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Price gouging?
To the Editor:
 How is it that Cumber-
land Farms on Nantucket 
charges the same price as on 
the mainland? All other plac-
es that sell on Nantucket tell 
us that it is the cost of getting 
the product over here that 
raises the price. Looks like 
someone has been not telling 
us the truth.

DENNIS STONE

Hy-Line breakdowns 
hurting workers
To the Editor:
 I work on the island every 
day and I use the Hy-Line 
departing from Hyannis at 
6:10 in the morning. The rea-
son why I am coming to you is 
to express the dissatisfaction 
of most of the workers who 
use this means of transporta-
tion. 
 On Monday we were ready 
to leave at 6:10 a.m. and were 
informed by the captain that 
the boat had engine problems 
and therefore it would not be 
possible to continue the trip. 
Approximately 200 people 
had to go to the Steamship 
to try to access the island at 
8:15 a.m. 
 On Wednesday, unfor-
tunately the same problem 
occurred again, generating a 
generalized dissatisfaction. 
Many people cannot access 
the Steamship. Hundreds of 
workers are being harmed by 
the mechanical problems pre-
sented by Hy-Line. For more 
than two weeks we have been 
using a smaller and very old 
boat, which contributes to 
problems like this becoming 
more frequent. 
 Why don’t they warn us 
sooner? They sell tickets 
until the last minute and also 
parking tickets. When will 
the big boat return? We spent 
half the winter using this 
same small boat. Are they 
trying to save gas by making 
us pay the same price? I rep-
resent a large group that has 
been using Hy-Line’s services 
for years. The services are 
getting more expensive and 
worse. It gives the impression 
that we can’t trust them.
 I know your power of com-
munication and influence in 
the island community and 
would like to have our voices 
heard through you to inquire 
and question Hy-Line about 
their plans for the future. Are 
they going to buy a new boat 
or are they really going to 
solve this problem once and 
for all
 With all this happening, 
hundreds of workers are 
harmed by reducing their 
workload and consequently 
less money for their family 
income. I thank you for your 
attention to this matter and 
look forward to a response 
from Hy-Line’s superiors. This 
cannot continue to happen.

RAFAEL TRESCHER 

ASAP opposes 
alcohol sales on 
the “Strip”
To the Editor:
 The board members of the 
Alliance for Substance Abuse 
Prevention (ASAP) would 
like to express our concern 
for the approval of a liquor 
license for the restaurant 
Surfside due to open on the 
“Strip” this summer. 
 Our main concern is that 
the “Strip” is a common hang-
out for teens. According to the 
federal Centers for Disease 
Control there is a relation-
ship between youth and adult 
drinking in communities. 
 A 5 percent increase in 
drinking among adults in a 
community is associated with 
a 12 percent increase in the 
chance of underage drinking. 
Nantucket is a place where 
tourists and residents enjoy 
partying on warm summer 
nights. This is the example 
our youth are seeing: adults 
drinking, sometimes in 

excess. 
 The more readily alcohol 
is made available diminishes 
the impression of its harmful-
ness. This factor was cited as 
the number-two risk factor 
for youth in the 2016 ASAP 
community report. Indicators 
for this risk factor include 
the number of retail alcohol 
and tobacco sales outlets on 
record in relationship to the 
total population. 
 The availability of ciga-
rettes, alcohol, marijuana 
and other illegal drugs has 
been related to the use of 
these substances by adoles-
cents. Up to now the “Strip” 
was one of the only places in 
the downtown area that was 
free from alcohol sales. Now 
the teens that routinely gath-
er there will bear witness to 
alcohol consumption, poten-
tially increasing the chances 
that these same teens will 
choose to experiment with 
alcohol themselves. 
 We, as the board members 
of the Alliance for Substance 
Abuse Prevention, take an 
active role in this communi-
ty to educate the youth and 
bring them information on 
the negative effects of drug 
and alcohol consumption. 
Any community members 
that feel passionately about 
this, or would like to learn 
more about our efforts, can 
e-mail us at nantucketasap@
gmail.com

HOLLY McGOWAN
President, ASAP

NP&EDC dragging 
its feet on area plan 
for Monomoy
To the Editor:
 Democracy depends on 
accountability and transpar-
ency and thrives when there 
is free-ranging civil discourse 
that welcomes different 
points of view. This paper has 
eloquently emphasized the 
importance of letters to the 
editor to a democracy. In that 
spirit I offer these thoughts 
to encourage officials charged 
with overseeing the town’s 
planning to encourage and 
support volunteers who own 
property in Nantucket to add 
to the collective knowledge.
 As recently as Jan. 5, this 
paper has properly cham-
pioned civic engagement. 
Monomoy took this call to 
action to heart in the fall of 
2021 when it sought and 
obtained approval from the 
Nantucket Planning & Eco-
nomic Development Commis-
sion to prepare a local area 
plan that would incorporate 
the views of its property own-
ers in an actionable plan for 
the future. 
 During the next eight 
months Monomoy spent over 
800 volunteer hours to create 
a 90-plus page plan which, 
by any reasonable measure, 
is state-of-the-art. This plan 

was designed with five con-
siderations in mind: to serve 
as an advisory document, 
to reflect the aspirations of 
Monomoy residents, to be 
“actionable,” to be imple-
mentable and to serve as a 
“living document” that can 
be reviewed and refined over 
time. You can judge for your-
selves by viewing the Mono-
moy area plan on the website 
of the Monomoy Civic Asso-
ciation (www.mcanantucket.
org) 
 Monomoy had every 
reason to believe that the 
NP&EDC at its Sept. 19, 
2022 meeting would accept 
the plan and distribute it to 
the public for a 30-day com-
ment period. Andrew Vorce 
indicated as much in earlier 
discussions about the plan. In 
advance of the Sept. 19 meet-
ing, chair Mary Longacre had 
done her job admirably: She 
had established a concrete 
timetable for staff and com-
missioners to submit their 
comments about the plan 
and for Monomoy to reply to 
same. 
 Monomoy complied: Before 
Sept. 19, Monomoy had 
responded to all NP&EDC 
comments. Instead of “accept-
ing” the plan (“approval” is 
not required), however, a few 
on the commission derailed 
the process. On Sept. 19, 
commissioner Barry Rector 
said that the 90-page plan 
embodying more than 800 
hours of work was “a good 
start” without explaining 
what else needed to be done. 
The NP&EDC said it was 
not prepared to let Monomoy 
know when the plan would 
next be considered by the 
commission.
 Monomoy’s reasonable 
expectations were thwarted 
by the inexplicable inaction 
of the NP&EDC at its Sept. 
19 meeting. You can evaluate 
the NP&EDC’s conduct your-
selves by clicking on the video 
of its Sept. 19, 2022 meeting. 
Several months ago, the 
Monomoy Area Plan  Work-
ing Group requested that 
the NP&EDC put the Plan 
on its agenda. The NP&EDC 
did not do so and has never 
indicated if or when it will. 
Over half a year has elapsed 
since its inexplicable refusal 
to act on the plan, and the 

NP&EDC still remains silent 
on the subject. 
 Some on the NP&EDC 
apparently believe that peo-
ple in Monomoy should not 
be able to express their views 
on issues affecting all of Nan-
tucket, critically important 
issues like the proposed solar 
farm on Wannacomet Water 
Company property that 
would involve clear-cutting 
13 acres and displacing rare 
or endangered species. 
 Silence is not the answer. 
Acquiescence is not the 
answer. Town officials should 
encourage transparent and 
far-ranging discussions of all 
important issues. That has 
not happened in the case of 
the proposed solar farm, an 
island-affecting project which 
deserves transparent disclo-
sures and public conversation 
and evaluation. 
 The NP&EDC should 
have enthusiastically vali-
dated the hundreds of hours 
of volunteer hours Mono-
moy spent. Its failure to do 
so discourages others from 
undertaking the type of civic 
engagement this paper prop-
erly encourages. 
 The NP&EDC’s failure, 
however, has not deterred 
Monomoy. The Monomoy 
Civic Association is enlisting 
its membership to help refine 
and implement its area plan. 
The plan lives and breathes, 
a credit to its principal author 
Matthew Westfall and the 
many Monomoy property 
owners whose views and 
well-intentioned work under-
pins the admirable work 
product.
 It’s important to hold town 
officials accountable. It’s 
important that their conduct 
be transparent and respect-
ful of those whom they are 
charged to serve.

FRANCI NEELY

Warns against 
Article 60 mailing
“scare” tactics
To the Editor:
 Many of us received a 
mailing last week with sev-
eral well-known community 
members endorsing “facts” 
about upcoming short-term-
rental regulation/Emily Kil-
vert’s citizen Article 60. There 
are many claims in this letter 
that bothered me, including 
an attempt to discredit eco-
nomic research by the Uni-
versity of Massachusetts, but 
the one that hit hardest was 
a claim that “short-term rent-
als are illegal on Nantucket.’’ 
 None of the signers have 
any legal authority. There is 
no regulation of short-term 
rentals at a federal or local 
level. The state has legalized 
their use through an enabling 
act passed in 2018. In Nan-
tucket, they’re regulated by 
the board of health vis a vis 
Article 39 that passed at 2022 
ATM.  
 These types of dramatic 
claims are carefully designed 
to scare voters into making 
an emotionally-based deci-
sion in the campaign to pass 
the premature Article 60 on 
May 6: STRs are illegal and 
Article 60 is here to save us. 
 Yet in reality, the only 
group challenging short-term 
rentals’ legality are sponsored 
by ACK•Now, the very orga-
nization who manufactured 
the outrage and this issue in 
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DORY DAYS: A dory tied up off the Washington Street Exten-
sion last week awaits the warmer spring days to come.
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“The Constitution only gives people 
 the right to pursue happiness. 
You have to catch it yourself.” 

– Benjamin Franklin 
1705-1790

Founding Father

 Whatever decisions are made by the Select Board and the 
Conservation Commission on how best to handle the geotube 
project now orphaned at the toe of the Sconset Bluff will go a 
long way toward looking at the island’s overall efforts in deal-
ing with climate-change-driven sea-level rise.
 There was a hope, some town officials will say privately, 
that the situation there would somehow be a model for deal-
ing with erosion and flooding in other island neighborhoods. 
The basic idea is you bring together a group of neighborhood 
homeowners and get them to pay the lion’s share of a project 
that has the backing of engineering consultants.
 That should sound familiar, because that is exactly what 
the town had in the Sconset Beach Preservation Fund. But 
now, with the SBPF effectively out of the picture, except for 
its responsibility in tearing out the project, the question is 
what comes next?
 A stack of coastal engineering reports somehow failed to 
convince both sides that they could agree on the science. We 
were left with sandcastle virtues, little matters of faith that 
the project was a problem that should be ripped out to save 
the eroding beach, or an answer that should be expanded to 
save more of the bluff.
 The issue became so polarized that the town felt the need 
to hire a moderator to help the elected Select Board members 
and the appointed ConCom members work through it.
 Now the question is about climate-driven sea-level rise. At 
the heart of that question is an equation. How much would 
it cost the town, in resources and engineering fees and legal 
fees, to relocate Baxter Road versus how much would it cost 
to keep those geotubes in place?
 Ashley Erisman, ConCom chair, is quoted in today’s news-
paper as saying that she doesn’t think it is remotely realistic 
for the town to take on the project. Select Board member 
Matt Fee is unsure whether the town has the capacity to do 
it.
 But any costs to the town of maintaining the geotubes 
must be weighed against the eventual costs of forcing the 
town into a race to relocate Baxter Road. Early estimates are 
that it would take up to a decade and cost somewhere in the 
neighborhood of tens of millions of dollars.
 The other side of the equation is how much it would cost 
to leave the geotubes in place, under the auspices of the 
town, and keep the sacrificial sand in place. Early estimates 
there are that it might take between $300,000 and $500,000 
annually, since a large portion of the $1 million the SBPF 
spent annually went toward engineering studies and legal 
fees to fight the ConCom.
 One suggestion suggested to us is that the town might 
readjust the amount of the sacrificial sand required in its 
favor and realize a savings on the idea.
 All of which brings up a question that nobody seems to 
be asking. Was the ConCom simply enforcing the Wetlands 
Protection Act, was the overriding problem dealing with the 
Sconset Beach Preservation Fund, or was it a combination of 
both?
 The answer to that question is important, because as the 
town moves forward in its efforts to mitigate the effects of 
sea-level rise, we will need to focus on equations. We will 
have to trust engineering reports. Sandcastle virtues simply 
won’t get us to where we need to be as a community.

Sandcastle virtues  
won’t save Sconset Bluff
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