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                      MEETING POSTING  
 

TOWN OF NANTUCKET  
Pursuant to MGL Chapter 30A, § 18-25 

All meeting notices and agenda must be filed and time stamped with the 
Town Clerk’s Office and posted at least 48 hours prior to the meeting 

(excluding Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays) 

  

  
Committee/Board/s Real Estate Assessment Committee 

  
Day, Date, and Time Tuesday, February 8, 2022; 2:30PM 
  
Location / Address      REMOTE PARTICIPATION VIA ZOOM (See Below) 

THE MEETING WILL BE AIRED AT A LATER TIME ON THE  
TOWN’S GOVERNMENT TV YOUTUBE CHANNEL AT 
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC-sgxA1fdoxteLNzRAUHIxA 
 

  
Signature of Chair or 
Authorized Person  

      
Allyson Mitchell, Housing & Real Estate Office Manager 

WARNING: IF THERE IS NO QUORUM OF MEMBERS PRESENT, OR IF 
MEETING POSTING IS NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE OML 
STATUTE, NO MEETING MAY BE HELD! 

AGENDA for 2-8-2021 
(Subject to change) 

www.nantucket-ma.gov 
JOIN ZOOM MEETING: 
Link:    https://us06web.zoom.us/j/86550905242?pwd=UVZmMkxFeE9Nc2dycG00V2N5SVpLUT09 
Meeting ID: 865 5090 5242Meeting Password: 025611 
  

Please list below the topics the chair reasonably anticipates will be discussed at the meeting 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
 

3. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
 

• Thursday, December 9, 2021 
• Monday. December 13, 2021 

 
 

 

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC-sgxA1fdoxteLNzRAUHIxA
http://www.nantucket-ma.gov/
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/86550905242?pwd=UVZmMkxFeE9Nc2dycG00V2N5SVpLUT09
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/82211735226?pwd=RjFlYUJNdUdVMXE4SUNTWmMwMFkyUT09
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/82211735226?pwd=RjFlYUJNdUdVMXE4SUNTWmMwMFkyUT09
mcoleman
Meeting Postings
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5. REAL ESTATE MATTERS   
 

• Order of Taking by Eminent Domain of Easements over Portions of Hancock 
Street 

• Order of taking by Eminent Domain of Portions of Cherry Street 
 

 
6. OTHER BUSINESS 

 
7. DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING 

 
• Review 2022 Meeting Schedule 

 
8. ADJOURNMENT  
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REAL ESTATE ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE 
 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:   John Brescher (Chair), Rhoda Weinman (Vice Chair), 
Penny Dey (Secretary), Thomas Barada, Lee Saperstein 

 
MINUTES 

Thursday, December 9, 2021 
Remote Meeting via Zoom – 11:00am 

Purpose: Special Meeting: 
 

ATTENDING COMMITTEE MEMBERS: John Brescher; Rhoda Weinman; Penny Dey; Lee Saperstein; 
Thomas Barada  
STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: Ken Beaugrand (Real Estate Specialist), Allyson Mitchell (Housing & Real 
Estate Office Manager), Vicki Marsh (Town Counsel) 
PUBLIC PRESENT:  Jamie Grifo 

 
1. Call to Order 

John Brescher calls the meeting to order at 11:02am & reads participation & open meeting 
guidelines.   

2. Approval of the Agenda 
The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Rhoda Weinman that the REAC 
does hereby vote to APPROVE the Agenda for December 9, 2021. 
ROLL CALL of those participating: 
1. Rhoda Weinman Aye 
2. Penny Dey  Aye 
3. Lee Saperstein  Aye 
4. Thomas Barada Aye 
5. John Brescher  Aye 
The MOTION carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

3. Public Comment 
a. None 

 
4. Approval of Minutes of November 15, 2021: 

The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Thomas Barada that the REAC 
does hereby vote to APPROVE the Minutes from November 15, 2021. 
ROLL CALL of those participating: 
6. Rhoda Weinman Aye 
7. Penny Dey  Aye 
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8. Lee Saperstein  Aye 
9. Thomas Barada Aye 
10. John Brescher  Aye 
The MOTION carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

5. REAL ESTATE MATTERS – 5 & 9 Auriga St. 
 

Vicki Marsh, 9 & 10 Auriga both had had subdivisions of their lots, and they were lots 1, 2 & 3, 
which is shown on a plan “21-14” which we could not get a copy of on the registry, but it shows lots 
1, 2 & 3. They had decided to exchange these parcels between themselves, so they could 
accommodate a pool that was being constructed and it was too close to the boundary lines. 
Unfortunately, what they didn’t do, was get the approval of the Select Board to make this 
subdivision and these conveyances, which is required in the yard sale deeds that each of them 
obtained, referenced in the packet. Those deeds clearly had in there, that if they were going to 
subdivide or convey any portion of the yard sale parcels, that they were going to have to come back 
to the Select Board for written approval. To clean that mess up, we have gotten consents for both 9 
& 10 Auriga that ratified and confirmed that they were allowed to make this subdivision and 
conveyance. That is really the purpose of those two consents. In addition, they’re still subject to 
restrictions that are on these Yard Sale deeds, so if 9 Auriga was to subdivide again, they’d have to 
come back to the Select Board to get their approval. For 10 Auriga, it was a different situation. It 
had a restriction that allowed them to subdivide without the town’s consent into two buildable lots, 
because by right they could have done that before they acquired the yard sale property. But if they 
choose to try to subdivide it into more than two buildable lots, they would still have to come back to 
the Select Board. The consent for 9 & 10 Auriga are fairly simple, but what gets more complicated is 
lot 5 Auriga street. What happened there is that the Select Board had authorized a conveyance of 
Lot 5 to IAM Investments and that was then going to be merged with 10 Auriga St, however in 
order to be able to do that, Mr. Carl England (the trustee of Trackside Revocable Trust, at 6 
Canonicus street) he was going to have to release his rights in Lot 5 Auriga. The way Lot 5 was set 
up was that technically a portion of his lot is actually within Lot 5 Auriga. Mr. England did not agree 
to release his rights. He wanted some access over a portion of Lot 5 to his property, so he made an 
arrangement and came to an understanding with the owner of 10 Auriga St that they would 
subdivide Lot 5 Auriga into Lot 5a and Lot 5b and then convey Lot 5b to Mr. England. We do not 
have a plan showing Lot 5a and 5b, that hasn’t been completed yet and I’ve been told by Jamie 
Grifo that Michael Connelly is working on it and we will have it in time to have this recorded and to 
be able to have the Select Board execute their documents next Wednesday. The purpose of the 
consent for Lot 5a is to allow for the subdivision of Lot 5 into Lot 5a and Lot 5b. A portion would 
be merged with 10 Auriga and the other portion would be conveyed to Mr. England. In addition, 
there is a release of some restrictions in the Yard Sale that would allow for the owners of 10 Auriga 
to no longer have to comply with the Lot 5 deed restrictions. There is a perimeter plan of 9 & 10 
Auriga to show you where those properties are. Those are supposed to also be recorded, as well as 
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the deed to Lot 45 Auriga, which has not yet been recorded. My understanding from Jamie Grifo is 
that he is working out an arrangement of an access and utility easement to 9 Auriga, then we can 
record the Lot 5 deed. Any questions?  

Penny Dey, so 9 Auriga was listed for sale and is currently under contract…is that what’s driving 
this?  

Vicki Marsh, yes. These plans were done quite some time ago. They were the original yard sale 
plans, so they broke up all the parcels they wanted to show could be conveyed.  

Rhoda Weinman, I have a more basic question…why was authorization not sought by the Select 
Board when these changes were made?  

Jamie Grifo, I don’t know that I have the exact answer, but I believe the deed restriction language 
in the yard sale deed was not perfectly clear. There was an assumption that a minor lot line 
adjustment is not the same thing as a subdivision and a conveyance. During those lot line 
adjustments, they did endeavor to keep the acreage of each tract comparable to the beginning of the 
lot line adjustment. All of this essentially occurred to accommodate for the pool and I think it was 
just an oversight to be honest.  

Vicki Marsh, I take the position that they should have come for this request, it’s clear that they 
were not just moving a boundary, they were actually dividing these lots. I’m not sure why they didn’t 
come to the Select Board…they clearly should have come and I think that language is very specific. 
It was drafted with the idea that property owners can’t just take a yard sale lot from the town and go 
and start changing their lots and sizes without coming back to the Town.  

Ken Beaugrand, when I made the presentation to the Select Board, I clearly pointed out to the 
Select Board that there was an issue with respect to this and in respect to any further subdivision, 
particularly with the issue Carl England has raised. This issue was an open issue and I pointed out 
that what we were dealing with was very specific to in fact what was in front of them, as opposed to 
some of the other issues raised.  

Vicki Marsh, so we all understand, that access and easement plan is not the plan that is going to 
show the subdivision between Lot 5a and 5b. That picture shows a division of Lot 5, that’s really all 
I have to work from. Lot 5a will be on the left-hand side closest to 10 Auriga. I have been promised 
the subdivision plan before we record. If that plan is not ready, we aren’t able to go forward on 
Wednesday.  

John Brescher, I think we have three requests…one is for the swap between 9 & 10 Auriga…those 
deeds were recorded, and we are going to recommend one way or the other is the Select Board 
should give their consent to that swap. Third issue involves this Lot 5…of which there will be a less 
convoluted easement and subdivision plan between 5 Auriga and 6 Canonicus, and we need to 
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effectively make the same recommendation not to the easement but to the division of the land for 
both 6 and for 5 Auriga. It’s the same thing, but just doing it a step earlier because the deeds have 
not been recorded yet or the plan finalized.  

Vicki Marsh, yes, and the easement really doesn’t affect this…we don’t have to be involved there, 
that’s just part of what’s driving this whole transaction, we don’t need to approve it. It really is just 
for you to be able to recommend to the Select Board that they could approve of the consent to 
subdivide Lot 5 and then to convey Lot 5b to Mr. England and the owners of 10 Auriga would 
retain Lot 5a and merge it into 10 Auriga.  

Rhoda Weinman, I have less of an issue with that than I do with the other two. I think a restriction 
is a restriction and I don’t understand why that assent wasn’t given…it wasn’t given because they 
never asked for it. I don’t have a concern with the one we just went through because they’re asking 
for it up front.  

John Brescher, I’m the opposite. I have no problem with the ones that have been done because I 
know what they were, I can see the plan. I’m not as thrilled about the one with England unless we’re 
all comfortable enough saying, effectively between Vicki, Ken & Allyson that they can approve the 
plan for us.  

Ken Beaugrand, if there isn’t an acceptable plan from Vicki’s point of view, we won’t bring this to 
the Select Board next Wednesday.  

John Brescher, if we were to approve the third request, it would be subject to an agreeable and 
approvable plan by staff.  

Lee Saperstein, I’m troubled that if I can’t see what I’m voting on, I don’t want to vote. You’re 
talking about approval in concept, but I don’t know what the concept is.  

Thomas Barada, I agree with Lee on this, we’re being asked to approve of a subdivision of a piece 
of property that we don’t even see a line for and we don’t even know if it’s been agreed upon by the 
two parties.  

Lee Saperstein, I do understand the dates…we’re coming into a period when people are not 
available and the 15th is the last Select Board meeting of this year, and so I do understand this 
“emergency” but I just don’t know what I’m looking at. 

Vicki Marsh, what was driving this deal, as its been represented to me by Steve Cohen and Jamie 
Grifo, is that there are capital gain issues that need to be met for these people before the end of the 
calendar year, and so this is the very last moment. I decided that I would come to you to see if you 
would consider this, with the idea and conditions, that we would not go forward without a final and 
approved subdivision plan. But I do understand your concerns, voting on something you cannot see. 
I also cannot see what Lot 5a and 5b will look like, I can only see what is represented on the 
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easement plan. I do know there is a signed agreement between the two owners regarding this 
transaction and I’ve been informed, and maybe Jamie can speak to this, that Mr. England agrees to 
this.  

Ken Beaugrand, yes, I spoke with Carl yesterday at the Rotary Club and he did tell me he agreed to 
it.  

John Brescher, I know the goal is to get all of this resolved by the end of the year, but I feel like the 
lot line adjustment between 9 & 10 was more time sensitive than what we’re doing with Lot 5?  

Vicki Marsh, according to Marianne Hanley, who represents the buyers of 9 Auriga, they don’t care 
about the time. What’s driving it is the seller. 

Jamie Grifo, I think all the parties are interested in moving this forward for a lot of reasons…I 
would like to circle back because I’m hearing there is hesitation about the plans and the information 
provided with. I agree, there is a lot of information here, but for the subdivision of Lot 5, if you 
focus on the detail on the access & utility easement plan…this is what the final plan will look like, 
with more clear designations, and we’re supposed to have that plan today. I was supposed to have it 
in advance of this meeting, but if you can pull up the detail on the plan…Lot 5 is the triangle that is 
shown, and the subdivision is really not more than what is shown in that detail. As far as the 
subdivision goes, the plan won’t show much more. I can talk you through the easement areas, but 
that’s not really any of the town’s concerns and that has been worked out with both the buyer’s 
attorney and Mr. England’s attorney. So, all the parties are ready to move forward. One other thing I 
will address, in this same plan – the access plan - if you scroll up where you can see 9 & 10 Auriga 
side by side, I want to be clear that the land swap that occurred…it was not that they cut this up and 
did a full subdivision of a new buildable lot. It was literally a minor lot line adjustment where that 
common boundary moved slightly.  

Lee Saperstein, in my personal history, I bought a house with a swimming pool….and the property 
line was described as going around the fence but it had never been recorded and it cost somebody a 
lot of money to fix that. Has this property line been recorded?  

John Brescher, Lee are you asking if there is a perimeter plan recording the plot lines?  

Lee Saperstein, I’m asking if the property line around the Metz pool was recorded, because we’re 
looking at a utility plan, not a deed. 

Jamie Grifo, the deeds have been exchanged, the perimeter plans have been prepared and are ready 
to be recorded. We’re here trying to get your consent to effectuate those deeds. 

Vicki Marsh, a couple of things…the perimeter plans that will show what 9 & 10 Auriga will look 
like, they have not yet been recorded but they will be recorded. These lots, that were conveyed 
between these two parties, it might not have been a subdivision of the lot, but it was certainly a 
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division of their lots and the deeds clearly state that a division of the lot or a subdivision of the lot, 
you need to come to the Select Board for their prior approval.  

Penny Dey, not only that, but we’ve had to move our meeting twice to accommodate this matter, 
which is not easy. I need to leave at 11:45 so if you need to vote, you need to have it in the next 
minute if you need me.  

Rhoda Weinman, I agree with Vicki, I can’t get beyond the fact that they didn’t do what they were 
supposed to do.  

John Brescher, so what are we saying? We’re going to ask them to revert the deed and then vote on 
this again? Nullify the deed and then have them take that exercise just to have us bless it?  

Rhoda Weinman, I’d like to hear Vicki’s comment.  

Vicki Marsh, in order to try to correct what was an error in judgement and procedure by these 
parties, I request that your consideration to ratify this conveyance and these deeds. We do have 
plans and deeds that show those Lots 1, 2, & 3 being conveyed between the parties, so I would ask if 
you could consider whether or not the Select Board can approve this. The other one, I think that is a 
different issue as we don’t have a plan that shows the definitive areas of Lot 5a and 5b. however if 
you wish to consider voting to authorize the conveyance and agree to the SB’s consent of the lot5a 
conveyance and subdivision, subject to my approval as town counsel, to the subdivision plan, that’s 
a consideration you could make. 

John Brescher, I’d also like to note that Penny Dey had to jump off the call. We now have 4 out of 
5 members. Jamie, we still have a quorum, I think we still need a simple majority, but just letting you 
know that.  

Rhoda Weinman, would it make sense to see the final plans before we vote?  

John Brescher, yes, I think we have two separate issues, and I don’t know if another week if going 
to get us anything because Erika is expecting a recommendation by tomorrow for Select Board.  

Rhoda Weinman, I was thinking could we reconvene for a short meeting for Monday?  

Ken Beaugrand, the point is, it is on the Select Board agenda and if the committee can’t make a 
decision until Monday, I’ll convince Erika we’ll have a final answer on Monday. If there is not an 
agreement, we’d pull it off the agenda.  

Jamie Grifo, I just received a copy of the subdivision plan that I’m happy to forward to somebody 
or all of you…it literally just came in.  

John Brescher, the other thing to do, and I don’t know enough about open meeting law, but can 
we continue it… 
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Ken Beaugrand, you’d need to continue, otherwise we won’t have time to post it. What else do you 
need besides the subdivision plan, which Jamie is going to be circulating right now. I heard Lee and 
Tom say they can’t decide without looking at the subdivision plan, which is being circulated right 
now.  

John Brescher, I’m comfortable with the plan and the first issue, but that’s just me. I don’t want to 
speak for Lee and Tom that the plan was the only thing they were looking for, but I don’t know 
where the other committee members are.  

Ken Beaugrand, you’ve got three requests, I think we need three votes in respect to the third 
requests. Now that we have the plans, we can all look at those.  

Lee Saperstein, as an old-time parliamentarian, I can tell you that Boards spend far more time on 
poorly presented reports than a report that is well presented. We would be able to deal with this in 5 
minutes if we had a good plan.  

Thomas Barada, if we get that plan we can look at it and go from there.  

Vicki Marsh, I appreciate the fact that we’re getting the plan, but people may want to look for more 
than 5 seconds before they vote. There’s been a lot of information here this morning. If they wish to 
have this meeting continued and vote on it after they get a chance to see the plan.  

6. Move to Continue 
The MOTION was made by Rhoda Weinman and seconded by Lee Saperstein that the 
REAC meeting be continued to Monday, December 13, 2021. 
ROLL CALL of those participating: 
1. Rhoda Weinman Aye 
2. Lee Saperstein Aye 
3. Thomas Barada Aye 
4. John Brescher Aye 
The MOTION carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

 
Submitted by:     Allyson Mitchell 
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REAL ESTATE ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE  
 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:   John Brescher (Chair), Rhoda Weinman (Vice Chair), 
Penny Dey (Secretary), Thomas Barada, Lee Saperstein 

 
MINUTES 

Monday, December 13, 2021 
Remote Meeting via Zoom – 3:00pm 

Purpose: Special Meeting: 
 

ATTENDING COMMITTEE MEMBERS: John Brescher; Rhoda Weinman; Penny Dey; Lee Saperstein; 
Thomas Barada  
STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: Ken Beaugrand (Real Estate Specialist), Allyson Mitchell (Housing & Real 
Estate Office Manager), Vicki Marsh (Town Counsel) 
PUBLIC PRESENT:  Jamie Grifo 

 
1. Call to Order 

John Brescher calls the meeting to order at 3:02pm & reads participation & open meeting 
guidelines.   

2. Approval of the Agenda 
The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Rhoda Weinman that the REAC 
does hereby vote to APPROVE the Agenda for December 9, 2021. 
ROLL CALL of those participating: 
1. Rhoda Weinman Aye 
2. Penny Dey  Aye 
3. Lee Saperstein  Aye 
4. Thomas Barada Aye 
5. John Brescher  Aye 
The MOTION carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

3. Public Comment 
a. None 

 
4. Approval of Minutes of: 

a. None 
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5. REAL ESTATE MATTERS – 5 & 9 Auriga St. continued 
 

Vicki Marsh, at the end of last meeting, the committee had decided that they wanted to see a final 
version of the subdivision plan of lot 5. At that time, we decided to move the meeting to today, to 
have an opportunity to review that plan as well as to consider voting on the consent for Lot 5 
Auriga street as well as consents for 9 & 10 Auriga street. As of this morning, after a discussion with 
Jamie Grifo, the subdivision of Lot 5 is not going to be approved by the Planning Board this week 
so not in final form by the Select Board or for us this week. We were able to determine the 9 Auriga 
transaction could still be completed without the subdivision approval for Lot 5 Auriga. Therefore, 
the Lot 5 review will be tabled until the planning board has reviewed and approved that plan. The 
only other items for today are the consents for 9 & 10 Auriga.  

Ken Beaugrand, the proposal for the SB is to pull the 3rd item, with respect to 5 Auriga, off the 
agenda, and subject to your vote, recommend to the Select Board the approval of the consents and 
releases as drafted for lots 9 & 10. 

John Brescher, between 9 & 10 it was just a “land swap’ or lot line adjustment between two 
properties controlled by the same person, just one was owned by an LLC.  

Vicki Marsh, yes, they were adjusting the lot lines but nonetheless they were still dividing it, as 
prohibited under the deed restriction reads, and therefore they needed to come and receive a 
consent from the Select Board to divide these lots. 

Jamie Grifo, we’ve agreed to table the Lot 5 issue for now. I do think there was some confusion 
regarding the order of operations, but it’s clear now that we do need to come to REAC and the 
Select Board to get approval to do the subdivision, or the Planning Board to get the contingent 
relief, and I guess it is a bigger question as to who we go to first.  

John Brescher, I appreciate the comment, but my sense is that Select Board will take the position 
similar to the Zoning Board of Appeals, in that they will want all the approvals in hand before you 
go to them, but to be fair I don’t know if there is a policy written in stone about that.  

Ken Beaugrand, it is the only thing that will work in respect to what I am able to bring to the 
Select Board, because those are the constraints with respect to the position that I have and the 
recommendation that I make as the Real Estate Property Specialist on Nantucket.  

Vicki Marsh, I spoke with Leslie Snell this morning, I wanted her input as to whether or not the 
Planning Board needed to consent first. She said generally people go to the Planning Board first, but 
there isn’t really a policy in place. But I am getting the sense from the Select Board in prior 
discussions that they would like to see things in a finished or approved form.  
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Rhoda Weinman, at the last meeting I was pretty much opposed to this, but when asking the 
question “What happens if this is denied”, I think it would be a mess. I do feel strongly that if there 
is a deed restriction and the Select Board has to sign off on it, that that’s the process they should go 
through and they didn’t. But in this case, I’ll back off because I don’t think there’s much of a 
solution if we deny it. 

Thomas Barada, we’re only discussing the lots that are being added right? We’re not voting on 
changing the lot line positions correct?  

John Brescher, we’re voting on, the interior lot line adjustment by adding and taking away parcels 
between 9 & 10 Auriga Street. There is a deed restriction that requires Select Board consent for lot 
line adjustments like this, and they didn’t’ do it, but now they’re asking that we recommend the 
Select Board give their consent to do so.  

Ken Beaugrand, there are no increases in rights or anything, this is an administrative task that was 
overlooked. And I have instructed Town Counsel, and the applicants, that they will be billed for the 
work throughout this process. 

The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Thomas Barada that the REAC 
does hereby vote to recommend to the Select Board to assent to the division and subdivision 
between 9 & 10 Auriga St. as shown on Plan 2012-60 and execute the two separate documents 
to effectuate the same.  
ROLL CALL of those participating: 
1. Rhoda Weinman Aye 
2. Penny Dey  Aye 
3. Lee Saperstein Aye 
4. Thomas Barada Aye 
5. John Brescher Aye 
The MOTION carried UNANIMOUSLY. 

 

 
Submitted by:     Allyson Mitchell 

































COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
TOWN OF NANTUCKET 

SELECT BOARD 
 
 

ORDER OF TAKING BY EMINENT DOMAIN  
OF PORTIONS OF CHERRY STREET 

 
 
The undersigned being the majority of the duly elected and serving members of the Select 

Board of the Town of Nantucket, a body politic and corporate and a political subdivision of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, having a principal place of business at Town and County 
Building, 16 Broad Street, Nantucket, Massachusetts (“Town”), acting by authority of 
Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 40, § 14 and Chapter 79, as amended, Article III, Section 
3.3 of the Town Charter, St. 1996, c. 289, § 1, and the vote on Article 109 adopted by the Town 
at its 2020 Annual Town Meeting, a certified copy of which is attached hereto, and by virtue of 
every other power and authority hereto enabling us, having complied with all the preliminary 
requirements prescribed by law, having determined that the taking of the fee in those certain 
parcels of land comprising portions of  described below (“Parcels”) is required for general 
municipal purposes and public way purposes, do hereby adopt and decree this Order of Taking 
on behalf of the Town and do hereby take from the supposed owners of the Parcels, those who 
hold easements and other rights to the Parcels, and all their successors, heirs and assigns, as their 
interests may appear, by the right of eminent domain, the fee in the Parcels, including but not 
limited to all rights of passage, if any, as follows: 

 
The land shown on a plan of land entitled “Taking and Disposition Plan of Land in 

Nantucket, MA Prepared for Town of Nantucket,” dated October 28, 2021, prepared by 
Blackwell & Associates, Inc., recorded with the Nantucket County Registry of Deeds as Plan No. 
2021-77 and consisting of the following Parcels described on the Plan: 
 
Parcel   Address/Location    Area ± 
 
Parcel A       Cherry Street                  4,001± s. f. 
 
Assessor ID  Supposed Owner(s)    Title Reference 
 
Map 80,  Scott D. Bowman, Trustee of Bowman         Book 1820, Page 174 
Parcel 166             Family Trust u/d/t dated June 16, 2017 
                                    as evidenced by Trust Certificate Pursuant  
                                    to M.G.L. Chapter 184, Section 35  

 



Parcel   Address/Location    Area ±  
 
Parcel B   Cherry Street                4,001± s. f. 
 
Assessor ID  Supposed Owner(s)    Title Reference 
 
Map 80,               Cheryl A. Creighton                                       Book 437, Page 113 
Parcel 163                                                                                             

 
 

Any and all trees, vegetation and driveways on the Parcels are included in this Order of 
Taking, excluding the right to use for access purposes the driveways shown on said Plan 
for the benefit of the properties shown as 7 Folger Avenue and 9 Folger Avenue abutting 
said Parcels. Any utility easements in the Parcels are to be excluded from this Order of 
Taking. 

 
           The damages sustained by the supposed owner(s) listed above by reason of this taking of 
           the Parcels are valued and awarded in a resolution of even date adopted by the Select  
           Board in accordance with Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 79, as amended.           
 

If any party named hereinabove as an owner of any Parcels taken hereby is not a true 
owner of said Parcels, then the award is made only to the true owner(s) of said Parcels. 

 
(Remainder of Page Intentionally Blank.  Signatures Follow on Next Page.) 



Adopted under seal this         day                       , 2022. 
 
 

      TOWN OF NANTUCKET 
       BY ITS SELECT BOARD 
 
             
       Jason Bridges 

 
        
                                                                                           
       Dawn E. Hill Holdgate 
 

 
              
       Matthew G. Fee 
 
 
              
       Melissa K. Murphy 
       
 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
 

Nantucket, ss. 
 
On this         day of                      , 2022, before me, the undersigned notary public, personally 
appeared Jason Bridges, Dawn E. Hill Holdgate, Matthew G. Fee, and Melissa K. Murphy, as 
members of the Select Board of the Town of Nantucket, proved to me through satisfactory 
evidence of identification, which was personal knowledge of the undersigned, to be the persons 
whose names are signed on the preceding or attached document, and acknowledged to me that 
they signed it voluntarily for its stated purpose as the free act and deed of the Select Board of the 
Town of  Nantucket. 
 
              
       Notary Public 
       My commission expires: 
 
 
798533NANTYDSALE 19712/0294 
 
    
    



































































Potential REAC Meeting Dates 2022 

Monday, January 10  -  SB 1/26 

Monday, February 7  -  SB 2/23 

Monday, March 7  -  SB 3/23 

Monday, April 11  -  SB 4/27 

Monday, May 9  -  SB 5/25 

Monday, June 6  -  SB 6/22 

Tuesday or Weds, July 5 or 6  -  SB 7/20  

Monday, August 1  -  SB 8/17 

Monday, September 12  -  SB 9/28 

Tuesday, October 11  -  SB 10/26  
 *might conflict with AHT meeting?  

Monday, November 14  -  SB 11/30 

Monday, December 5  -  SB 12/21 
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	The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Rhoda Weinman that the REAC does hereby vote to APPROVE the Agenda for December 9, 2021.
	The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Thomas Barada that the REAC does hereby vote to APPROVE the Minutes from November 15, 2021.
	The MOTION was made by Rhoda Weinman and seconded by Lee Saperstein that the REAC meeting be continued to Monday, December 13, 2021.
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	The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Rhoda Weinman that the REAC does hereby vote to APPROVE the Agenda for December 9, 2021.
	The MOTION was made by Penny Dey and seconded by Thomas Barada that the REAC does hereby vote to recommend to the Select Board to assent to the division and subdivision between 9 & 10 Auriga St. as shown on Plan 2012-60 and execute the two separate do...


