
Responses to Property Owners’ BOT Nomination Questions by Vincent Cyran 
 

 
1. Would you support the transfer or sale of an asset, specifically the water plant, to Choctaw 

Utilities or to any other individual? Absolutely not, as stated in my bio 
 

2. How do you envision the relationship between the CU board and the CLPOA board going 
forward?  Taken from the Choctaw Utilities, Inc Directors meeting minutes Monday, June 3, 
1985, “The Property Owners Association is the Stockholder; the representatives of the 
stockholder is the Board of Trustees of the Property Owners Association.  They are like the 
shareholders of any other nonprofit corporation; they elect you fellow the directors and as the 
people who elected the directors have the ultimate say in what goes on…you as shareholders 
can determine when Directors come or go and determine the ultimate direction of the 
company.” 

 
3. This fall, insinuations were publicly made regarding the CU office manager.  Her pay rate and 

work quality were denigrated on social media.  Do you think it is acceptable to treat employees 
of the lake or utility in such a manner?  I’m not seeing a critique of the CU office manager.  I 
am seeing a legitimate question as to why the leadership of CU chooses to unnecessarily spend 
an extra $50,000 a year of our money.  Especially, after our elected BOT voted 6-3 in favor of 
moving the CU office back to the lodge, which CU has yet to accomplish.  Additionally, I am 
seeing a push by CU to go nonprofit to “save money” when $50,000 a year could first be easily 
saved by moving the CU office back to the lodge. 

 
4. This summer, regarding the resolution that was brought forward directing CU to fire their office 

manager, a committee member stated the resolution was rushed, not vetted, ill conceived, and 
said to take the desired action, more work was required to ensure a smooth transition.  If a 
committee member raises these types of issues, what you be your response? There was not a 
resolution, “brought forward directing CU to fire their office manager.”  The motion taken from 
the Oct 2020 Peacepipe is, “Motion 20-064: Christine Cooney moved to adopt the following 
resolution ‘CLPOA Resolves that Choctaw Utilities should move their office administration 
back to the CLPOA office. This move should occur within 30 days. The current cost will 
continue to be paid by Choctaw Utilities’. Bill Laney Seconded. Passed 6-3.” 

 
5. What is your position on the CLBOT with regard to transparent decision making and 

communicating the decision-making process to the community?  In accordance with the 
sunshine laws of the State of Ohio, all BOT meetings are open to the public. 

 
6. What is your position on the CLBOT assuming more responsibility for the operations of the 

utility plant?  According to the CU attorney John Albers, “Since CLPOA owns 100% of the 
stock of CU, they have, more or less, complete authority over the appointment of CU board 
members and its operations.” 

 
7. What is your position on reducing the number of Choctaw Utility board members and why? An 

odd number of CU board members is best to break ties in votes. 
 

8. What is your position on allowing property owner votes to be done by absentee ballot if unable 
to attend property owner meeting?  I am against it.  I am in favor of gathering together in person 
as a community to discuss matters and make decisions. 



 
9. What is your position on live streaming the CLBOT meetings? In accordance with the advice of 

our legal counsel who specialize in HOA law and based on the vote of the property owners in 
the April 25, 2019 Property Owners meeting where they voted it down 11-64, I am against it.   

 
10. Would you consider a more equitable process at property owner meetings for allowing property 

owners the chance to speak rather than the current process of whoever shouts the loudest or 
whoever is known to  be aligned with the person controlling the microphone gets the 
opportunity to speak while others  who politely raise their hands waiting for a turn often get 
ignored? All property owners should have an opportunity to have their inputs known. 

 
11. What is your position on one CLBOT member having a conversation with retained counsel 

regarding a controversial issue with no other board members present, and then communicating 
the advice or recommendation of that attorney to other board members to be accepted without 
any corroborating evidence, either in writing or via witness to the entire conversation by a board 
member who is unbiased or who holds an adverse opinion from that initial board member on the 
issue being discussed? (to assure both sides of issue is presented without spin and then what that 
attorney opinion actually is).  Having served on the BOT before, I am familiar with the process 
of our attorneys Kaman and Cusimano.  Each BOT member can speak to an attorney at Kaman 
and Cusimano for 15 minutes a day, every day.  Given that, the BOT is free to delay a decision 
on a matter if they would like to obtain their own legal advice (likely from the same law firm) 
and every BOT member can consult legal advise whenever they want.   

 
12. What commitment do you make to property owners that you will make all CLBOT decisions 

based on what is for the good of the community and not make decisions based on outside 
influence(s) and/or threats, nor based on a personal agenda or personal benefit. I pledge to make 
every decision based on what is good for the community.  I believe every decision I made 
previously on the BOT represents that.  I have no personal agenda and I have not personally 
benefited from serving on the BOT before, nor will I in the future. 


