
 

 

to afford him due process by proceeding without his presence, and by denying him a hearing and the right 

to confront and cross-examine the President and VP who testified against him. 

The Judicial Panel respectfully requests that its Chair send this Motion of Extreme Displeasure to the 

Board and also post such on the Message Board so that the Members are made aware of this inappropriate 

action of the Board without affording the Community Advocate the requisite due process and without 

following Robert’s Rules of Order and without following the NC Planned Community Act.” 

  

As Chair of the Judicial Panel, I, Terry L. Card, hereby approve of this Motion and act upon this Motion 

as requested. 

  

Topic:Cansorship 
 

 

Topic Started by Ronald Shepard (48 Total Posts) 

Posted on Mar 16, 2021 10:34 pm (2 months ago) 

 

 

This morning I posted a note with two attachments on the message board. The post and attachments were 

later removed. This evening I reposted the documents and they were removed within minutes. This is 

public information and nothing that should be censored. 

  

The first item was a formal complaint submitted by a community member to the Community Advocate 

and the Community Manager. 

  

The second item was the Community Advocate’s report and conclusions following an investigation of the 

complaint. 

  

Nothing is stated in either document that is contrary to the guidelines established for the message board 

and subject to censorship.  In fact, if the report and conclusions are read it will be noted that proper use of 

the E-Blast and message board are mentioned. 

  

I am now re-posting both documents for the third time in hopes that transparency will ultimately be 

honored and respected by the board. 

  

Ron Shepard 

Community Advocate 

Attachments: 

Attachment 1 (docx) 

Attachment 2 (docx) 

Reply by Steven Vining (7 Total Posts) 

Posted on Mar 17, 2021 7:11 am (2 months ago) 

Add Reply | Quote 

 

Question for the Board, or whomever controls this Community Message Board: who directed that Mr. 

Shepard's post be removed and why? 

 

 

 

Reply by Jane Sessler (25 Total Posts) 

Posted on Mar 17, 2021 8:52 am (2 months ago) 
 
 

Michael




 

 

The Annual Meeting for SLWLA is this Sunday, and the tradition has been for the Board to 
make a presentation listing the year's accomplishments.  I hope the Board and Communication 
Committee takes credit for their part in the establishment of censorship to the Website, 
Message Board, and Eblast. 
These modules were added to the fledgling website in 2011 to encourage members to converse 
freely and informally the community and Board, with a few guidelines to prevent 
profanity.  Sadly, we now see abuse and overreach as posts that reveal weaknesses or 

opinions adverse to those of the Board “disappear”…..The parallels with countries under 

authoritarian rule is chilling.  STOP IT! 
 
 
 
 
 
Reply by Terry Card (12 Total Posts) 
Posted on Mar 17, 2021 2:48 pm (2 months ago) 

 
 

To: All Who May Be Concerned With Yet Another Board Violation of the Rules 
  
Last evening, as Chair of the Judicial Panel (JP), I received some very disturbing news from 
Ron Shepard, Community Advocate.  This all stems around a formal compliance complaint that 
was properly submitted to the Community Manager (CM), and the Community Advocate (CA) by 
a Community Member in good standing.  The gist of the complaint centers around alleged 
improper and inappropriate behavior of the Board in entertaining a meeting which was touted as 
being held in executive session, and therefore secret.  Upon investigation by the CM and the 
CA, it was determined that it would serve no purpose to send the complaint on to the Judicial 
Panel.  However, the CA did prepare a Letter of Reprimand addressed to the Board on March 
16, 2021, and a copy was sent to me, as JP Chair.  This complaint was handled correctly as per 
the SLW Rules and Regulations and By-Laws. Further, the determination to send a Letter of 
Reprimand instead of recommending a JP Hearing is totally within the jurisdiction of 
Compliance.  
It should be noted that the Board, back in March of 2020, directed me, as Chair, to reinvent the 
word ”transparency” and put it at the forefront.  That being stated, and operating under full 
transparency, the CA placed the Letter of Reprimand and the Member's Complaint on the 
Message Board, only to have them be removed. He then posted the documents a second time, 

and they, too, were removed. The word “transparency”appears to have been forgotten by this 

Board. 
Just a month ago, I temporarily stepped aside as Chair of JP, and submitted a complaint to the 
CM and CA as a Member of the Community. After investigating the details of this complaint by 
the CM and CA, a decision was made by the CA to submit a Letter of Reprimand to the Board. 
There were specific concerns that were stated by the CA that needed to be addressed. 
It should be noted that as of this date, the Board has totally declined to be transparent and 
respond to the February reprimand. Both myself and the CA, being totally transparent, made 
entries on the Message Board, documenting the February complaint and decision reached. Now 
here is the irony. Both of these Message Board entries are still able to be reviewed. So, I ask 

the question, “Why the censorship now? 
  
  


