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meeting, the alleged violation is reasonably discoverable at the time it occurs.  See OML 
Declination 6-24-26 (Holland Planning Board); OML Declination 7-20-17 (Edgartown Planning 
Board); OML 2014-85.2  You filed your complaint more than 30 days after October 23, 2025, 
the date of the meeting you allege the Committee did not properly discuss the warrant articles for 
lack of information from the School Administration.  Therefore, your complaint likely is 
untimely. 

 
Finally, to the extent that you allege that minutes of the October 6, 2025, meeting were 

insufficiently detailed, we decline to review that allegation.  Complaints must allege violations 
with a degree of specificity, as our office will not conduct broad audits of public bodies based on 
generalized allegations.  See OML Declination 6-2-26 (Town of Ware); 7-19-23 (Fairhaven 
Historical Commission); OML Declination 3-20-12 (Wilmington Board of Assessors).  Your 
statement that “[t]he 10/6 minutes should accurately reflect what transpired during the meeting” 
does not specify what part of the minutes you allege are insufficiently detailed.  Therefore, to the 
extent that you allege insufficiency of minutes, we decline to review that allegation. 
 
 We now consider this matter closed.  Please feel free to contact the Division at (617) 963-
2540 if you have any questions. 

 
Sincerely,  
  

  
 
Matthew Lindberg 
Assistant Attorney General  
Division of Open Government  
 

 
cc: Attorney Jennifer King (via email: Jennifer.King@VDHBoston.com)  
 Sudbury School Committee (via email: school-committee@sudbury.k12.ma.us)  
 

 
2 We also understand that you were a member of the Committee at all times relevant to the complaint. 




