
 

     
 

October 26, 2017  

DELAIRE COUNTRY CLUB 
4645 WHITE CEDAR LANE  
DELRAY BEACH FLORIDA, 33445         VIA FAX   561 499-8625 

      ATTENTION: SECRETARY JEFF WHITE 

Dear Mr. White., 

As a Mandatory Equity Member, please accept this letter to be forwarded to the Chair of the 
Grievance Committee for the Committee to hold a formal meeting to accept my Grievance Complaint against 
Curtis Karpel. Based on the following, this meritorious grievance complaint must be accepted.   
 

On June 23, 2017, Mr. Karpel filed a grievance complaint against me, in part, due to the 
delairegovernance.com website which was purportedly “injurious to the peace, tranquility, common 
welfare, and congenial social relationships between the Club and its membership.”  On July 26, 2017, the 
Grievance Committee issued its recommendation to suspend me for one year for “creating the website and 
posting negative information about the Club on that website for the specific purpose of trying to harm the 
Club and its members….”  The grievance committee determined that such conduct rose to the level of 
“misconduct.”  On August 30, 2017, the Board of Governors issued its decision affirming the Grievance 
Committee’s recommendation, but deferred the suspension while Mr. Krivok attempted to “negotiate and 
possibly reach a global resolution of all pending and threatened litigation and all other disputes between the 
parties….”   

 
Ostensibly, any potential settlement would include the then pending WIPO matter.  As way of 

background, while my notice of appeal of the Grievance Committee’s recommendation to suspend me for 
one year was pending, Mr. Karpel, as the President of Delaire, caused Delaire to initiate a complaint against 
me with the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) pursuant to the Uniform Domain Dispute 
Resolution Policy.  The WIPO complaint alleged that the delairegovernance.com website is “comprised 
almost entirely of false, misleading, and defamatory statements, as well as unfounded and malicious 
accusations about Delaire’s governance, the character and reputation of its directs and management, and the 
quality of its facilities and the services it provides to its members.”  The complaint goes on to allege that “the 
disparaging information hosted on this website is harmful to the Club in that it is tarnishing the Delaire 
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service mark and disrupting the operation of Delaire’s lawful business.”  Mr. Karpel further alleged in the 
complaint that “[the] website is specifically being used by its administrator to discourage members of the 
public from joining the Club or purchasing property in the community, and it includes efforts to redirect 
consumers to several competing country clubs in the area.”  These are just a few of the quotes from the 
complaint; however, there are many others which essentially allege similar type of conduct.   

 
I quickly learned that Mr. Karpel’s goal in initiating the WIPO complaint was to use it as leverage 

to try and force me to remove what is a perfectly legal website merely because he did not agree with my 
positions as set forth on the website.  Mr. Karpel did not have a legal basis to initiate the WIPO complaint, 
but caused Delaire to incur unnecessary legal fees in his pursuit.  On October 5, 2017, the WIPO arbitrator 
entered his ruling, and notably held the following: 

 
• “[Delaire] argues that [Mr. Brecker] uses his website to promote false information to defame 

and tarnish [Mr. Brecker].  It is clear from [Mr. Brecker’s] website (and the complaint) that the 
parties have a deep-seated acrimonious history and [Mr. Brecker] uses the website to express 
his passionate disapproval of [Delaire].But this I not tarnation within the meaning of the Policy. 
 

• “[Delaire] has presented no evidence to show that [Mr. Brecker’s] website contains false 
information….” 

 
• “Thus, overall, the record supports the finding that [Mr. Brecker} is using the Delaire name for 

the exercise of noncommercial free speech.” 
 

• “The Panel finds that the content [on the website] reflects legitimate criticism….”   
 

• “…the Panel notes that [Delaire] would be unlikely to” prove that the website was registered 
and used in bad faith “on the record in this case.”   

 
Based on these findings, the WIPO arbitrator denied the complaint in its entirety.  A copy of the Order is 
attached and incorporated herein. 
 
 Further, other allegations in Mr. Karpel’s grievance complaint against me that led to my one year 
suspension have been proven to be untrue.  For example, Mr. Karpel’s suggestion that the website was 
intended to have “a knowingly negative and purposeful effect upon home sales.”  This suggestion has been 
disproven by his own staff. Stated in a recent report from the board minutes, “home sales are pretty much on 
track up to this writing, having sold 14 houses and meeting last year’s sales.” 
 
 Mr. Karpel’s conduct in authorizing a fraudulent WIPO complaint against me as nothing more than 
an attempt to force me to shut down the website is tantamount to misconduct, and subject to a grievance 
charge.  Mr. Karpel has caused Delaire to incur thousands of dollars of unnecessary legal fees in his 
continued personal vendetta against me.  If, on one hand, the Grievance Committee decides to suspend me 
for one year for publishing the website and filing a “frivolous lawsuit against the Club,” Mr. Karpel should 
face the same fate as it is now clear that the website is perfectly legal, did not contain false information, was 
merely legitimate criticism, and was not registered in bad faith.  Towards that end, the WIPO complaint was 
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a frivolous action initiated by Mr. Karpel against me; thus, just as the Grievance Committee suspended me 
for one year, Mr. Karpel should be suspended as well.   
 
 Karpel mass-producing false inciting outrageous charges against me triggering a fake staged 
grievance hearing resulting in a “sham suspension” to force the closing of the www.delairegovernance.com 
web rebuked by the WIPO decision.  Such abuses can only be purged with him being brought before a grievance 
committee hearing, punished by his forced resignation and be suspended for 1 year as a warning that such 
behavior is never repeated by any future officer or governor against a member. Karpel has demonstrated 
that he is vindictive and is abusing his power as President of the Board by sponsoring actions of hostilities 
in contradiction to member’s rights without cause. Delaire is a membership club not a bastion for Mr. Karpel 
or any elected officer present or future having delusions of grandiose. The feeling that “We are the Board 
and can do as we please “should not be condoned. 
 

As a secondary reason for this grievance complaint, Mr. Karpel has engaged in “misconduct” by 
refusing to allow my attorney to be present at a recent membership meeting.  There is absolutely nothing 
within the governing documents which state that a member’s attorney is not allowed to attend a membership 
meeting with his client.  It is further noted that there is currently pending litigation which deals with the 
same issues that were being discussed at the meeting.  It is unfair, under those circumstances, not to allow 
Mr. Brecker to have legal representation with him at the membership meeting.  Despite the same, and 
without any support in his reasoning, Mr. Karpel denied my attorney access to the meeting; thus, essentially 
forcing me not to attend.  His recent ignoring my right to enter the membership meeting of October 22nd 
with my attorney is a continuing expression of his abuse of power, no rules are written authorizing barring 
of entrée, threatening of stopping the meetings if we entered, is a gross violation of abuse of power by an 
elected official.   
   

The Grievance Committee needs to treat this grievance complaint against Mr. Karpel equally to how 
it treated the grievance charge Mr. Karpel brought against me.  Filing a grievance complaint against a 
member who is the President of the club is a significant matter.  Dismissing such a complaint with all of the 
presented evidence establishes Selective Enforcement. Not bringing this matter to a grievance hearing and 
not administering proper punishment will also be a significant matter.  Karpel has chosen a 1 year 
suspension against an innocent member, justice is now demanding the same for Karpel. 

 
 

Respectfully submitted,  

Manfred Brecker 

 

http://www.delairegovernance.com/
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