
This is the Pine Mountain Property Owner’ Special Meeting that was called for October 17, 2017.  Glen 

Michael called the meeting to order.  We will now take roll for the purpose of identifying Board 

Members present.  Glen Cline not present; Jonny Burch  present; David Newman present;  Mike Bivens 

present;  Chris Green, not present;  Ray Hollowell, present.  Mr. Hollowell, you understand that you do 

not have voting rights.  You may speak during the course of the meeting when you are recognized but 

cannot participate in any vote whatsoever in this meeting.  Mr. Hollowell responds that he is aware of 

the fact that he cannot vote.  Glen Michael is also present.  Linda Selby has agreed to take the minutes 

and perform the duties of secretary during the course of this meeting. 

The essence of our time today gentlemen, which we have discussed amongst us, is the grave concerns 

that we have about the appearance of unethical behavior with the Executive Committee, possibly of the 

some of the attorneys involved; that we feel there is a lack of institutional control in this process; that 

there is collusion by the Executive Committee for the express purpose of affording an agenda and a 

narrative that is contrary to our purpose here.  And obviously from the standpoint of behavior it is 

impossible to have a Board of Directors where you have the Executive Committee acting in unethical 

ways.  So the essence is that it is a lack of institutional control, they basically do whatever is in their best 

interest at that particular time,  the appearance of collusion that we have seen and also the breach of 

acceptable behavior when it comes to being honest with the Board and those types of things.  We feel 

that as a result of the unethical behavior and the collusion an environment of partiality and subjective 

actions that were taken have put us in a position that is inhibiting our process and our ability to move 

forward as a Board and as a Community.  So that is the emergent need that we decided needed to be 

addressed immediately especially after the last meeting that we had up on the Mountain on Monday, 

October 9, 2017.   

In regard to Mr. Glen Cline, a Board Member and the Treasurer of our organization, it has been brought 

to my attention that Mr. Cline has not been truthful about several different circumstances.  One in 

particular is the fact that he took it upon himself, without Board approval, without Board knowledge, he 

turned the water and sewer on at the motel for the Waughs.  Is there anyone that would like to share 

with me their experience and their knowledge of what he did?   

Mr. Burch:  I heard him say that he had done it after the fact, that he had turned it on after the Board 

voted not to turn on the water. After the fact.   

 Mr. Michael:   So you heard him say in person that he turned the water on and obviously was without 

Board approval and without Board knowledge and in fact did not even tell us.  Anybody else have that 

experience?   

Mr. Bivens:  Yes I was at that meeting and I heard the same thing.   

Mr. Michael:  So we have two witnesses that heard unequivocally that he turned the water on without 

the Board’s knowledge and more importantly without the Board’s approval.  The Board had already 

disapproved that particular action.  From my understanding too, that “he worked with” Mr. Waugh in 

regards to the purchase of the motel and that there were some other extenuating circumstances.  Does 

anyone want to address those?  



 Mr. Hollowell:  What took place was that it was important for him to get approval from The Utilities 

Commission for the State of North Carolina.  He was supposed to interact with those people and he had a 

month or maybe two months for him to interact so nothing occurred.  So Glen and then President Max 

Poteet went up to visit him and as I was told he went to the Utility Commission but he hadn’t heard 

anything back as yet.  I said OK let’s wait another month.  Another month went by and they went up 

there a second or third time.   They told Mr. Waugh “Hey man we have to have this information.  If you 

have made contact with the Utilities Commission we have to have that information’.   While that was 

taking place I called the lead attorney for the Commission, Mr. William Grantmyer and I said “Bill has this 

gentleman called you or anyone in his organization called you.  He said he hasn’t called me but I will 

check with my engineering staff to see if he has called anybody there.  He did that and there had been no 

contact whatsoever.  I reported that to the then President Ma x Poteet.  They revisited him and Max said 

no BS have you contacted anybody at the Utility Commission or not.  After alleging on numerous 

occasions he indicated that he did but he subsequently stated he did not.   At that time it was incumbent 

upon the then President and most certainly upon Glen Cline to go report that to the board.  That was his 

responsibility to go meet with them on numerous occasions but nothing every occurred to my 

knowledge.  Do you gentlemen know anything about that? 

Mr. Burch:  No I never heard him say anything about that except that he was supposed to go talk to 

them. 

Mr. Hollowell:  He had to admit to both of them that he had no relationship with them looking eyeball to 

eyeball. 

Mr. Michael:  We are compelled to address the unethical behavior, collusion, the lack of reporting 

information that is critical to the Board’s decision on several occasions.  And the fact that we basically 

have no control no institutional control in place to move forward as a community.  Based on the 

testimony and the purpose of our meeting there needs to be some action taken. 

Mr. Hollowell:  As you have pointed out at this meeting we became cognizant of the fact that he was not 

addressing things regarding me in a responsible fashion and there was bias there.  I believe you 

addressed the bias. 

Mr. Michael:  I did.  

Mr. Hollowell:  To which he said there was no bias that we had some stuff in the past but to my 

knowledge we never had any stuff in the past.  There was a meeting I attended at the POA Office and it 

was apparent that he was upset.  And I said “would you like to address this right here?  Or would you like 

to step outside to address it and he said no.   I said can we go in Patti’s office and address it and so we 

did that.  So I said “What’s on your mind?”  He said I want to know why you didn’t cash my check.  He 

was perturbed because I didn’t cash his check that his son was supposed to give me who was renting a 

condo up there for $300 per month.  The reason that I did not do that is I went to the bank and noticed 

that it was made out to an LLC and it needs to be made to me personally and I knew that the bank would 

not do that.  So I went back and went to Patti and she gave me another check and I went over there and 

turned it in.  The teller never questioned anything and the check cleared.  She did not check his balance 



but apparently his checking balance was not where it should have been and he ended up bouncing some 

checks.  As a result her son called me on the telephone and he gave me an extended version of expletive 

delete addressing me personally if you will.  I just let it go.  I didn’t say anything to him as he has his own 

issues I just let it go and I said my day will come.  But Mr. Cline was upset about the fact that I didn’t cash 

his check.  That was Item number one.  And I said you’ve got to be kidding me.  This is what’s on your 

mind today?  So as we keep rolling along.   

Mr. Michael: Thank you very much for that contribution.  As a Board what would you recommend that 

we do?  The purpose here is creating institutional control, to weed out the unethical behavior that 

obviously continues to be here.  Me personally as a member of the Board almost from day one I saw 

nuances of some of these things occurring and waited very patiently to address this.  I served on several 

Boards and I have to say the lack of or the unethical behavior that I have witnessed on this Board is by 

far the worst I have ever seen.  And what would the Board’s recommendation be?  So Mr. Burch is there 

a motion you would like to move forward? 

Mr. Burch: I make a motion that we let Glen Cline go for the behavior he has displayed both on the 

Board and as Treasurer.   

Mr. Michael: There is a motion on the table that Mr. Cline be removed from both the Board of 

Directors and removed as the Treasurer of the Pine Mountain Property Owners Association.  Is there a 

second? 

Mr. Bivens: Second the motion. 

Mr. Michael: Is there any further discussion?   

Mr. Burch: I think he showed himself and we can’t trust him.  That’s the way I look at it. 

Mr. Michael: We will call for the vote.  All of those in favor or removing Mr. Glen Cline from the Board 

of Directors and as Treasurer of the Board affirmingly signify by raising your hand.  OK.  Mr. Bivens is in 

agreement, Mr. Burch is in agreement, Mr. Newman is in agreement and Mr. Michael is in agreement.   

We do have quorum as well. 

Now along the same lines we have what we feel like is a tainted relationship with the Board Attorney 

whereas we have pursued information regarding who hired Tim Swanson for the Board; number two, the 

knowledge Mr. Swanson knew of the fact that Mr. Cline had lied to us on different occasions and also 

withheld information from the Board that was critical to our decisions and in our success as a 

community.  As a matter of topic our purpose is to create greater institutional control to root out the 

unethical behavior and to deal with the fact that there is collusion within the Executive Committee.   I 

personally witnessed a situation where Mr. Swanson approached the Board to spend in essence to spend 

more than $4,000 to go to Dare County to be a part of a lawsuit that he had absolutely no chance of 

being able to secure any level of settlement.  There was a one-tenth of one percent possibility yet he was 

going to put at risk over $4,000 which we wouldn’t have gotten even close to that amount of money in 

the settlement which we probably would have gotten zero.  He was willing to spend $4000 that we 



basically didn’t have and at that particular time when it was discussed you allowed not to do that.  I 

brought forth the point that I thought it was a very reckless thing to do.  And certainly not in our best 

interest.  You know the average person off the street could have told him that that was not a very good 

idea.  Yet he was still pushing forward along with Mr. Cline, who is no longer a board member, to spend 

this $4000.00.  Does anyone else have experiences or situations they can bring to light as far as Mr. 

Swanson is concerned? 

Mr. Burch: I asked him who hired him to be our attorney and he never gave me a definitive answer 

or a direct answer.  He just kind of beat around the bush.  (Unable to understand) 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Bivens go ahead. 

Mr.Bivens: At this point --------- is our loss.  Why is he not here at this meeting? I think he should be.  

That’s just another of what’s taken place.  

Mr. Michael: This is just another example that he is colluding with the Executive Committee.  As far as 

this meeting is concerned.   

Mr. Bivens: Yep..   

Mr. Burch: The fact that he is not here speaks for itself. 

Mr. Michael: Let me just say as a matter of record please raise your hand so that I can recognize you 

so we will know who is speaking as far as the recording is concerned. 

With the overriding purpose in mind of institutional control, rooting out unethical behavior that is 

detrimental to the success of the Board and the appearances of collusion what would the Board 

recommend we do as far as Mr. Swanson is concerned?   

Mr. Bivens: I say that we search for a new attorney. Evidently he is not representing us or he would 

be here today.   

Mr. Michael: So would you like to make a motion  

Mr. Bivens: I’ll make a motion that we search for another attorney. 

Mr. Michael: So we need to do something with Mr. Swanson.   

Mr. Bivens: We need to terminate him.   

Mr. Michael: So you’re making a motion that we terminate Mr. Swanson.  

Mr. Bivens: I am making a motion that we terminate Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  We have a motion to terminate Mr. Swanson as the Board attorney.  Do we have a 

second? 

Mr. Burch: Second. 



Mr. Michael: Mr. Burch seconds.  Any further discussion.   

Mr. Burch: It’s like we were talking.  If he cared about us he’d be here.  Executive Committee  

Mr. Michael: Like to call it for a vote. All of those in favor of terminating Mr. Swanson as the attorney 

for Pine Mountain Property Owners Association please raise your hands.  Mr. Newman says yes, Mr. 

Bivens says yes, Mr. Burch says yes, and I say yes.  Are there any opposed?  There are none opposed.  So 

Mr. Swanson has been terminated as the attorney for the Board of the Pine Mountain Property Owner’s 

Association.   

Which leads us to the Executive Committee.  The Executive Committee basically right now consists of 

Glen Cline and his wife Patti Cline.  Mr. Max Poteet has resigned his position on the Board as the acting 

President and as a Board Member and is no longer part of the Board.  It is again – based on our 

conversation – it has come to our attention collective mindset that we should consider abolishing the 

Executive Committee altogether from this Board.  So as not to create a second tier or a capacity for a 

very small number of people to make arbitrary decisions for the greater community and for the Board 

itself.  I would like to make a Motion that we abolish the Executive Committee of the Pine Mountain 

Property Owners Association.  Is there a second? 

Mr. Bivens: I Second. 

Mr. Michael: Seconded by Mr. Bivens.  Is there any discussion? 

Mr. Burch: I’ve been on the Board and I have never been asked about Executive Committee.   

Mr. Michael:  That’s a good comment there.  I’m just curious.  So you are saying Mr. Burch that in the 

course of your time serving on the board that the Executive Committee has not asked you to contribute 

to the agenda.   

Mr. Burch:  Never. 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Bivens.  I would like to ask you if the Executive Committee has ever asked you to 

participate or contribute to the agenda. 

Mr. Bevin’s: Well that’s hard for me to say because I have been on the Board  eleven or twelve years 

and I don’t know what I did back in the ‘90’s.  

Mr. Michael: Even in the last three or four years? 

Mr. Bevins: No, no. 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Newman.  Has the Executive Committee ever asked you to participate or contribute 

to the agenda? 

Mr. Newman: No. 



Mr. Michael: Mr. Newman says no as well.  And certainly from my point of view they haven’t ever 

asked me to contribute to the agenda of the Board  except they did reach out to me one time and asked 

me to create a legal document to which I am not an attorney for the express purpose of dealing with the 

issue of the pond and I explained to them that I am not an attorney.  That I could not draft any kind of 

agreement or settlement and I refused to participate.  That is the first time the Board has ever reached 

out to me to do something and in my mind’s eye they were asking me to do something that was 

improper and again illegal.  Because I am not an attorney so we will bring it to a vote for abolishing the 

Executive Committee as we know it for the Pine Mountain Property Association please raise your hand. 

Mr. Michael:  Newman agrees, Burch agrees, Bivens agrees and I agree as well.  Is there any against.  

Passes four to zero. 

In regard to the existence of Patti Cline as the Secretary of the Board.  It has come to my attention that 

there has been great concern about her ability to participate even though she is not a Board member 

and she is yet a secretary and not a Board member but a member of the Executive Committee which 

seems kind of odd.  And of course she does that with a Board member.  The only people on the Executive 

Committee right now, which of course we abolished, would be Mr. Cline and Mrs. Cline. So there has 

been great concern that she is in such a participatory role she is not a member of the Board.  Her express 

purpose is to take minutes and to facilitate the information that is gathered during the course of a 

meeting.   

Mr. Burch: She is very opinionated and gives her opinion at every meeting.  It doesn’t really matter.  

I don’t know why she gives her opinion.  She is the secretary.  She is not a member.   

Mr. Michael: Right.  Any other discussion? 

Mr. Bevins: We were talking about it coming up here that over the years that Steve? Was the 

manager there for years and I can think back about some of the others, managers, and they didn’t have 

any input in the meetings except to report the affairs of the POA and how we stood? I don’t get that. 

Mr. Hollowell: I think 47F does not allow participation of husband and wife and I think the restrictive 

covenants and all the other documentation it is in there somewhere.  They can’t do that.   

Mr. Michael: Don’t you think it is odd that she is not a Board member but is a member of the 

Executive Committee?  That seems a little odd.  

Mr. Hollowell: Plus their son works there.  It’s a tri-party scenario and relative to that I have seen some 

unfortunate circumstances where her son was working and she was maintain where he was and what he 

was not doing.  So that is a conflict also.  And lastly the gentleman who runs our shop says that he’s not 

worth an awful lot.  He cannot do a lot of things.  If it wasn’t for the fact of where he is they would have 

fired him a long time ago.  

  

 



Mr. Michael: So what you are saying is he feels like there is basically an unfair advantage because Mr. 

Cline’s the Treasurer and Mrs. Cline is the Secretary and it creates a situation where he is concerned 

about terminating the son for lack of ability or performance on his job. 

Mr. Hollowell: That is correct. 

Mr. Michael: Again the essence of our purpose here is institutional control, unethical behavior and 

collusion which again this falls within that context.  (Unable to understand)  So to address that issue 

where Mrs. Cline is concerned what do you think the Board should do to address the issues we have 

discussed?  

Mr. Burch:  I think we should let her go. Once again a lack of trust. 

Mr. Hollowell: I think allowing her to be removed is one thing but subject to having someone to replace 

her also.  That can be arranged certainly.   

Mr. Michael: Mr. Burch, what are you stating as far as a Motion for Mrs. Cline?   

Mr. Burch: I make a motion to relieve her as soon as we get somebody to replace her. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  

Mr. Burch: Cannot translate. 

Mr. Michael: So the motion is that we terminate Mrs. Cline.  She is obviously removed from the 

Executive Committee because we have abolished it four to nothing.  And we are going to terminate her 

employment with the Pine Mountain Association based on the ability to hire someone else to replace her.  

Is there a second? 

Mr. Bivens: I second. 

Mr. Michael: Mike Bivens seconds.  All those in favor of terminating Mrs. Cline from her position as 

Secretary of the Pine Mountain Homeowners Association and obviously removing her from any duties 

with the Association or the community please raise your hand.  Mr. Bivens is a yes, Mr. Burch is a yes, 

Mr. Newman is a yes, and I am a yes.  Any opposed?  There is no opposed.  It passes.  Mrs. Cline is no 

longer employed by Pine Mountain Homeowners Association.   

Mr. Michael: Now there are some other issues that we discussed that were of great concern especially 

after this meeting this past Monday.  Whereas God forbid if it had not been for Mr. Hollowell who hired 

two deputy sheriffs to be at the meeting this past Monday it could have been a very unfortunate 

circumstance.  We had to be literally escorted out of the meeting which is completely ridiculous.  There is 

no way that our service to this community should ever be at any level of risk and it is my understanding 

that we would have a sheriff there because of the behavior of certain parties in the community that 

acted outrageously and inappropriately in the course of the meetings that we had.  So I would like to 

make a motion that the Board of Directors has the ability to ban anybody who has destructive behavior 



that puts others at risk both mentally, physically and emotionally or whatever that we have the ability to 

ban them from future meetings.  That is my motion.  Is there a second? 

Mr. Burch: I second. 

Mr. Michael: OK we have a second from Mr. Burch.  Open for discussion, Mr. Bevins. 

Mr. Bivens: It’s long overdue.  It’s been going on like this for about a year and a half and just gets 

worse.  Something needs to be done.  Any other discussion?  Mr. Hollowell? 

Mr. Hollowell: I had discussion with the two deputies that showed up.  I said would you give me your 

commentary on what took place that night.  He said it’s a good thing we were there. 

Mr. Michael: Absolutely. 

Mr. Hollowell:  If you had come out of that room you would have been engaged in some level of 

fistacuffs without any question whatsoever. 

Mr. Bivens: It’s one thing to go to those meetings and have to put up with that but to be at Wal-

Mart and have them come up to you whooping and hollering and raising hell, and wanting to fight in 

front of other people, I am not going to put up with that.   

Mr. Michael:  OK.  So you are saying Mr. Bivens that  

Mr. Bivens: I was approached in Wal-Mart by a couple  

Mr. Michael: Tell me who the parties were 

Mr. Bivens: Kevin and his wife or girlfriend  

Mr. Michael: So you were approached by them in Wal-Mart and they basically took you to task right 

there in Wal-Mart.  If my memory serves me correctly in the last meeting Mr. Hollowell, you were asked 

to leave the room and we took a vote for that process and the deputies unequivably  stated that you 

should go into Mrs. Cline’s office and not go outside because you would be physically accosted.   

Mr. Hollowell: Somebody said we’ll just take a step outside and I said “No I don’t think I want to go out 

there”.  And the deputy said absolutely he does not want to go out there.   

Mr. Michael: If my memory serves correctly I also note that Ms. Selby was in your vehicle sitting 

outside and one of the community members literally came up to the car and screamed at the top of her 

lungs at her.  Verbally accosted her. 

Mr. Bivens: Same way they got me at Wal-Mart.   

Mr. Michael: Thank you Mr. Bevins.  Ok. I’d like to make a motion that we have the ability to ban 

anyone who has exhibited destructive behavior or behavior that puts us at risk or makes us feel we are 

not safe.  That we have the ability to ban that person from the meetings indefinitely.  All those in favor 



raise your hand.  Mr. Burch is yes, Mr. Bivens is yes, Mr. Newman is Yes, and I am a yes.  Is there anyone 

opposed.  No one opposed it passes four to zero. 

Mr. Michael: We have also discussed the aspect of the fact that we need tools in order to run an 

Association, we need the ability to do certain things because all of us have very busy lives, some of us 

travel extensively.  I know you gentlemen know that within 14 days I have traveled 19,000 miles, I was in 

South America, Mexico, Paris, France and Salt Lake City.  Obviously I want to be supportive of the process 

here and also to participate.   I feel like restoring certain tools for us to do that is critical for our path 

forward and our success as a community.  I’d like to make a motion that we restore proxy voting for 

Board meetings in order to help facilitate again the path forward.  My experience has been that there 

have been times we could not get a quorum because on various and sundry things we have not been able 

to act on circumstances that we need to act upon.  And so again, my motion is that we restore proxy 

voting.  Is there a second? 

Mr. Burch: I second. 

Mr. Michael: OK Mr. Burch has seconded.  The floor is open for discussion.  Mr. Burch. 

Mr. Burch: We had proxy voting for years when I have been on the Board before.  It seems like the 

reason they took it away was because Mr. Hollowell could not be here when he was sick. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  So we know that he has had a couple of strokes, heart attack, he has had some very 

severe circumstances.  I believe if I am not mistaken there was one point where he was in the hospital 

and was on the phone with the express purpose for an hour and a half waiting for somebody to show up.  

Was that Mr. Waugh, Mr. Hollowell? 

Mr. Hollowell: Yes sir that was Mr. Waugh, 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Waugh was supposed to show up for the Board meeting and he never showed up for 

the Board meeting and Mr. Hollowell was sitting on his hospital bed in critical condition waiting for Mr. 

Waugh and Mr. Waugh never showed up.   

Mr. Hollowell: That is correct.  It was definitely an hour and a half.  We went through the whole 

discussion.  Typically what happens when you are sitting around like that you are going to have 

discussions going on regarding the topic they had a program going on about what he was going to do 

with his ministry etc., etc., sequestering votes is what he was doing.  And so we waited and waited.  They 

never got a quorum so the meeting was cancelled. 

Mr. Michael:  Mr. Hollowell as a point of correction I am a board member but I am the facilitator and 

not the President.  I believe the motion is that we restore proxy voting for the Pine Mountain Property 

Owners Association.  All those in favor raise your hand.  Mr. Newman says yes, Mr. Burch says yes, Mr. 

Biven’s says yes and I say yes so the motion is approved.  Any opposed?  It passes four to zero.  We now 

have proxy voting restored. 



Now on the issue of call in participation.  We had a circumstance that Mr. Newman shared with us and I 

have discussed it with him at length along with the rest of you situations that were beyond your control 

and then even myself when I was in Madrid Spain, they removed the ability for us to call in and 

participate and I could have easily called in from Madrid, Spain but I was unable to because they  took it 

away.  To address the issue of call in participation what is the Board’s feeling on that?   

Mr. Burch: Well it’s 2017 and everything is done electronically.  Why not have participation 

electronically.  It’s a new world. 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Burch what motion would you like to bring? 

Mr. Burch: I would like to bring a motion that we can use electronic devices to communicate. 

Mr. Michael: So we can restore call in participation on electronic devices in order to participate in 

Board meetings.  Is there a second?  I second that.  Discussion?  Mr. Newman would you like to relay the 

circumstances that you shared with me in regard to terminating now terminated Tim Swanson who used 

to be the Board attorney?   

Mr. Newman: Yes I will.  I had a discussion with Mr. Swanson regarding the October 9th meeting when 

there was a medical emergency that I had to transport my wife to this consultation and that I could not 

postpone it.  And I said that I could be present in terms of a telephone conversation.  Swanson explained 

to me that the Board had previously ruled against telephone conversations.  I said well this recently came 

up and there is no way I can’t bring my wife in for this medical situation and I asked him if he would be 

good enough to speak to the Board and allow me to be on the phone.  And he said that he would and 

that he didn’t think there would be any problem.  And I said to him I will be present on the call and this is 

my telephone number.  We then concluded that telephone conversation and I never heard back from him 

after that.  So even though I was ready for and was available for the phone call and he indicated that he 

didn’t think it would be a problem with the Board making that exception and allowing me to be present 

on the telephone call apparently he didn’t and most certainly nobody ever called me.   

Mr. Michael:  Yes Mr.  Hollowell?  

Mr. Hollowell:  During the course of that Mr. Newman called me on several occasions saying when can I 

vote, when can I get on?  He did call me.  That is on the record. 

Mr. Michael: That is correct.  I believe if I am not mistaken Mr. Swanson never – at any point during 

the meeting did he ever stated that he had a conversation with Mr. Newman.  He never asked the Board 

to consider the prospect of probability that Mr. Newman could phone in to participate. That was never 

spoken.  Is that your same understanding Mr. Burch? 

Mr. Burch: I never heard him mention it.  

Mr. Bivens: No I did not hear that. 



Mr. Michael: If my memory serves me correctly the only person who did mention it was Mr. Hollowell.  

Is that correct?   

Mr. Hollowell: Correct.  At that point in time I left the room and said that I wanted to go speak to my 

attorney.  This is not appropriate.   

Mr. Michael: So you contested that. 

Mr. Hollowell:  That is correct. 

Mr. Michael: So what would the Board recommend in this situation?   

Mr. Burch: I would make a Motion that we restore electronic  

Mr. Michael: So we have the Motion and we have the second.  All of those in favor of restoring call in 

participation and electronic devices to participate in Board meetings raise your hand.  Mr. Bevins is a yes, 

Mr. Burch is a yes, Mr. Newman is a yes and I am a yes.  Is there any opposed?  I there is no opposed the 

measure passes four to zero.   

Alright.  Now we have another issue to address.  As far as the meeting last week.  The issue is this.  The 

all consuming purpose of our meeting is institutional control, getting rid of the unethical behavior, and 

also to rid our Board of collusion between a couple of parties that are in positions of power.  So the 

compelling reason, one of the compelling reasons, is the great concerns we have had about especially 

the unethical behavior of Max Poteet as the acting President in the meeting this past Monday.   Mr. 

Poteet became the acting President after Ron Phillips resigned because of a conflict of interest and 

because of unethical behavior on his part which he readily admitted to acting President Poteet.  We had 

one matter that was brought to the Board that was submitted for a vote.  Historically in times past the 

acting President or President would always recuse himself from the general voting process.  In the one 

vote that we did have this past Monday and in this particular instance Mr. Poteet, as the acting President 

for the Pine Mountain Property Owners Association – he did not recuse himself from the general vote.  

Thus he contributed in that fashion and the interesting thing is leading up to this point acting President 

Poteet and past President Ron Phillips always abstained or recused themselves from general Board 

voting up to this point.  The result and even on that context I called him out on that right there in the 

meeting that his behavior was against the precedent that had been set in the past Board meetings and 

was inappropriate and something that should not occur.  So the interesting thing is that the result of the 

acting Poteet’s actions appeared grossly unethical to participate in the general vote and it tainted the 

outcome of the vote.  His actions raised significant questions which we have discussed to his impartiality 

in the process and thus creating the situation for us to address at this particular time.  Acting President 

Poteet who has since resigned from the Board and as a member of the Executive Committee it is an 

unconscionable that he would circumvent and arbitrarily break forth the practice of context of a vote of 

the magnitude that was brought forth last week that he would act so recklessly and irresponsibly in that 

process.  The floor is open for discussion.  Yes Mr. Burch. 



Mr. Burch: The President has always recused himself except in the case of a tie.  But when we voted 

he voted along with the group instead of recusing himself and then voting if there was a tie.  It doesn’t 

work like that so he broke the tie instantly.  

Mr. Michael: So he voted in the general vote as opposed to abstaining from the general vote and in 

the event there was a tie then he would cast the deciding vote.  Is that correct? 

Mr. Burch: Yes that is correct. 

Mr. Michael: Any further discussion. 

Mr. Newman: I would like to make the comment that if the President has abstained from voting for a 

number of years that basically is a binding precedent and he could not alter that course of action.  

Irrespective of whether there was a discussion or a binding resolution in terms of whether he could vote 

or not.  The fact that this occurred over a number of years in my mind signifies that this was a binding 

precedent and that he did not have the option to vote.   

Mr. Michael: OK.  Thank you. Any further discussion?  Yes, Mr. Hollowell. 

Mr. Hollowell: Mr. Poteet had told me on numerous occasions he had resigned months ago so he was 

done so I solicited him for participating.  I went back to him and we had a heated discussion and he said 

“No.  Signed, sealed, delivered.  I am out of here.  I am not going to participate any more.  I am going to 

the mountains.  I have a girl friend up there.  I am done”.  So I was visiting with Patti last week on 

Monday morning and we wanted to find out sort of what was going on and just rather address it head 

on and meet with her and that discussion came up and I said do you have a copy of the letter that Max 

addressed when he resigned.  I want to get a copy of that.  And she looked at me and said “what letter”?  

I said the letter that Max resigned on.  She said I don’t have any letter.  I told her that he said he had 

resigned because the letter went to the wrong locations – the wrong place.  Those are his words – not 

mine.  He said he didn’t know what happened with that but nevertheless he was not going to participate 

with me.  So I said fine I hear you loud and clear we have discussed this long enough.  So my then 

question to Patti was “your don’t have a letter” from Max.  No as a matter of fact he came by here this 

morning and signed one and I endorsed it.   

Mr. Michael: OK.  Thank you Mr. Hollowell.  

Mr. Burch: I’m curious as to why _______ after the meeting and they said Ed Harmon resigned and 

Max Poteet resigned.  Did they do it for ___ or were they doing some wrongdoing?  I don’t know, I’m just 

wondering why they waited til now to resign.  Why did they resign even at all?  

Mr. Michael: Some of what’s been said that there has been a binding situation regarding the actions 

of past Presidents it’s a binding resolution that you continue so it has absolutely nothing to do with the 

issue that is being voted upon.  It’s regardless.  We could be voting on whether or not we are going to 

change the time of the meeting which occurred this past Monday and it was not on the agenda that that 

was going to be changed but in fact they went ahead and they put forth a Motion to change the time of 

the meeting from 6:00 to 6:30 and it was not on the agenda.  The overriding directive here – it has 



absolutely nothing to do with the issue.  It has everything to do with the binding resolution of past 

Presidents who have recused themselves in the course of general voting and in the course of business as 

the Board of Directors of the Pine Mountain Property Owners Association.  That being said again, the 

overriding purpose is to create greater institutional control for our Board to remove both the existence of 

and the people creating the circumstances and unethical behaviors being brought forth and also to rid 

the Board of the appearance of collusion between the Executive Board, the Board attorney, and others 

that are colluding to basically do things that again are not necessarily in the best interest of the 

community.  So in essence how should we address the unethical behavior or the appearance of gross 

unethical behavior of Max Poteet in last week’s board meeting?  Yes Mr. Burch. 

Mr. Burch: I think we should null and void the vote from last week.  I’d like to make a Motion that 

we throw out the vote. 

Mr. Michael: So basically what you are saying is that regardless of the issue that the appearance of 

gross  unethical behavior by Max Poteet by not subscribing to and moving forward as the leader of the 

meeting to  subscribe to a binding resolution of recusing himself in the general vote and that based on 

that that you make a motion that the results of the vote be thrown out because of the actions of Max 

Poteet that appear to be partial and that raise significant questions about impartiality and also it tainted 

the outcome of the vote.  Yes Mr. Bevins. 

Mr.Bivens: Don’t you think we should seek legal counsel on that?  That’s the reason we’ve got a 

lawyer.   

Mr. Michael: Well we would seek legal counsel if he was here but apparently he 

Mr. Bevins: But don’t you think that before we go into that we should have legal counsel? 

Mr. Michael: Well I think that we have established that the binding resolution based on the comments 

of Mr. Newman clearly stated that past presidents have recused themselves in the general voting process 

so it wouldn’t matter if we voted to plant a tree on number nine hole on the golf course if Mr. Poteet 

voted in the general process then he violated that binding resolution.  No matter what the issue is.  It’s 

immaterial.  So your recommendation is that the votes on October 2 be thrown out?   

? Correct. 

Mr. Michael Is there a second Mr. Newman seconds.  Any discussion? 

Mr.  Hollowell: I think basically what you are saying Mr. Newman is that this is a Roberts Rules of Order 

possibly.  This is the standard 

Mr. Newman:  Yes I think so. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  All in favor of throwing out the results of the vote on October 9, Monday October 9, 

last week, please raise your hand.  Mr.Newman votes yes, Burch yes, Bivens yes and I am a yes.  Any 

opposed?  Measure passes four to zero so the votes or the vote from last week have been thrown out 



based upon the fact that Max Poteet violated a binding resolution an Roberts Rules of Order for not 

recusing himself during the general vote.  Alrighrt, now is there anything else up for discussion at this 

time?  Yes Mr. Hollowell: 

Mr. Hollowell: Yes sir.  In speaking with Patti she indicated to me that she was having some terrible 

terrible circumstances with people that were coming-members of committees that were ridiculing and 

harassing our employees namely, Jimmy and also Greg to the point that she says she basically got into 

verbal fisticuffs with them and told them to leave her office.  In fact they wanted to conduct an inventory 

on Jimmy’s shop.  This one gentleman suggested to her that “you may not have a job on Monday”.  Some 

gentlemen who came from some other part of the world and has been there maybe a year.  And so I told, 

I suggested to Patti  

Mr. Michael: Who was that person Mr. Hollowell? 

Mr. Hollowell: I’m sorry I cannot remember his name but we can fill in the blanks later. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  So people had come in to her office and threatened her job 

Mr. Hollowell: Had threatened the employees jobs 

Mr. Michael: OK they had acted inappropriately with the employees of Pine Mountain.   

 Mr. Hollowell: Both of which if we lost those individuals we would be in a mess.  A total mess.  And so I 

asked Patti I said I think we can maybe get rid of those people if you don’t have any objection to that 

because I make that up at the next meeting and I said do you have any objection and she said  “no it is 

ridiculous .  Totally ridiculous and that would be wonderful if you could do that”.   

Mr. Michael: We are going to make a note that at the next board meeting that the subject be 

breached in regard to other members of committees that are acting inappropriately and aggressively 

toward employees of Pine Mountain and making them feel very uncomfortable in the process. Mr. 

Hollowell: 

Mr. Hollowell: I think one of the members is this young lady named .  I Kathy that speaks all the time 

she’s  

Mr. Burch: I know who you’re talking about she’s on the environmental committee. 

Mr. Hollowell: That is correct. 

Mr. Michael: Well we’ll get that the next time.  Before we close the meeting Mr. Hollowell you have 

two items you would like to make as a matter of record.  I believe one is a letter to the Pine Mountain 

Property Owners Association you have a proposal that you would like to submit in accordance to the 

HOA dues.  Let me just say this, my understanding is – and Mr. Bivens, please correct me if I am wrong – 

that this past meeting there was a presentation done by Mr. Hollowell for the express purpose of him 

being able to get an extension a 60 day extension in order for him to address these issues which he 

stated that the Burke County Tax Office had agreed to that extension as well and the funny thing is that 



we discussed that and we never voted on it. It was never brought back up for discussion and so I make a 

motion that we revisit that circumstance and that we in fact will give Mr. Hollowell –cause this from 

what I understand his purpose is to absolutely take care of the situation as quickly as possible and that a 

sixty day reprieve would be beneficial for him to make that happen.  So I make a motion that we allow 

Mr. Hollowell sixty days from today, October 17, 2017 in order to pull things together to address this and 

after we take a vote there are also he’s going to be making a proposal on how he’s going to address 

those issues.  So my motion is that Mr. Hollowell has 60 days to resolve the issues in regard to the home 

owner’s dues.  Is there a second. 

Mr. Bivens: I second. 

Mr. Michael: OK Mr. Bevins seconds.  Any discussion?  Is my recollection correct ? 

Mr. Burch: Like you said.  It was talked about and nobody Mr. Hollowell told us what he would like 

to do and nobody ever said anything about it. 

Mr. Michael: And if my memory serves me correctly also too as acting President of the home owners 

association of Pine Mountain acting Poteet never really spoke.  The meeting basically was led by Mr. 

Cline.   

Mr. Burch: Correct. 

Mr. Michael: So OK.   So any other discussion?  All those in favor of giving Mr. Hollowell a 60 day 

reprieve in order for him to be able to pull things together to take care of the home owners association 

dues raise your hands.  Mr. Burch yes.  Mr. Bivens yes.  Mr. Newman yes and I am a yes.  So the motion 

passes and Mr. Hollowell: has a 60 day extension to address the issues regarding the home owners dues.  

As a matter of record Mr. Hollowell, briefly, very briefly,   sum up the proposal that you have brought 

forth in order to address the issue of the home owners association dues.  Now as a matter of record this 

will be included  in the minutes of the meeting and will be dropped off and would be put in the hands of 

the board members who are not present. 

Mr. Hollowell: We want to establish this relationship with a $50,000 dollar contribution that will be put 

at risk as soon as this proposal is accepted.  That comes from the LLC entities and me personally but 

mostly the LLCs that are responsible for those dues and I am of the opinion that based on my experience 

and the other with the people that I am working with that beginning this s we will sell a hundred lots 

between now and the end of next year.  December.  The market conditions are very intriguing and very 

exciting, Very bullish – 

Mr. Michael: May I interject Mr. Hollowell that the Dow Industrials reached 23,000 for the first time in 

history.  And is up some 25% since the Presidential election.   

Mr. Hollowell: Exactly, exactly.  You are right.  And as a result of that you can see the real estate sales 

collectively charging off into the wild blue yonder, it happening like it did in 2004 and 2005 so there is 

going to be another opportunity and it is right now.  I have waited twelve, twelve brutal years, but I am 

happy for the moment.  



Mr. Michael: Mr. Hollowell let me ask you – you have the extension.  We voted to give you the 

extension in order for you to do what you need to do for the next 60 days.  As far as this – are you 

presenting this as your proposal on how you are going to pay for the dues?  

Mr. Hollowell: Yes sir I am. 

Mr. Michael:  Ok.  So gentlemen you have reviewed Mr. Hollowell’s proposal on how he is going to pay 

for the existing dues, I think its Mr. Cline communicated as far as the amount is over $500,000 if I am not 

correct.  And so Mr. Hollowell’s proposal addresses that so gentlemen do you have any discussion or any 

questions about the proposal you wish to ask Mr. Hollowell at this time?   

Mr. Burch: No I would wish him good luck. 

Mr. Michael: OK Mr. Burch.  You would like to wish him good luck.  

Mr. Hollowell: Thank you. 

Mr. Michael: Ok. Mr. Bivens seconds it. Needless to say, Mr. Hollowell’s successes are all of our 

successes and we want him to be successful.  It’s time.  It has been a long time coming.  I think there is 

certainly great opportunity and we have got to kind of shed some of the past in order to move this path 

forward.  So how would the board like to act on this particular proposal that Mr. Hollowell has brought 

before us? 

Mr. Burch: I make a motion that we accept this proposal.   

Mr. Michael: OK.  Mr. Burch has made a motion that we accept the proposal that Mr. Hollowell has 

presented for the purpose of paying off the home owners association dues that he owes.  Is there a 

second” 

Mr. Bivens: I second. 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Bevins seconds.  Any other discussion?  OK.  All those in favor of accepting Mr. 

Hollowell’s proposal for paying off the dues please raise your hands.  Mr. Newman is a yes, Mr. Burch is a 

yes, Mr. Bivens is a yes and I am a yes.  Is there any opposing vote?   

Mr. Burch: I think you ought to let it be know your name.  

Mr. Michael:  Oh yeah.  Glen Michael is a yes.  Thank you.  The vote is four to zero to accept the 

proposal that Mr. Hollowell has presented to the board for the purpose of paying off his home owners 

association dues.  Now.  Mr. Hollowell has requested that we make a matter of record an action that Mr. 

Hollowell is taking as a result of a particular law suit that has been brought forward which we all 

understand is the Stitt law suit.  Mr. Hollowell would like as a matter of record that he is in the process 

and will very soon file in essence a three million dollar law suit against Mr. and Mrs. Stitt for libel, slander 

and defamation of character and for damaging his ability as a developer and as a business man and as 

an individual that they have been working on this particular law suit for some time and that time is of 

the essence and that he wanted to let the board know that this particular action is forthcoming and so as 



a matter of record Mr. Hollowell has given us a summation of the law suit and some of the things that 

occurred  and just a brief description of some of the things and he just wanted us to know that this action 

was getting ready to happen.  Now have we heard from anybody else? 

Mr. Burch: No.   

Mr. Michael: OK.  Is there any other items for us to discuss before we adjourn?   

Mr. Burch: I think we ought to pursue getting more members for the board.    

Mr. Michaeal. So Mr. Burch noted that because of the resignation of Mr. Poteet and also the 

resignation of Ed Harmon that obviously the possibility exists that we would pursue the possibility that 

we would pursue some other board members to point and so anyway – yes Mr. Hollowell? 

Mr. Hollowell: Yes we may be addressing a potential member right now. 

Mr. Michael: Thank you.  We will hold just for a second here.  

Mr. Burch: (Not able to understand any of what he is saying). 

Mr. Michael: Again, we were just discussing the fact that we had two board members resign 

immediately following our meeting of October 9th last week and that it’s obviously important that we 

need to add to our number.  We have lost other board members due to tragic circumstances and other 

things so anyway.  Yes sir. 

Mr. Hollowell: So are we going to vote for those people today o how is that going to be handled? 

Mr. Michael: Well it was my understanding that one of the community members, a gentleman by the 

name of Mr. George Mull III had indicated a definite interest in being part of the board and so does 

anybody here have some information on that?   Mr. Burch. 

Mr. Burch:  I had spoken to him and he said he would like to be on the board.  He’s a home 

owner. 

Mr. Michael: OK.  Mr. Bevins. 

Mr. Bevins: I ‘ve talked to him on a couple of different occasions to see if he would serve and he said 

he was willing to do that.  I would like to say that he is a member of the Mull family that has been 

around this part of the world for the last 200 years.  So he would be a good addition.  

Mr. Michael: So based on your understanding Mr. Mull has agreed to serve if in fact we took action 

today he would be in agreement to be a member to be appointed one of the new members to our board.  

Is that what you are saying? 

Mr. Bevins: Yes. 



Mr. Michael: Alright that being said how would the board like to address this particular issue?  Mr. 

Burch. 

Mr. Burch: I would like to make a motion that we accept George as a member of the board. 

Mr. Michael: Is there a second?  Mr. Newman accepts – he seconds it.  Any further discussion? 

Mr. Burch: Other than what Mike said   

Mr. Michal: Mr. Burch? 

Mr. Burch: His family has been here over 200 years.  He’s known through the community, well liked, 

and I think he’d be a good addition. 

Mr. Michael. OK.  Mr. Hollowell. 

Mr.  Hollowell: Yes sir.  And also the county respects his opinion on things.   They hold him in high 

regard.  

Mr. Michael: OK.  So the county respects him.  And he’s held in high esteem and he’s a good guy.  OK.  

We’ve had a motion and a second .  I call for a vote that we appoint George Mull, III as a board member 

to the Pine Mountain Property Owners Association.  All those in favor please raise your hand.  Mr. 

Newman is a yes.  Glen Michael is a yes.  Mr. Bivens is a yes and Mr. Burch is a yes.  Is there any opposing 

vote?  It passes four to zero.  Mr. George Mull , III is now a member in good standing of the Pine 

Mountain Property Owners Association. 

 Gentlemen.  We have reached the conclusion of the items that we needed to discuss and were of 

greatest importance again the importance  of  re- establishing institutional control, removal of persons 

and situations that appeared unethical and improper and also the collusion between the separate parties 

and different parties that are involved.  Without further ado.  Is there a motion that we conclude this 

board meeting?  

Mr. Bevins: I make a motion. 

Mr. Michael: Mr. Bivens has made a motion that we conclude this board meeting on October 17, 

2017.  Is there a second?   

Mr. Burch: I second. 

Mr.  Michael: Mr. Burch has seconded.  All those in favor of closing out the meeting please raise your 

hands.  Mr. Newman says yes. Mr. Burch says yes, Mr. Bevins says yes, I Glen Michael say yes.   It passes 

four to zero.  This meeting is now adjourned. 

 

   


