
HDC Appeal 
of 
29 

Commercial 
Wharf 



APPEALS PROCEDURE before the Select Board 
 
The appeal to the Select Board concerns the HDC decision and is not a new hearing of the matter already 
heard by the HDC. No new information may be brought forth during the appeal process before the Select Board. 
Any information not previously submitted to the HDC will not be allowed. 
 

1. The chairman opens the public hearing and may outline the procedure to be followed including 
the time allotment for the statements and rebuttals. 

 
2. The appellant states his/her case and the reason for the appeal. 

 
3. The Historic District Commission defines its position. 

 
4. Rebuttals follow. 
 
5. Public comment may be taken although any separate interests that may be expressed will not 

become part of the argument. 
 
6. The chairman invites questions from the Board and closes the public hearing. 

 
7. The Board makes a decision or may take the matter under advisement. 
 
8. A written decision is prepared for Board signature. 

 



















 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

8.A.1.(NER-RSS) 
 
June 5, 2024 
 
Mary Bergman, Executive Director 
Nantucket Preservation Trust 
11 Centre Street 
Post Office Box 158 
Nantucket, Massachusetts 02554 
[Replied by email to: mbergman@nantucketpreservation.org] 
 
Dear Mary Bergman: 
 
Thank you for your email to the National Park Service Interior Region 1 North Atlantic-Appalachian 
National Historic Landmarks Program regarding the Nantucket Historic District National Historic 
Landmark in Massachusetts. We appreciate the notification of events which affect our National Historic 
Landmarks.  
 
Nantucket Historic District was originally designated a National Historic Landmark in 1966, with a 
boundary expansion in 1975 and an update and additional documentation approved in 2012. It consists of 
5,027 contributing buildings on the three islands of Nantucket, Tuckernuck, and Muskeget spanning the 
period 1659 to 1975. Of importance in the most recent update was the recognition of Nantucket’s areas of 
significance during the mid-twentieth century and associated contributing resources: 1,498 contributing 
resources date between 1945 and 1975; 879 contributing resources date between 1965 and 1975. At the 
time of designation, all contributing resources were determined to have a high degree of integrity, which 
is the ability of a property to convey its historical associations or attributes. The seven aspects of integrity 
are location, setting, design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Please note that although a 
property’s condition may impact aspects of integrity, such as materials, the condition of a property is not 
an integrity aspect used for evaluation.  
 
We are now aware of a potential threat to the nationally significant district through the demolition of a 
contributing resource as well as ongoing district-wide threats presented by these same patterns of 
relocation, demolition, and infill. We are concerned about the recent demolition of contributing resource 
29 Commercial Wharf and the impending adverse effect on the district that would be created by the 
relocation of non-contributing resource 15 Commercial Wharf. It also appears that 15 Commercial Wharf, 
recorded in the designation as a 1960 cottage contributing to the district, has been demolished and 
replaced by the larger present-day structure, another example of loss of integrity.  
 
The wharves are an important component of the Nantucket Historic District, and there are limited 
remaining examples of fishing shacks (cottages) on Nantucket; nearly all of the buildings on the wharves 
are contributing. These vernacular structures express the importance of small-scale development that 
facilitated Nantucket’s mid-twentieth century economy, as articulated in the National Historic Landmark 
designation. This was manifested in the form of recreational use, including artist’s retreats owned by 
Florence and Henry Lange and used by members of the Nantucket Art Colony, including Frank Swift 
Chase and Anne Ramsdell Congdon. Furthermore, Commercial Wharf (including 29 Commercial Wharf) 
is associated with the nationally significant preservation work of Walter Beinecke, founding member of 
the Nantucket Historical Trust (NHT). As described in the designation, Beinecke and the NHT sought to 
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develop a long-term plan for Nantucket’s development and preservation, and in 1962 they released “‘A 
Program for the Continued Development of Nantucket’ [that] recognized the increasing pressure of 
tourism and the need to develop an economy that would improve the standard of living for the entire 
island.” The historic efforts to preserve the finite and significant resources of Nantucket is a historic event 
recognized in the designation.  
 
Despite these nationally significant preservation efforts, Nantucket still appears to struggle with the 
pressures of development and tourism. In addition, it appears that a number of contributing resources, 
including 112 Wauwinet Avenue and 19 North Water Street, have undergone extensive alterations. Other 
examples, such as the proposed “move off” (relocation) or demolition of the contributing resource 5 
North Beach Street, raise great concern over the continued integrity of the National Historic Landmark 
district. During a recent staff visit to Nantucket, the scale of new construction and infill development 
observed at Brant Point was particularly concerning. In the case of 5 North Beach Street, it appears from 
the Nantucket Historic District Commission minutes that the removal of the contributing property (loss of 
integrity) was approved with approval of new construction in its place. A similar situation occurred with 
the contributing resource 22 Vestal Street, the 1975 cottage “Tiger Lily,” which also appears to have been 
approved for relocation (loss of integrity) with approval of new construction in its place.  
 
A review of the recent March 12, 2024, minutes of the Nantucket Historic District Commission reveals 
continued troubling loss to the National Historic Landmark district that is occurring monthly. The 
emergency demolition of contributing resource 287 Hummock Pond Road was approved (due to 
significant erosion). Infill is occurring at contributing resource 4 North Water Street. This pattern suggests 
the need for an evaluation of the integrity of the Nantucket Historic District National Historic Landmark 
to determine the amount of loss, relocation, or infill that has occurred impacting the integrity of 
contributing resources and the district at large. This kind of study will assist planners and stewards in 
identifying key threatened resources and developing strategies for their protection, which may potentially 
include waterfront properties, vernacular fishing and recreational buildings, and properties associated 
with historic African American communities.  
 
While owners of National Historic Landmarks are not regulated by the National Park Service in the 
treatment of their properties, the National Historic Landmarks Program is required to “encourage the long 
range preservation of nationally significant properties that illustrate or commemorate the history and 
prehistory of the United States.” (36 CFR § 65.1) Furthermore, the program “recognizes and promotes the 
preservation efforts of Federal, State and local agencies, as well as of private organizations and 
individuals and encourages the owners of landmark properties to observe preservation precepts.” (36 CFR 
§ 65.2.a)  
 
Section 110(f) of the National Historic Preservation Act requires that before approval of any Federal 
undertaking (including direct or indirect funds or permits), which may directly and adversely affect any 
National Historic Landmark, the head of the responsible Federal agency shall, “to the maximum extent 
possible, undertake such planning and actions as may be necessary to minimize harm to such 
landmark….The agency official shall notify the Secretary [of the Interior] of any consultation involving a 
National Historic Landmark and invite the Secretary to participate in the consultation where there may be 
an adverse effect; the NHL Program regional office serves in this role.” (36 CFR § 800.10.c)  
 
The National Historic Landmarks Program also is mandated to monitor National Historic Landmarks by 
“periodic visits, contacts with State Historic Preservation Officers, and other appropriate means…to 
determine whether landmarks retain their integrity, to advise owners concerning accepted preservation 
standards and techniques and to update administrative records on the properties.” (36 CFR § 65.7.a) If the 
integrity of a landmark has not been retained, the National Historic Landmarks Program may initiate its 
evaluation and, if needed, a proposal for withdrawal. Note that any loss of contributing resources of a 
National Historic Landmark would be considered a loss of integrity. Designation as a National Historic 
Landmark may be withdrawn as outlined in 36 CFR § 65.9.b: 
 

1) The property has ceased to meet the criteria for designation because the qualities which caused it 
to be originally designated have been lost or destroyed, or such qualities were lost subsequent to 
nomination, but before designation;  



2) Additional information shows conclusively that the property does not possess sufficient 
significance to meet the National Historic Landmark criteria;  

3) Professional error in the designation; and  
4) Prejudicial procedural error in the designation process. 

 
We welcome the opportunity to advise the preservation stewards of Nantucket Historic District National 
Historic Landmark concerning the appropriate standards for its preservation. Please contact Dr. Amanda 
Casper, Historian, at 215-597-1655 or amanda_casper@nps.gov with any questions or concerns. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Laurel A. Racine 
Supervisory Historian and Program Manager 
History and Preservation Assistance 
 

 



29 
Commercial 

Wharf 
 

HDC File 
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Draft HDC Minutes August 8, 2023 

Page 5 of 14 

8. Nantucket Boat Basin 8836 29 Commercial WF Move on 42.2.4/3 D Patnaude 
Voting Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul 
Alternates Thornewill 
Recused None 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing Dennis Patnaude 
Public - 
Concerns  (See above application, both applications were discussed together.) 
Motion Motion to track - hold for further information and streetscape, updated Elevation Certificate. (Coombs) 
Roll-call Vote Carried 5-0 // Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul-aye Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 

9. Tom Kershaw 8873 121 Washington ex Deck Windows 55.1.4/14 Val Oliver 
Voting - 
Alternates - 
Recused - 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing - 
Public - 
Concerns  Application not opened.  
Motion No action. Held for next week 08/15 
Roll-call Vote  Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 

10. Keegan Hodges 8865 32 Union St Fence, Gate, Pergola 42.3.2/85 Thornewill Designs  
Voting Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Paul, Patten 
Alternates None 
Recused Thornewill 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing Carrie Thornewill 
Public Mickey Rowland- HSAG 

- Concerns about the proposed rounded-top arbor, suggesting that it might not be in line with the historical 
character of the 1789 house. They recommended considering a simpler square-top arbor or even no arbor at all. 

- Mentioned that upon reviewing the plan, they didn't initially understand that the four-foot board fence would be 
placed behind the existing type 2 picket fence.  

- Placement of the four-foot board fence facing Union Street to be inappropriate.  
Concerns  Holly Backus- 

- The house is a William Coffin, built around 1786, and is individually significant, constructed sometime after the 
American Revolution. 

- Expressed that the proposed gates and fences seem appropriate within the Old Historic District (OHD). 
- Questioned about the existing type 2 picket fence painted white in combination with the four-foot natural 

weathered board fence behind it, considering it an unusual combination. They are curious if this combination is 
common in the OHD or if there are any precedents for it. 

- Mentioned the concern of having multiple types of fences on the property, especially considering the 
topographical changes. They would like to see a more detailed plan to better understand these changes. 

Paul-  
- Suggested the possibility of having a painted fence in the same style as this type 2 fence, particularly at the far 

end of the bump-out. This fence would be more transparent than a board fence but still painted white. This 
alternative would avoid terminating the driveway with a fence and instead create a green space before introducing 
the fence.  

- Mentioned that the fence could be 48 inches tall and could change in height as it wraps around the property. 
Coombs-  

- Suggested the idea of placing the fence behind the existing structure rather than increasing its height to four feet. 
She questioned the need for a taller fence in this location. 

- Proposed keeping the existing fence and simply painting it white while adding the little Gambrel detail on this 
side of the fence. Diane believes this approach would serve the purpose of privacy without making it overly 
complicated. 

- Emphasized the simplicity of this approach, maintaining the fence behind the Gambrel and using a natural 
weathered fence in the back to blend with the house. 

Patten-  
- Concerns about the board fence positioned behind the picket fence. While she understands the desire for privacy, 

she questions the necessity of having such a fence in the side yard, suggesting that there may already be sufficient 
privacy in the backyard.  

Motion Motion to hold for revisions. (Coombs)  
Roll-call Vote Carried 5-0 // Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Paul, Patten-aye Certificate # HDC2023- 
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Draft HDC Minutes August 8, 2023 

Page 4 of 14 

6. Mattew & Marta Judson 8877 143 Orange St Addition 55/154 Permit + 
Voting - 
Alternates - 
Recused - 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing - 
Public - 
Concerns  Application not opened.  
Motion No action. Held for next week 08/15 
Roll-call Vote 

 
Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 

7. Nantucket Boat Basin 8835 29 Commercial WF Move off/ demo 42.2.4/3 D Patnaude 
Voting Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul 
Alternates Thornewill 
Recused None 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing Dennis Patnaude 
Public Mickey Rowland- HSAG 

- Ok for the building being moved as long as it's not demolished. 
Concerns  
Holly Backus- 

- The Meridian Cottage was built during the late 1960s by Sherman Associates, owned by Walter Beinecke Jr. 
- Walter Beinecke Jr. initiated the redevelopment of the Wharf in 1963, aiming to preserve Nantucket's unique characteristics. 
- A plan was developed to extend Straight Wharf, build a boat basin, and create new streets while removing structures built after 1890. 
- The goal was to provide modern community needs while reflecting the island's characteristics in architecture. 
- Walter Beinecke Jr. received several historic preservation awards for his contributions to Nantucket. 
- The existing Meridian Cottage is an original part of the waterfront revitalization movement, restored by Sherman Associates. 
- It's recommended not to demolish or move the structure but instead raise it in compliance with resilient Nantucket guidelines. 
- Moving the proposed new structure down the wharf would disrupt the historical vernacular from the 1960s. 
- The structure built in 2009 must conform to FEMA standards if it's moved, as it is non-contributing in the historic district. 
- The existing Meridian Cottage is a contributing structure and does not have to meet the full FEMA standards. 
- Adding a non-contributing structure that needs to comply with FEMA standards would create visual inconsistency. 
- Recommends focusing on updating the Meridian Cottage without the need for excessive elevation, given its contributing structure 

status. 
- The goal is to maintain a cohesive look in flood adaptation and elevation efforts. 

Oliver- 
- appreciates Holly's historical perspective on the matter. 
- supports the idea of moving the building rather than demolishing it. 
- The building is in need of significant repairs and has experienced substantial flooding. 
- asks whether the existing building is exempt from certain regulations and suggests a historic determination might be needed. 
- Suggests creating a streetscape drawing to visualize how the proposed structure will fit in with existing buildings. This drawing would 

help everyone understand the impact of the new structure in the context of the surrounding area. 
- The goal is to assess how the new addition aligns with the existing streetscape for better planning and aesthetics. 

Paul- 
- Requests more visual documentation of the waterfront, particularly photographs. 
- Notes that the adjacent building appears tall, which could affect the overall scale of the area. 
- Highlights the potential visual impact of relocating the Roland building to this location, especially at a visible corner. 

Coombs-  
- Expresses sadness at the potential removal or relocation of the existing buildings on the dock. 
- Believes the current buildings were carefully designed to fit in with the dock's aesthetics and functionality. 
- Questions about the need to replace them with open space. 
- Not enthusiastic about demolishing or moving the building. 

Pohl- 
- Recommends gathering more information to thoroughly evaluate the proposal. 
- Emphasizes the importance of a "waterscape" visual representation to understand how the new structure will integrate into the 

context. 
Motion Motion to hold for further information and streetscape, updated Elevation Certificate. (Coombs) 
Roll-call Vote Carried 5-0 // Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul-aye Certificate # HDC2023- 
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8. Nantucket Boat Basin 8836 29 Commercial WF Move on 42.2.4/3 D Patnaude 
Voting Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul 
Alternates Thornewill 
Recused None 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing Dennis Patnaude 
Public - 
Concerns  (See above application, both applications were discussed together.) 
Motion Motion to track - hold for further information and streetscape, updated Elevation Certificate. (Coombs) 
Roll-call Vote Carried 5-0 // Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Patten, Paul-aye Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 

9. Tom Kershaw 8873 121 Washington ex Deck Windows 55.1.4/14 Val Oliver 
Voting - 
Alternates - 
Recused - 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing - 
Public - 
Concerns  Application not opened.  
Motion No action. Held for next week 08/15 
Roll-call Vote  Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 

10. Keegan Hodges 8865 32 Union St Fence, Gate, Pergola 42.3.2/85 Thornewill Designs  
Voting Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Paul, Patten 
Alternates None 
Recused Thornewill 
Documentation Architectural elevation plans, site plan, photos, correspondence, advisory comments. 
Representing Carrie Thornewill 
Public Mickey Rowland- HSAG 

- Concerns about the proposed rounded-top arbor, suggesting that it might not be in line with the historical 
character of the 1789 house. They recommended considering a simpler square-top arbor or even no arbor at all. 

- Mentioned that upon reviewing the plan, they didn't initially understand that the four-foot board fence would be 
placed behind the existing type 2 picket fence.  

- Placement of the four-foot board fence facing Union Street to be inappropriate.  
Concerns  Holly Backus- 

- The house is a William Coffin, built around 1786, and is individually significant, constructed sometime after the 
American Revolution. 

- Expressed that the proposed gates and fences seem appropriate within the Old Historic District (OHD). 
- Questioned about the existing type 2 picket fence painted white in combination with the four-foot natural 

weathered board fence behind it, considering it an unusual combination. They are curious if this combination is 
common in the OHD or if there are any precedents for it. 

- Mentioned the concern of having multiple types of fences on the property, especially considering the 
topographical changes. They would like to see a more detailed plan to better understand these changes. 

Paul-  
- Suggested the possibility of having a painted fence in the same style as this type 2 fence, particularly at the far 

end of the bump-out. This fence would be more transparent than a board fence but still painted white. This 
alternative would avoid terminating the driveway with a fence and instead create a green space before introducing 
the fence.  

- Mentioned that the fence could be 48 inches tall and could change in height as it wraps around the property. 
Coombs-  

- Suggested the idea of placing the fence behind the existing structure rather than increasing its height to four feet. 
She questioned the need for a taller fence in this location. 

- Proposed keeping the existing fence and simply painting it white while adding the little Gambrel detail on this 
side of the fence. Diane believes this approach would serve the purpose of privacy without making it overly 
complicated. 

- Emphasized the simplicity of this approach, maintaining the fence behind the Gambrel and using a natural 
weathered fence in the back to blend with the house. 

Patten-  
- Concerns about the board fence positioned behind the picket fence. While she understands the desire for privacy, 

she questions the necessity of having such a fence in the side yard, suggesting that there may already be sufficient 
privacy in the backyard.  

Motion Motion to hold for revisions. (Coombs)  
Roll-call Vote Carried 5-0 // Pohl, Coombs, Oliver, Paul, Patten-aye Certificate # HDC2023- 

 

 







29 Commercial Wharf 

 

 
Locus Map 



 

 

29 Commercial Wharf 

Move off Evaluation 

 

 
Arial view of cottage 

 

  



Summary of Conditions 

Main Street Architects (MSA) was retained by New England Development (NED) to investigate 

the viability of moving the existing Meridian Cottage at 29 Commercial Wharf off site to a yet to 

be determined location. This investigation revealed multiple structural deficiencies that would 

prevent the jacking, shoring, and ultimately relocation and setting of this structure to a new 

location. 

Throughout the lifespan of this dwelling, it has weathered numerous hurricanes, severe storms, 

and flooding, which has caused significant deterioration to the structural framework. The main 

structural supports have slipped from their connection points and have decayed beyond repair 

(refer to photos 27-32). The floor joists, which are undersized for current Building Codes, are 

slipping from connections and as a result the floors are out of level by 8” in some areas (refer to 

photos 13-22). 

The exterior walls and main structural frame of the dwelling have bowed and cannot be 

repaired without causing a full structural collapse (refer to photos 7-12). To prepare this 

dwelling for relocation, it would need to be significantly demolished and reframed, including the 

main structure below grade which has little to no access for replacement. The kitchen is not 

connected structurally to the main dwelling and would need to be demolished completely to 

shore or make repairs.  

In conclusion, it is the professional opinion of Main Street Architects that this building cannot be 

relocated without significant structural repair. Such repair will necessitate demolishing the 

dwelling to access the critical structural members and to install proper foundation supports. The 

lack of structural integrity prohibits this building from being moved at this time. Photos of the 

interior and exterior condition of this dwelling are included for reference. 

 

Paul Beaulieu, RA 

Vice President 

 

  



 

Photo 1 -Exterior view from Petral Landing 

 

 

Photo 2-Exterior view from Petral Landing 



 

Photo 3- Exterior view from water 

 

Photo 4- Exterior view from Commercial Wharf (bowed ridge) 

 



 

Photo 5- Waterside exterior corner 

 

Photo 6- Waterside exterior corner 



 

Photo 7 - Waterside exterior corner 

 

Photo 8 - Waterside bearing wall bow 



 

Photo 9 - Waterside bearing wall bow 

 

Photo 10 - Petral landing gable end wall bow 



 

Photo 11 - Petral landing gable end wall bow 

 

Photo 12 - Bearing wall waterside bow 



 

Photo 13 - Ceiling/Second floor slope (Interior) 

 

Photo 14 - First floor waterside slope (Interior) 

 



 

 

Photo 15 - Waterside bedroom floor slope (Interior) 

 



 

Photo 16 - Kitchen wall/bearing wall (Interior) 

 

Photo 17 - Gable wall bow Kitchen (Interior) 



 

Photo 18 - Main floor level (Interior) 

 

Photo 19 - Main floor level (Interior) 

 



 

Photo 20 - Main floor level (Interior) 

 

Photo 21 - Second level gable end wall  (Interior) 



 

Photo 22 - Second floor level (Interior) 

 

Photo 23 - Evidence of constant water intrusion (Crawl Space) 

 



 

Photo 24 - Floor joist failure and fixes (Crawl Space) 

 

Photo 25 - Exterior support beam buried under sand/dirt (Crawl Space) 



 

Photo 26 - Floor joists/support beam buried under sand/dirt (Crawl 

Space) 

 

Photo 27 - Notched joists falling off support end sill beam (Crawl Space) 



 

Photo 28 - Notched joists falling off support end sill beam (Crawl Space) 

 

Photo 29 - Notched joists off support end sill beam (Crawl Space) 



 

Photo 30 - Notched joists off support end sill beam (Crawl Space) 

 

Photo 31 - Framing built on chimney (Crawl Space) 



 

Photo 32 - Support end sill beam rot (Crawl Space) 

 

Photo 33 - 2x8 floor joists @ 16” o.c. undersized (Crawl Space) 



 

 

   Figure 1 
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Paul Beaulieu

From: Patnaude, Dennis <dpatnaude@nedevelopment.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 3:13 PM
To: Paul Beaulieu
Subject: FW: Ad proof

From: Bryan Swain <bryan@nantucketlawfirm.com>  
Sent: Thursday, July 27, 2023 2:45 PM 
To: Patnaude, Dennis <dpatnaude@nedevelopment.com> 
Cc: Rick Beaudette <rick@nantucketlawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: Ad proof 

Hi Dennis, 

The legal advertisement for Meridian’s demolition ran in today’s I&M. 

Best, 

Bryan  

From: Bryan Swain  
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2023 1:17 PM 
To: Patnaude, Dennis <dpatnaude@nedevelopment.com> 
Cc: Rick Beaudette <rick@nantucketlawfirm.com> 
Subject: FW: Ad proof 

Hi Dennis, 

Here is the proof of the legal ad for the Meridian demo. 

Best, 

Bryan 

From: Leighton Gray <lgray@inkym.com>  
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2023 11:44 AM 
To: Bryan Swain <bryan@nantucketlawfirm.com> 
Subject: Ad proof 

Hi Bryan,        
Here is a copy of the ad that is set to run on 07/27. The cost is $295.53. Please let me know if you have any edits. 
Thank you, 
Leighton Gray 

-- 



2

The Inquirer and Mirror 
1 Old South Rd. 
Nantucket, MA, 02554 
ACK.net 
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Paul Beaulieu

From: Patnaude, Dennis <dpatnaude@nedevelopment.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 3:13 PM
To: Paul Beaulieu
Subject: FW: Inquirer and Mirror Legal ad proof attached
Attachments: H54.pdf

From: Bryan Swain <bryan@nantucketlawfirm.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2023 1:06 PM 
To: Patnaude, Dennis <dpatnaude@nedevelopment.com> 
Cc: Rick Beaudette <rick@nantucketlawfirm.com> 
Subject: FW: Inquirer and Mirror Legal ad proof attached 

Hi Dennis, 

Attached is the legal ad for Meridian, which will run in this week’s paper. I’ll be on the lookout for it and confirm it was 
printed on Thursday.  

Best 

Bryan 

From: Karen Orlando <korlando@inkym.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2023 10:51 AM 
To: Bryan Swain <bryan@nantucketlawfirm.com> 
Subject: Inquirer and Mirror Legal ad proof attached 

Hi Bryan, 

Please see the attached proof H54 - Meriden Cottage 2 for your approval or any edits you may have.  The cost for the ad 
will be $295.53 and will run in the 10/12 paper. 

Thank you, 
Karen Orlando 
CSR- Classifieds/Circulation 
Inquirer & Mirror 
508-228-0001 ext 10
Korlando@inkym.com
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Paul Beaulieu

From: William O'Brien <wobrien@nedevelopment.com>
Sent: Friday, November 10, 2023 8:44 AM
To: Paul Beaulieu
Cc: Sjostedt, Kurt
Subject: FW: 29 Commercial Wharf

FYI 
 
 
 
William O’Brien CDP 
Senior Vice President Construction 
T   617.243.7852 | F   617.243.7385 
wobrien@NEDevelopment.com 
  
New England Development 
Preferred locations. Compelling opportunities. 
  
75 Park Plaza 
Boston, Massachusetts 02116 
NEDevelopment.com 
 
 

From: Kim Glowacki <kimglowacki@comcast.net> 
Date: Thursday, November 9, 2023 at 9:38 PM 
To: William O’Brien <wobrien@nedevelopment.com> 
Subject: 29 Commercial Wharf 
 
Dear William,   
Thank you for your time meeting with me to discuss moving the cottage on the wharf. After further 
examination, and given its questionable structural integrity, I wish to pass on my request to move it.  I wish you 
all the best.  
Sincerely   
Kim Glowacki  
508-325-3119  
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