












SUMMARY OF COMENTS 

On Tuesday, October 22, 2019, at 5:30 PM, the Edgartown Planning Board hosted a moderated 

conversation at the West Tisbury Public Library Community Room, 1042 State Road, West Tisbury. 

This meeting was a regularly posted Meeting of the Edgartown Planning Board, and was open to the public. 

ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT: 

Edgartown Planning Board:  Mr. Fred Mascolo (Chair), Mr. Michael McCourt, Ms. Lucy Morrison 

Tisbury Planning Board: Mr. Dan Seidman(chair), Mr. Ben Robinson  

Oak Bluffs Planning Board: Mr. Ewell Hopkins 

Chilmark Planning Board: Mr. Peter Cook 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

MV Commission Staff: Mr. Bill Veno, Ms. Christine Flynn;  

Chilmark / Edgartown Building Commissioner: Mr. Lenny Jason. 

The Purpose of the meeting was to engage in collaborative discussion in regard to the draft DRI Checklist #14, as 

recently drafted by the MV Commission’s DRI Checklist Committee.   

The following is a summary of the comments made during this meeting. 

PLEASE NOTE:  This Summary of Comments is intended to memorialize some of the conversation made 

during the meeting, and some of the conclusions as so stated by the participants.  It is provided to 

member towns for their review and consideration. 

This document should not be construed as a formal statement of position or the opinion of any person, 

municipality or organization. 

MV Commissioners 

 reiterated the purpose of the DRI Checklist - to ‘capture’ for Commission DRI Review those development

projects deemed to be of regional impact.

 stated that some projects that pose a regional impact are often times allowed by right at the municipal

level.

 stated some “as of right” development does have a regional impact, and should be subject to greater

scrutiny than can be afforded at the municipal level.

 stated that the revisions to the DRI Checklist were developed in order to achieve these goals.

 expressed the desire and need for greater participation by Member Towns at meetings of the LUPC and

the Commission during review of local projects.

Member Towns 

 expressed concern that an active, ongoing and meaningful dialogue does not presently exist between the

MV Commission and the Planning Boards of member towns.

 expressed a desire for Commissioners to attend and report to municipal Planning Boards, in order to

update members on Commission activities, including review of local development projects.

 expressed concern with how the changes to the DRI Checklist were developed, and whether change to the

DRI Checklist is warranted or necessary.



 stated that collaborative deliberation on island-wide concerns should precede any change to thresholds for 

project referral to the Commission. 

 expressed a strong desire to manage development locally whenever possible, without requiring referral to 

the Commission. 

 expressed interest in improving the breadth and depth of local regulation in order to better protect island 

resources and better regulate development. 

 would welcome assistance from the MV Commission and others in revising and updating local zoning 

bylaw to better reflect regional concerns, and to better protect regional resources. 

 expressed a strong desire for broader and better avenues of communication between the Towns and the 

MV Commission, and would welcome assistance from the Commission:  

o establishing criteria against which all development is measured for overall impact; 

o reviewing local bylaws for compliance with established criteria; 

o revision of the DRI Checklist to comply with established criteria; and 

o review and modification of the general process of project referral, so as to provide for 

(potentially) mutual concurrence and Full DRI Review at a Town’s sole request. 

 


