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At the June 10, 2013 Board meeting (see Minutes for  June 10, 2013 which were approved on July 8, 2013) a motion was made: “1)all papers for the Board be circulated to Board members and posted on the website at least 48 hours before the Board meeting…” This motion was passed unanimously. Further on, in the same paragraph, there is a note that: “It was queried whether there should be a paper policy on this issue. Jackie Vizzi will bring a proposal to the Board.”

Enclosed is the report: 
There seems a conflict with this motion. 
1. There have been earlier motions on this subject. 
On May 8, 2006: “Website: Discussion ensued over whether we should post the minutes on the website. David made a motion to publish our approved minutes on the website, Roger seconded it. Motion approved.”  The conflict here stems over “approved” and “all”. At the present, the Board members get only DRAFT minutes before the meeting. So, if we are going to put as part of the ALL, the draft minutes on the website before they are approved, the June 10, 2013 motion is in contradiction.
On February 13, 2012: “Residents Questions :…( c) The President sets the Agenda for Board meetings. There is no obligation to provide the agenda in advance of a meeting. But the President will continue the tradition of posting the agenda and relevant papers except the finance report on the website at least 24 hours before the meeting…” In these minutes the procedure of NOT posting financial information is apparent. To reinforce this procedure, there is a Motion on the October 11, 2010 Minutes in which “Information on Wiki: Keith move to remove the financial reports from the website….Deb amends to defer matter for another month, to acquire cost and additional information. Richard seconds, all approve.”  Thus the procedure to NOT include financial reports in the website is apparent which will be in direct conflict with the Motion to post ALL papers for the Board on the website.
2. Under Robert’s Rules of Order: Chapter 10, Renewal of Motions: Dilatory and Improper Motions, Improper motions: …” Likewise, motions are out of order if they conflict with a motion that has been adopted by the society and has been neither rescinded, nor reconsidered and rejected after adoption. Such conflicting motions, if adopted, are null and void unless adopted by the vote required to rescind or amend the motion previously adopted.”  The June 10, 2013 motion didn’t address to rescind the May 8, 2006 Motion.
3. The website is an open portal to the world, anyone can view it. By placing letters, sensitive material, confidential disclosures to everybody, MVRIA is opening itself to possible security issues.
4. The Board has manifested its preference to avoid mentioning owners’ names whenever possible as a courtesy to them. By publishing complaint letters, personal information of Lot owners, the Board is going against this policy since they would be publishing sensitive material even before it has been discussed at a Board meeting and the Board assessing the material’s merit. Some of these letters are addressed exclusively to Board members.
5. Some of the letters and information come from lawyers and might indicate a possible legal issue/lawsuit. Because of the wide scope of this motion, the Board has placed itself in a position to waive Privileged Attorney/Client Communication even before the matter has been discussed. 

Thus my recommendation to the Board would be:
 “To rescind Part 1 of the June 10, 2013 Motion. “

A new motion, if the Board wants to keep some of this motion would be:
“All papers for the Board should be circulated to Board members in a form of an e-mail at least 48 hours before the Board Meeting.”
 


