


ii. Town Garage Snow Guards quotes (discussion, potential board action)
1. Town received quote from R&A Enterprises on 5/20/26. The Board
approved the quote pending a detailed itemization of costs. This was not
received. Town received a quote from Mark II Metal LLC on 7/29/26.
Discussion regarding the quote ensued. Adoption of quote for work
pending outreach to additional bid(s).

*At this point video and audio recording malfunctioned, cutting off until around time mark 18:50 when it
was restored.

b. Water System

i. General Updates — SOS replaced ouch pads on a number of meters which were
broken. When replaced the meters reported usage amounts which were not
reflected properly on bills (accounting for base usage vs. additional). Town is
working to issue revised bills to effected property owners. We need to replace
two actuators in the system. Mark moved to approve purchase and replacement
of two actuators on filter A; seconded by Dennis; approved 5-0. Water operator
will attend an upcoming meeting in August or September to provide more
information on capital needs.

4. Visitors — roll call of visitors was made for public comment. Majority of visitors deferred until
Item 6(c) was addressed. Josh Howard submitted written comment (atfached). See video
recording for full comment(s) offered.

5. Old Business
a. Municipal Wastewater System Project (updates)
i. Bid opening was delayed until 8/12 due to issuance of additional addendum by
A&E to address bidder questions received.
b. Streetscape Project (updates)
i. Still working through right-of-way; Easement material pending submittal to
landowners later in August/September
c. PSB Renovation (updates)
i. Detailed cost estimates have been received from Mill Brook. Cost tables will be
reviewed at subsequent meeting.

6. New Business
a. FY26 Budget Close-out Status Report (discussion)

i. Charlie introduced the budget status report. Discussion ensued. Item will be
carried forward pending additional clarifications from Treasurer. Board also
discussed timeline for Treasurer job posting as Erin transitions out of the position
(posting targeted for release by early September). Erin’s formal end date will
depend on degree of training/onboarding needed.

b. Delinquent Tax Collection Status (discussion)

i. Total DTAX as of 12/31/25 = $260,705; Total DTAX as of 6/30/26 = $70,578;

big thanks to Collector of Delinquent Taxes Katherine Barnard for her work



*x

C.

ci.

cil.

civ.

Municipal Conflict of Interest Policy Review and proposed Amendments (discussion,
potential board action)

1.

ii.

iii.

1v.

Charlie introduced draft policy for discussion and rationale. Draft policy clarifies
process, enumerating each step, reflects the passage of Act 171 and the
legislature’s adoption of Municipal Code of Ethics, adds new
requirements/provisions around board disclosures, and adds new/additional
requirements for recording procedures. Draft policy is being introduced for
discussion in response to discussion of conflict(s) of interest and procedure at
recent meeting, including specific additions recommended by the public.

The Board discussed the draft policy amendments. Suggested changes were noted
and will be reflected in future draft. No action was taken on the draft policy.

Roll call of visitors was made for public comment on the draft policy and broader
topic of conflicts of interest/ethics.

Daniel spoke to a question asked about the State Ethics Commission, responding
in the context of the recusal challenge offered by Josh Howard (see above).
Daniel explained that contacted the State Ethics Commission for Guidance on the
issue; however, the Commission is not currently responding to requests from
municipal official due to lack of capacity, which should be remedied within six
months. In the absence of formal guidance from the Ethics Commission, Daniel
stated that he does not believe he has a conflict of interest re: either the
wastewater project or STR Ordinance, however he will temporarily recuse
himself from both topics until such a time when he can receive guidance from an
attorney.

Written comments were offered by Cliff Loos, Karie Quintin, and Amy Godfrey
(attached), including a written response by Charlie to a request for public
disclosure (from Charlie) from Karie Quintin.

(Added) Montgomery Grange Basement Flooring Project.

1.

The quotes were introduced by Tosca. Discussion ensued. Motion to table to
action by Daniel; seconded by Chris; approved 5-0.

NWFX and NEK Broadband (removed)
cit—Liquer/Tobacco-Licenses{board action) - none

Fleet Permits (board action) - none

Open Mail / Sign Orders / Administrative Matters
Review Action Items for Board Members

Adjourn
Motion to adjourn from Dennis; seconded by Mark; approved 5-0. Meeting adjourned at

a.

9:23pm



Clifford T. Loos

Resident and Taxpayer

Town of Montgomery, Vermont
August 3, 2026

Town of Montgomery Selectboard
P, Box 356
Montgomery Center, VT 05471

Re: Citizen Notice of Objection - Use of Public Funds for
Personal Recusal or Conflict-of-Interest Defense

Dear Members of the Selectboard:

Pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 312, I respectfully request that this
formal objection be entered into the official minutes of the
Selectboard and retained as part of the permanent record of
municipal proceedings.

As a resident and taxpayer of the Town of Montgomery, I hereby
enter a formal, standing objection to any use of municipal legal
resources, town staff time, or taxpayer funds to advise,
represent, or defend any individual Selectboard member with
respect to that member’s personal conflict-of-interest
determinations or recusal obligations.

Legal Basis

Under Rule 1.13 of the Vermont Rules of Professional Conduct, a
lawyer employed or retained by an organization represents the
organization itself, acting through its duly authorized
constituents. The Town Attorney’s client is the municipality and
its collective interests, not the private legal interests or
personal ethics defense of any individual board member.

Under 24 V.S.A. § 1993 (e) of the Municipal Code of Ethics, a
municipal officer shall not make use of the town’s materials,
funds, property, personnel, facilities, or equipment for any
purpose other than official business, unless the use is
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expressly permitted or required by State law, ordinance, or
written policy. Advising or defending an individual member on a
purely personal recusal or conflict-of-interest matter does not
constitute official business of the Town.

Position

If any member of this Board requires legal counsel concerning
that member’s own conflicts of interest or recusal
determinations, the member must obtain and pay for private
counsel at personal expense. Taxpayer funds, town staff time,
and municipal legal resources should not be used to provide
personal legal advice or defense to individual public officials
on such matters.

I request that this objection be noted in the minutes and that
the Selectboard confirm, on the record, that no public funds or
municipal resources will be expended for the personal
conflict-of-interest or recusal defense of any individual board
member.

RespectfuXly submitted,

Resident and Taxpayer

Town of Montgomery, Vermont

20of 2



‘ Minotes  Copy (U
FORMAL NOTICE OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST%ZANWECUSAL CHALLENGE

TQ: The Town of Montgomery Selectboard ")+
FROM: Josh Howard, Resident and Taxpayer

DATE: August 3, 2026

RE: Wastewater Project and Proposed Ordinance Amendments (Iltem 6.c)

Dear Members of the Montgomery Selectboard,

This formal notification is submitted pursuant to Section IV.C.3 of the Town of Montgomery Conflict
of Interest Ordinance. This document and the attached public records serve as an official notice of
material conflicts of interest and procedural defects. Request is hereby made to enter this filing

and all accompanying exhibits directly into the permanent municipal record.
The following points detail specific statutory conflicts based on verified public data:

1. RECUSAL CHALLENGE FOR SELECTBOARD CHAIR CHARLIE HANCOCK

Pursuant to Section IV.C.3 of the town ordinance, a formal challenge is entered regarding the
participation of Chair Charlie Hancock on the wastewater project.
® Statutory Basis: 24 V.S.A. § 1993 (Vermont Municipal Code of Ethics) and Section IV.B.2 of
the municipal ordinance.
® The Fact: Town server logs from March 31, 2025, at 9:24 AM, document that Chair Hancock
utilized a municipal email account to distribute an explicit campaign blast to 77 recipients.
The communication targeted a Montgomery taxpayer charter petition, commanding voters to
"PLEASE VOTE NO on 2," and stated that if the petition passed, "it could doom the
wastewater project.” On that same day, March 31, 2025, at 1:16 PM, resident Larry
Letourneau formally notified Chair Hancock by email that this mass communication explicitly
violated the Selectboard Ethics and Conflict of Interest Policy, specifically citing policy
numbers 5, 8, and 11. Furthermore, at 4:49 PM that same afternoon, resident Patrick Calecas
issued a separate, formal written warning to Chair Hancock, explicitly challenging his lack of
public neutrality and noting that the biased handling of the project indicated a clear conflict
where individuals would benefit financially. This active advocacy demonstrates a total lack of
required objective impartiality, establishing that his position is not neutral, he is biased
toward the wastewater project, and he is not operating in the interest of the general public.
These documented factors legally disqualify him from voting on this septic project.

2. RECUSAL CHALLENGE FOR SELECTBOARD VICE-CHAIR DANIEL KHAN
Pursuant to Section IV.C.3 of the town ordinance, a formal challenge is entered regarding the
participation of Vice-Chair Daniel Khan on the wastewater project.
® Statutory Basis: 24 V.S.A. § 1993 (Vermont Municipal Code of Ethics) and Section Ill.A of
the municipal ordinance.
® The Fact: Public records document that Vice-Chair Khan holds immediate family financial
interests in Main Street commercial properties held by his mother Sarita Khan, specifically
the Coach House and the Salt Cave. Additionally, Vice-Chair Khan possesses a direct
personal financial interest in a separate, unoccupied residential real estate asset situated
precisely at the terminal point of the proposed wastewater sewer line. Under state law, public
officers must recuse themselves from votes or funding authorizations that directly impact
immediate familv assets or bersonal real estate investments.









