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STATE OF VERMONT 
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY PROGRAM 

 
In Re Thomas Melone      ) 

     ) 
     ) 
      

PRB No. 120-2025 

RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL TIME TO ANSWER TO THE 
PETITION FOR MISCONDUCT 

 

Respondent, Thomas Melone, has filed two motions for permission to appeal with the 

Vermont Supreme Court, both of which were forwarded to the Professional Responsibility Board 

for onforwarding to the Hearing Panel.  The first was docketed as 26-AP-024.  The Supreme Court 

dismissed that appeal today.  See attachment.  The second appeal is docketed as 26-AP-052. 

Respondent respectfully requests an extension of time to file his answer to the petition for 

Misconduct until 14 days after the Vermont Supreme Court issues a dispositive ruling with respect 

to Respondent’s second appeal in 26-AP-052.  

 
 

Dated: February 6, 2026   Respectfully Submitted, 
 
/s/ Thomas Melone  
Thomas Melone 
601 S Ocean Blvd 
Delray Beach, FL 33483 
(212) 681-1120  
Thomas.Melone@AllcoUS.com 

 
                        



Vermont Supreme Court
Filed: February 6, 2026

VERMONT SUPREME COURT Case No. 26-AP-024
109 State Street
Montpelier VT 05609-0801
802-828-4774
www.vermontjudiciary.org

ENTRY ORDER

FEBRUARY TERM, 2026

In re Thomas Melone* Original Jurisdiction
Professional Responsibility Board
CASE NO. PRB-120-2025

In the above-entitled cause, the Clerk will enter:

Respondent sought permission from a panel of the Professional Responsibility Board
(PRB) to take an interlocutory appeal from the denial of his motion to dismiss a petition of
misconduct. Although respondent did not cite a rule, he used the language found in Vermont
Rule of Appellate Procedure 5(b). The panel denied his request, concluding that interlocutory
appeal through Rule 5 was not available in this context. Assuming arguendo that interlocutory
appeals under V.R.A.P. 5(b) are available in proceedings before panels of the PRB, respondent
fails to satisfy the requirements of that rule, and his request for permission to appeal is denied.
For the first time on appeal, respondent also cites to Vermont Rule of Appellate Procedure 5.1.
Even if respondent had sought permission from the PRB panel to take a final collateral order
appeal, and assuming arguendo that rule applies here, respondent also fails to satisfy the

requirements ofRule 5.1.

BY THE COURT:

on, Bb,
Paul L. Reiber, Chief Justice

H o d E. Eaton, r. Associate Justice>


