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Paul-

I would like you to read the below at tonight's, Feb. 19, Board
meeting.

I request that the below be included in tonight's minutes.

Fred

Board Members:

I am concerned over the way the attorney agreement has changed

since January 6th, when Ms. Kennedy first emailed the board
regarding her interest in becoming our Town attorney. She was
responding to a le$er from Larry Frigault asking several attorneys if
they were willing to live within our $2500 budgeted for attorney
expenses in 2018. Quoting her response, she said :

"The prospects for the Town of Richfield given the Town's location
are tremendous. I am excited about the potential opportunity to
represent the Town. That being said, I want to be positioned to
succeed there and meet your expectations. I would be willing to
accept the legal representation based upon the present budget".

Per the minutes of the January 1sth meeting, Ms. Kennedy
additionally offered to credit the current attorney fee if we would like
to move ahead now, instead of wait until June when Mr. Merzig's
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contract and fees would end. This would allow us to use her
services nCIw, and still stay within the $2500 budget.

From the minutes, Paul questioned why the board would move
fonrvard without a finalized agreement? Larry's response is quoted
as "we all know what her terms are, she has agreed to work within
our budget"

Based on her January 6th email, and her offer of an additional
$1250 credit, but without a written contract in hand, Ms. Kennedy
was "conditionally appointed" as town attorney.

Fast fonrvard to Sunday February 18th. Ms. Kennedy's agreement,
now in written form, with an accompanying email, states that her
bills for this year will be clamped at $2600. Not only does this

amount exceed the $2500 agreed to on January 6th, but the David
Merzig credit has evaporated. Yes, she is still giving the credit of
$1000, but at the same time has raised her price by $1100. Perthe
understanding on January 1sth, her bills should have been clamped
at $1250, not $2600.

To summarize, the public should be aware that the change of
attorney is not at no additional cost to taxpayers, as was portrayed
at the last meeting. This change will cost the taxpayers an
additional $1000 or more.
The Board should learn an important lesson here. We should not be
voting on dialogue and emails with outside parties, but signed
written agreements only, with terms clearly spelled out. We end up
looking like fools, and the taxpayers are forced to pay for our
foolishness.

Respectfully submitted,
Fred Eckler
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