should be kept intact and 
suggested a smaller area could be used for the masts of boats traversing the navigation 
channel. Mr. DePaola said the team is looking at designs that include this aspect. 
 
An attendee asked if all designs incorporated bike lanes. Mr. DePaola said all designs will 
provide separate bike and pedestrian facilities.   
 
An attendee said the team should tip the hat to history and honor some aspects of the bridge, 
but not replicate the original design. The attendee added it is possible to create an attractive 
bridge and maintain a flavor of the past.  
 
An attendee asked if the old pilot house could be reused. Mr. DePaola stated that the pilot 
house is in poor condition and he doesn’t think it’s possible. However, because the pile field is 
considered the project boundary other elements could be incorporated into the island design.  
 
An attendee noted that another winter could cause additional damage to the bridge, and in the 
past, the City was prepared to remove the bridge due to water inundation.  The attendee asked 
if this is still possible if it looks like there will be more damage. Mr. DePaola responded that it’s 
better to package everything into one bid and one construction contract, and let the contractor 
remove the bridge if necessary, rather than the City undertaking the process.  
 
An attendee asked about the cost to restore/preserve the bridge. Mr. DePaola stated that the 
team is looking at the option. He noted that only 15 percent of the existing material can be 
reused, so the bridge would need to be at least 85 percent new material. If the desire is to have 
a bridge with a 75-year lifespan, reusing materials is not advisable because the bridge would 
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not have that lifespan. The interface of new and old metal would dictate and it would be less 
than 75 years.  
 
Becca Wolfson, Boston Cyclists Union, stated that her group does not want vehicles to use the 
bridge. She added that the presentation mentioned wanting to add easier transit options, but 
she cannot see how this would work if full vehicular access is allowed on the bridge. She added 
that Uber and Lyft siphon riders from public transportation. The goal of areas of respite 
conflicts with vehicle use.  
 
Paul Farrell stated that if the team is not going to refurbish the existing bridge, there are 
elements that could be kept as historical artifacts. He would like to see as much of the structure 
preserved as possible. He is not seeing any effort to creatively work with the existing bridge 
structure. He mentioned that the existing superstructure could be added on top of the new 
bridge, as was done for the Summer Street Bridge, and the trusses would not be load bearing. 
There could be a financial premium and value to this approach.  
 
Greg Galer, Boston Preservation Alliance, added that he has been asking for the data regarding 
the preservation/rehabilitation option for months. He is hoping to receive it soon.  
 
Stacy Thompson, Livable Streets, noted that no one has said they want Uber or Lyft to have 
access to the bridge. She said that the $40 million that the City has committed should go to a 
bike and pedestrian only bridge and placemaking. She said that Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) should 
be evaluated. The GoBoston 2030 report recommended more transit options.  
 
Wendy Landman, Walk Boston, stated that there are no other locations in the city that are for 
bikes and pedestrians only. She agreed that the old bridge had a sense of space. It was magical 
and should be kept that way. She also pointed out that the GoBoston 2030 recommended BRT. 
She said the City should make smart transit investments and tourist attractions should be 
created on the bridge.  
 
Rich Martini, the Fallon Companies, spoke to the interests of businesses and landlords in the 
area. He said everyone agrees with having bike and pedestrian access and placemaking (for 
instance with islands), but a bigger concern for the business community is planning for multi-
use and flexibility for the future. Mr. Martini said the team should provide additional 
redundancy and not exclude a number of opportunities.  
 
Sara McCammond, MATF Vice Chair and Fort Point Neighborhood Association representative, 
stated that bike and pedestrian accommodations have been a major discussion point at MATF 
meetings and are the highest priority for the Fort Point neighborhood. She said the bridges are 
the reason that the Fort Point area is iconic. She said the neighborhood would like to see the 
team be selective about what uses are designated for each Fort Point crossing.  
 
Rick Dimino, MATF Chair and a representative of A Better City (ABC), thanked the MATF 
members as well as the attendees for their comments. He noted that the project has a robust 
public engagement process and the MATF represents a number of constituencies. He pointed 
out that not all options have been checked off, because discussions are ongoing due to the 
different interests.  He said the bridge is iconic and he appreciates the spirit, energy, and 
passion that participants bring to the discussion. He said that ABC represents approximately 60 
business abutters on the Wharf District/Greenway side of the bridge and 35 on the Fort 
Point/Seaport side. He reported that all of these abutters favor transit use for the bridge. He 
added that the South Boston Waterfront Sustainable Transportation Plan noted that the bulk of 
trips in the Seaport want to use transit and added that the Silver Line is at 125 percent capacity. 
He stated that all perspectives must be included.  
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The meeting was adjourned and attendees were invited to visit the open house stations if they 
had additional questions for project team members. 
 
Attendees: 
 
Kathy Abbott, Boston Harbor Now  
Melanie Alba, City Council Staff 
John Allison  
Jared Alves  
J.F. Bennett  
David Biele, State Representative Elect 
Nick Black, The Trustees  
Kathy Blake  
Jay Bresneham  
Sheila Bresnehan  
Soisie Brill  
Peter Brill  
Alice Brown, Boston Harbor Now 
Sam Burgess  
Julio Cardenas  
Matt Carty  
Stacy Cauley, WS Development 
Jim Chisholm  
Linda Cravens  
Jim Cravens  
Elaine Crowley  
Brian Curley  
Chris Cyn  
Steve Dahill  
Richard Dara  
Rick Dimino, A Better City 
Matthew Donovan, Boston Cyclist Union  
John Dykes  
Patti Dykes  
Jean Eisens-Taolt  
Paul Farrell, Save the Old Northern Avenue 
Bridge 
Neil Farrow  
Douglas Fay  
Ethan Finlan  
Patricia Folan  
Jean French, Fort Point Neighborhood 
Association 
Gregory Galer, Boston Preservation Alliance 
Susan Geelmuyden, Dewberry 
Abbot Gilman  
Lisa Gilman  
Dave Goggins, NEWRA 
Bob Gordon  
Doris Gordon  
David Green  
Aaron Greiner  
Sarah Hancock  
Stephen Harvey, Councilor Flaherty's Office 
Alan Hass  

Julie Hatfield  
Jeffrey Heyne  
Jennie Hollister  
Kevin Hollister  
David Holzmch  
Seth Jaffe  
Anita Johnson  
Charles Joseph  
Michael Kineaux  
Tim Kirman  
Milan Komout  
G. Kozol  
Eric Kravss, New England Aquarium 
Pe Kutcher  
Kristin LaFratta, MassLive 
Wendy Landman, Walk Boston 
Christina Lauzi  
Susanne Lavoie, Wharf Neighborhood 
Council  
Matt Lawlor  
Tony Lechuga, Livable Streets 
Laurie Lee  
Ken Lesser  
Richard Liberthsm  
Melissa Lo, Office of Ed Flynn 
Angela Lou  
Duane Lucia  
Alan Maltson  
Julie Marden  
Rice Marden  
Marc Margnlies, Wharf District Council  
Rich Martini, the Fallon Companies 
Erica Mattison  
Sara McCammond, Fort Point Neighborhood 
Association 
Matt McCover, Boston Cyclist Union 
Norman Meisner  
Joseph Mellia, Envoy Hotel 
Barbara Miller, Boston Committee GCA 
Marc Miller, Fort Point Theatre Channel 
Anna Moll  
MaryBeth Noonan  
Siobhon O'Connor  
Mark O'Leary, MCCA 
Keiko Prince  
Jason Purdy  
Ian Pylvainen  
Jon Ramos, Boston Cyclists Union  
Dieter Reuther  
Bill Reyelt  



 
 

10 

Joe Rogers, Harborfront Neighborhood 
Alliance 
Nat Rohaman, Post Office Square  
Ben Rosenberg, Silman 
Koby Rotstein  
Ken Rowland, CRM Holdings LLC 
Tom Ryan  
Cam Sanzia, FPNA/FPAC 
Christine Savage  
Tamara Sikharulide  
Teil Silverstein  
Patricia  Stimpson 

Wesley Stimpson  
Patrick Sullivan, Seaport TMA 
Stacy Thompson, LivableStreets 
Eileen Trebbin  
Steve Venezia  
Sheila Willard  
Ali Williams  
Rick Winterson , South Boston Online  
Becca Wolfson, Boston Cyclists Union 
Chad Worley  
Michelle Wu, Boston City Council  

 


