
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
JANUARY 31, 2001 

OF THE MULTIPLE LISTING SERVICE OF THE 
BERKSHIRE COUNTY BOARD OF REALTORS 

 
 

PRESENT: 
 

William Brinker, Vice President - Sandy Carroll, Executive Director  - Mary-Jane Dalmaso, Secretary - Debbie Dwyer, Past 
President - Sue Newman - Sue O’Brien - Jeffrey Rose, President - Sherry Street, BCBR President - Eileen Taft, Director - 
Richard Tucker II, Director - Sheila Wood, Director - Michael Zeppieri, Director 

 
CALL TO ORDER: 
 
 The meeting was called to Order at 9:30 a.m. 
 
MINUTES OF DECEMBER MEETING:   
 

No approval required for December Luncheon 
 
TREASURER’S REPORT:   
 

Sue Newman gave the Treasurer’s Report.  Debbie Dwyer, moved, Will Brinker seconded the Motion, and it was 
unanimously voted to accept the Treasurer’s Report as presented. 

 
PRESIDENT’S REPORT: 
 

• President Jeff Rose reported that it is his goal to maintain and improve the level of benefits to members. 
 

• Meeting time will be the last Wednesday of each month from 9:30 to 11 a.m. 
 

• Mr. Rose pointed out that with no standing committees associated with MLS, the burden is on the Directors.  He suggested it 
may be productive from time to time to establish a task force that would act as a committee and report back to the MLS 
directors. 

 
• Mr. Rose welcomed discussions on issues, and requested that the board office be alerted so such items can be included in the 

agenda for the next meeting. 
 

• The issue of incorporating assessor’s data through our Multiple Listing Service was discussed.  Richard Tucker II was 
appointed Task Force Chair to research and report back to the Directors on costs and availability of information from 
assessors for all of the municipalities in Berkshire County. 

 
OLD BUSINESS: 
 
 PMW UPGRADED SYSTEM:PMW is upgrading the system.  Our current contract expires December, 2001.  We have an 

opportunity to upgrade the system software before the expiration of our current contract, which would move our next 3-year 
contract expiration date ahead by a few months.  MLS is hopeful of negotiating the new agreement by the end of March.  The 
cost factor will require a Participant’s Meeting for ratification.  Copies of the License Agreement were distributed to the 
directors, who were asked to review it for the next meeting.  Emil George is reviewing the agreement as well.  One major 
concern is the language in Paragraph 6 of the License Agreement, which Emil George is reviewing. 

 
ProMatch assures us that they have the capability of incorporating assessor’s information with our system.  The Task Force 
will pursue researching each town for information accessibility. 

 
FORMS ON CD/DISK:  The Directors were updated on the progress with this endeavor.  Major concern was expressed 
about the lack of control MLS would have over changes made to the actual forms by participants.  The concern is how any 
changes or deletions can be made obvious.  Otherwise, every contract would have to be read word for word, because changes 
would not be obvious as they are on the printed forms. 
 



Richard Tucker II moved that the Board of Directors recommend that the forms on CD and/or disk be or not be approved.  
Will Brinker seconded the Motion.  After discussion, Richard Tucker II moved to amend the motion, and Mike Zeppieri 
seconded the motion to as amend, as follows: 
 
That the MLS Board abandon the effort to make forms on CD and/or disk available to the participants.   
 
The directors voted, with Debbie Dwyer opposed, and all others in favor of abandoning the effort.  The amended motion 
carried.  
 
BROKER RECIPROCITY OF LISTING INFORMATION:  The National Association of REALTORS has issued a 
policy for the MLS boards to adopt no later than January of 2002.  This policy requires that each MLS must enable the MLS 
Participants to display on their public website, aggregate MLS listing information through either downloading and placing 
the data on Participants’ websites or by framing such information from the MLS or associations website. 
 
We are required to included language to regulate the use of information and to make guidelines.  It was suggested that we 
have an agreement by all parties, and MLS can satisfy the requirements by offering a database on a website in a way that 
makes it capable of being “framed”.  The data is housed on our server and we would be in control of the data and the way it is 
displayed.  NAR will have more information available on this issue in a few months.  We have until January, 2002, to adopt a 
policy. 
 
OTHER OLD BUSINESS:  None 

 
NEW BUSINESS: 
 

TRANSACTIONAL BROKERAGE:  A meeting was assembled by Paul Harsch at the Board office on Tuesday, January 
30, 2001.  The meeting was attended by approximately 15 people, including Sandy, Will and Sheila.  The topic of discussion 
was transactional brokerage, its definition and exploring a way to do business in Berkshire County through limiting liability 
and eliminating the need for disclosed dual agency.  The group is looking for Board support and wants MLS to get involved.   
It was suggested that the Participants in MLS be canvassed to see whether they are willing to add Transactional Brokerage to 
the contracts and Rules and Regulations.  The group adopted the following plan: 

 
1. Canvass MLS Participants 
2. Bring the concept to MLS 
3. Hold a Participant’s Meeting 
4. Seek Legal Counsel 
5. Amend Bylaws, Rules and Regulations 
6. Educate the membership 

 
Sandy was requested to get more information to the Directors at our next meeting.  If Transactional Brokerage is pursued, it 
will probably have a major impact on our Rules and Regulations, and would have to come before the Participants and 
ultimately the Board of Realtors. 

 
UPCOMING ISSUES – DISCUSSION TOPICS: 
 

1. Assessors Data integration with ProMatch 
2. E-Brokerage (Limited Service Listings) Modification to Application/MLS input. 
3. Lock boxes:  Should MLS endorse a lockbox system? 
4. MLS Orientation:  This section may be revamped. 
5. Weighted voting:  At the present time, each participant (office) receives one vote, no matter how many associates that 

office has.  Some participants believe this structure may not be fair, particularly to offices with many associates. 
  
NEXT MEETING: 

 
The next meeting is scheduled for February 28, 2001, at 9:30 a.m.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:05 a.m. 

 
 

      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 

      Mary-Jane Dalmaso, Secretary 
Mjd2/2/01    


