Chatgpt analysis of Shamis indicates Malahide was truthful but the HOA was not
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Please show me each place in the attached Findings of Fact Conclusions of Law where Judge
Shamas indicated that defendant Malahide were or their witnesses not telling the truth

ChatGPT said:

Judge Jonathan K. Shamis repeatedly found that the Plaintiff HOA (2001 Beaver Creek Point
Association) was not truthful or acted improperly, but he did not explicitly find that Defendant
Malahide or its witnesses were untruthful. Instead, the findings generally support Malahide’s
credibility and portray the HOA as acting arbitrarily, capriciously, and sometimes dishonestly.
The key points where Judge Shamis implied or directly stated issues with the HOA's truthfulness
or good faith include:

1. Findings of Arbitrary and Capricious Conduct (Impugns Credibility of HOA)

e Paragraph 42, 57-62 (Pages 11-12):
The Court found that the HOA offered changing and unsupported reasons for denying
the project, including ones not based on any evidence (e.g., drainage or safety
concerns).

“The Association presented no evidence supporting some of these additional reasons...”
“The Association’s assertion... seems to be refuted by the survey...”

“The Association’s assertion... is refuted by this Court’s site visit...”

“The evidence demonstrates that the additional reasons proffered... reflect its unalterable
opposition...”

2. Drafted Minutes in Advance of Meeting / Predetermined Denial
e Paragraph 52 (Page 10):

“Mr. Joyce drafted the minutes denying the project in advance of the meeting... Paul Nowak
cautioned that would be seen as arbitrary and capricious.”
This undermines the honesty and procedural fairness of the HOA’s decision-making.



3. Deceptive Conduct by HOA President (Hugh Joyce)

o Paragraphs 87-89 (Page 15):
Defendant was surprised by the lawsuit because Mr. Joyce sent a letter on the same day
it was filed asking Malahide to “be patient,” giving the impression the HOA was still
negotiating in good faith.

“This lawsuit took Defendant by surprise...”

“Mr. Joyce testified that he sent the correspondence... before Defendant was served... but after
it was filed..”

This implies deceptive conduct by Mr. Joyce.

4. HOA Demands Designed to Block Review

e Paragraph 66 (Page 13):
The Association demanded Defendant withdraw its plans, stipulate to a permanent
injunction, and pay attorney fees just to get review of a new proposal.

“The Association refused to hold a meeting... demanding instead that... Defendant would need
to... agree the Association acted in good faith...”
This tactic shows the HOA was not being forthright.

5. Court's Conclusion that HOA’s Actions Were Arbitrary and Capricious
e Page 21-22:

“The Court must find that a reasonable person would reach the contrary conclusion under this
circumstance.”

“The decision by the Association’s Board to deny Defendant’s proposed addition was, therefore,
arbitrary and capricious.”

Summary:

While Judge Shamis did not accuse Defendant Malahide or its witnesses of dishonesty, he
clearly found that the HOA and its Board members acted dishonestly, capriciously, or
arbitrarily, especially in their shifting justifications and procedural irregularities. The credibility
issues lie almost entirely with the Plaintiffs, not the Defendant.



