
COPELAND PLAN DISTRICT, TOWN OF OAK BLUFFS, RESCISSION 
Public Hearing continuation February 4, 2010 (continued from January 21, 2010 

Jo-Ann Taylor, DCPC Coordinator (Updated February 1, 2010) 
 
1.  PROCEDURAL UPDATES 

The Public Hearing was continued from January 21, specifically for the record.  At her discretion, the 
Hearing Officer has agreed to allow new oral testimony from those who were not present on January 
21 and new testimony from those who spoke in January. 
 
Commission Counsel prepared a draft response (January 26) to the question regarding what would 
happen to the town regulations if the MVC voted rescission.   Mark London would like to further review 
the letter before releasing it. 
 
Oak Bluffs Counsel has been asked a number of questions by the Town, responses presumably to be 
presented at the continuation of the hearing: 

At the January 26 Board of Selectmen meeting, the Selectmen agreed to send the following 
questions relative to the Cottage City Historic District's initiative to rescind the Copeland District of Critical 
Planning Concern to Ron Rappaport for his opinion: 
  
What powers would the Town of Oak Bluffs lose over development of property in the Copeland DCPC if 
the DCPC was rescinded? 
  
What in the Copeland DCPC is NOT duplicative of the Cottage City Historic District regulations? 
  
Which agency has stronger legal powers in the event of a legal challenge--more legal "teeth"? 
  
How important was the Copeland DCPC in the Abdelnour/Moujabber case? 
  
Are projects and improvements to town-owned property and parks in the Copeland DCPC subject to 
review?   
  
As a footnote, I'm aware that the Commission has asked Eric Wodlinger for an opinion on the first 
question, but since we voted to send it to Ron, it's included here (note by Kerry Scott). 

  
2.  CORRESPONDENCE  
 
New correspondence has been received as follows: 
 
• Renee Balter in favor of rescission 
• James Westervelt in favor of rescission 
• Ronald Mechur in opposition to rescission 
















