
Paul Foley 
DRI Coordinator 
Martha’s Vineyard Commission 
P.O. Box 1447 
Oak Bluffs, MA 02557 
 
RE: GOOD Co. Application public hearing August 28, 2008 
 
 
Dear Mr. Foley,  
 
 Please consider including previous correspondence submitted by myself and my wife on 
this matter in the current public record. Additionally, I have the following comments to make. 
  
 1.  Commission responsibility 
 
 It is very difficult for the public to come forward and offer information/opinions.  We 
don’t have the benefit of familiarity with Commission guidelines or their decision-making 
process.  Offering an opinion can subject one to needless criticism as in this case, when a 
member of the Edgartown Affordable Housing Committee  suggested in a public forum that I 
should leave town. I think that the responsibility to act in the best interests of the public comes  
with  service on the Commission.  Commission members, with the benefit of knowledge of how 
past decisions were made,  are best positioned to consider existing guidelines, recommend 
changes to guidelines and most of all, evaluate potential modifications.  The Commission also 
has the availability of a competent staff and can retain independent experts when needed.  
 
 2. Assessment of appropriate value 
 
 At issue is not what can be done with $1.8 million but rather is that the proper value for 
the deal.   Little discussion has been offered regarding the development potential for the 
affordable lots so that no real comparison can be made between the existing 3 lots with a 
potential 5 bedroom per lot capacity and the alternative 5 (to as many as 12)  houses which have 
been suggested from various comments received.   The existing lots are now sewered providing 
the opportunity for higher density development.  The true value of the lots to the developer needs 
to be calculated.  Any additional profit from the development of the three lots at market rates 
should also be considered.   Has the economic impact of the absence of affordable housing units 
on the sale of the other units in the project been appropriately calculated?  An additional $50,000 
of value added to the existing 25 lots would  yield a $1 million dollar increase in the value of the 
property.  A member of the EAHC stated that sale of one of the lots is already pending the 
outcome of this issue. Only the MV Commission has the authority and the obligation to assure 
that the value of any modification complies with its’ existing requirements.  
 
 3. Special conditions 
 
Members of the EAHC have publically stated that the funds made available to them from such a 
buy-out deal would provide heating oil subsidies and allow them to assist with relief for existing 



mortgages.  While worthy and honorable goals, those efforts would not add to the total number 
of affordable units and the Commission should consider if those initiatives would be consistent 
with its’ decision and perhaps consider a Memorandum of Understanding with the EAHC.. 
 
 
Thank you for considering my additional comments.     
  
   
 
 
David A. Nash 
35 Deacon Vincent Way 
P.O. Box 3254 
Edgartown, MA 02539 
 
  
     


