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STANDARD RIGHT-TO-KNOW REQUEST FORM

DATE REQUESTED: _ /. 15//.;0 L// 7’

REQUEST SUBMITTED BY: JZE-MAIL [CIUS. MAL CIFAX O IN-PERSON
NAME OF REQUESTOR: 7/ Ay A

REQUESTOR STREET ADDRESS:

4 i e

REQUESTOR CITY/STATE/COUNTY (Required): ol

REQUESTOR TELEPHONE (Optional):

REQUESTOR E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):

RECORDS REQUESTED: :
*Provide as much specific detail as possible so the agency can identify the information.

Loy S

DO YOU WANT COPIEST YEZ or NO

DO YOU WANT TO INSPECT THE RECORDS? YES ¢r NO

DO YOU WANT CERTIFIED COPIES OF RECORDS? YES orm/ 7{/ € :
Py’ 2
RIGHT TO KNOW OFFICER: TOWNSHIP MANAGER OR ASSISTANT MANAGER

DATE RECEIVED BY THE AGENCY:

AGENCY FIVE (5)-DAY RESPONSE DUE:

**Public bodies may fill anonymous verbal or written requests. If the requestor wishes to pursue the relief and remedfes
provided for in this Act, the request must be in writing. (Section 702.) Written requests need not include an explanation
why information s sought or the intended use of the information unless otherwise required by law. (Section 703.)



From: jim e

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 4:21 PM

To: Lee M
Cc: abustard@worcestertwp.com; squigley@worcestertwp.com; scaughlan@worcestertwp.com

Subject: RTK

RTK officer,

According to your response to me on 10/17/14, “the Solicitor's detailed bills for legal services rendered in the
month of August were NOT YET PROVIDED to the Township as of the date of my Request (dated September 10, 2014)".

1 have been repeatedly ordered to “FILE A RIGHT TO KNOW REQUEST” by Supervisor Arthur Bustard in order to
obtain the monthly invoices and bills that are beinq approved by the Board rather than having the Board provide this
information free of cost, obstruction and delay to the public. Supervisor Caughlan’s view on asking for and providing
billing information so that a member of the public can make intelligent, informed public comment on payment of the
bills is “THAT’S WHAT RIGHT TO KNOW REQUESTS ARE FOR.” We are given the treasurer’s report each month at no
charge and with no obstruction and delay. The Board was given a AP Check Register Report _on a monthly basis which
gave an inventory of the check and the bills associated with each check, but after | began to request copies of the “3
ring binders” that were given to the Supervisors that contained this information, the billing information was




removed. A sample is included for your review below. Please do not remove.
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In light of the foregoing, the following records are
requested,
1. I'would like copies of any and/or all
detailed billing invoices for legal services
submitted by the Township Solicitor and/or his
law firm Wisler, Pearlstine (the Township
Solicitor’'s Firm) to Worcester Township for the
PRI 115 PM Page 12 of 12

entire month of October 2014 if these were not

submitted to the Township by the Township

Solicitor and/or his Law firm at the time of my

11/14/14 Right to Know request (your 14-1257). These would also correlate, in part, with the monthly payment

of the bills check register as a result of the timing of their submission. In addition, | have attached for you
review invoices you have provided from my prior requests that in my opinion were redacted without proper

justification on your part. These invoices are also attached so that you have a sample of the type of document
that I am requesting in case you are confused by the wording, grammar, punctuation and/or style of writing of

my request. See invoice below.
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Please do not remove the invoices that | have attached to this RTK form when posting on your website so that |
can be assured that no information is being removed from my request. See Levy v Senate, Commonwealth
Court.

I would like copies of any and/or all detailed billing invoices for legal services submitted by the Township
Solicitor and/or his law firm Wisler, Pearlstine (the Township Solicitor’s Firm) to Worcester Township which
were approved by the Worcester Board of Supervisors at the 11/19/14 meeting and which correlate with

the Bank registry listing from 10/16/14 to 11/19/14 provided to the public at the meeting. These would include
those invoices that are not duplicative. In addition, | have attached for you review invoices you have provided
from my prior requests that in my opinion were redacted without proper justification on your
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These invoices are also attached so that you have a sample of the type of document that | am requesting in case
you are confused by the wording, grammar, punctuation and/or style of writing of my request. Please do not
remove the invoices that | have attached to this RTK form when posting on your website so that | can be assured
that no information is being removed from my request. See invoice above. See Levy v Senate, Commonwealth
Court.

Any and/or all Client Billing Summaries, Client Summaries, Billing Memorandum and/or Client Summary Pages of
Legal Bills regarding Right to Know request 2014-1212 and its associated response, Right to Know request 2014-
1180 and it associated response, and Right to Know Appeal Dkt. No. 2014-1383. Use as your time reference
monthly for the past 12 months for each request and response and for Right to Know Appeal Dkt No. 2014-1383.
You have already provided me “Client Billing Summaries” in response to numerous requests the most recent
Your No. 14-1161.
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You have provided me with Copies of Client Summary Pages of Legal Bills, Billing Memorandum and/or Client
Summary Pages of Legal Bills in response to your No. 14-1188.
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If you

are unable to comprehend my instructions, grammar and/or punctuation please let me know so that | may help
you in advance. The foregoing document are also attached so that you have a sample of the types of documents
that | am requesting in case you are confused by the wording, grammar, punctuation and/or style of writing of

my request.



4. Any and/or all motions, resolutions and/or official actions by the Worcester Board of Supervisors giving Mr.
Garrity and/or any member of his law firm approval to respond to appeal Dkt No. 2014-1383 filed with the
Pennsylvania Office of Open Records. If you are unable to comprehend my instructions, grammar, punctuation
and or style of writing please let me know so that | may help you in advance.

5. Any and/or all minutes that would reflect a vote, motion, resolution and/or official action by the Worcester
Board of Supervisors giving Mr. Garrity and/or any member of his law firm approval to respond to appeal Dkt
No. 2014-1383 filed with the Pennsylvania Office of Open Records. If you are unable to comprehend my
instructions, grammar, punctuation and/or style of writing please let me know so that | may help you in
advance.

6. Any and/or all minutes that would reflect a vote, motion, resolution and/or official action by the Worcester
Board of Supervisors authorizing the expenditure of funds to respond to appeal Dkt No. 2014-1383 filed with the
Pennsylvania Office of Open Records. If you are unable to comprehend my instructions, grammar, punctuation
and/or style of writing please let me know so that | may help you in advance.

7. Any and/or all votes, motions, resolutions and/or official actions by the Worcester Board of Supervisors
authorizing the expenditure of funds for the appeal Dkt No. 2014-1383 that was filed with the Pennsylvania
Office of Open Records. If you are unable to comprehend my instructions, grammar, punctuation and/or style of
writing please let me know so that | may help you in advance.

If these records are available in electronic format, this would be preferable.
In the review of prior invoices from Wisler Pearlstine, several of the entries under my name reference appeals or

requests by individuals other than myself and/or who do not live in this Township. Below is an invoice in my name,
billing for work performed on numerous other individuals cases not associated with my




WORCESTER TOWNSHIP Decembet 08, 2013
1721 VALLEY FORGE RD BIL NUMBFR 227708
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requests.

invoice contains entries of case numbers of individuals other than myself that are listed under my name. These
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actions inflate the total amount of legal costs that are associated with my name.

T

IS



S TR T
Whdler Venvhune, Lo
BLUF BRUL EXECUTIVE CAMPUS
464 NORRIS [OWN ROAD, SUITE * 16
BLUE BELL, FA 16422

WORCESTER TOWNAAIP Moy D5 2014

1723 VALLEY FORGE RD BILL NUHABER 23033

PO BUX 757 BILLED THROUGH April 30, 2314
WORCESTER, PA 154500787 FILE NURBER  Dab<50-0bD4

RE JAMIES MOLLICK - RIGHT-TO-HMOW LAW APPEAL - DOCKETMS 204 0-0023

PROFESSIDNAL SERVYICES
HRS
O418/14 INTRA-QFFICE CONVERAATION W.TH JIM GARRITY, ESQ. REGARDING [ i¢]
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D404 14-1124 - MOLLICK REOUIFST - 2 50
TOTAL PROFESSIONAL SERVIZES $72¢6.00
PROFEBSIONAL SERWICES ST2R.ND
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES §728.00

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE ~ ~ '$72860
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The above documents show that there are entries that are being placed into an appeal category (2010-0023) that
doesn’t exist in the Township. Again, this inflates the cost of each category associated with my name but would be

difficult to identify in any audit or a search for that appeal number associated with my name.

This further illustrates that there is a serious problem with the Right to Know process in Worcester Township and with
the Legal Department.

It has become obvious by Mr. Bustard’s comments that the Supervisors do not review the invoices from the Solicitors
Office prior to approving them for payment. In fact, the Supervisors do not review any actual bills prior to payment nor
do they provide the public with those bills so as the public can provide intelligent public comment at the public
meetings. We get a “check” register as was confirmed by Mr. Bustard at a public meeting of the Board.

It could be very easy for the Board to answer a few simple questions but | have been specifically ordered to “FILE A
RIGHT TO KNOW REQUEST” for this material by Supervisor Bustard. Supervisor Caughlan has stated that “THAT IS
WHAT RIGHT TO KNOW REQUESTS ARE FOR” thus increasing the cost to the Taxpayers of the Township. (See Jim
Mollick You Tube). They then blame the requester of the information for the cost to the Township for the

request, Unfortunately, the obstruction of and access to the flow of information doesn’t stop at the Board. The legal
department’s revenue generating obstructionary practices have turned the Right to Know process in Worcester into
nothing more than an expensive, punitive game being played with the Taxpayers hard earned tax dollars. See the
processing of Appeal 2014-1383 as a prime example. After analyzing the legal handling of appeal 2014-1383 it
appears to me that Mr. Clement, Mr. Garrity and/or the Open Records Officer had no idea as to what was transpiring
in their own Township with reqards to the audio recordings of the conditional use hearings and went on to

10



misrepresent the issue to the Office of Open Records. Ultimately they lost the appeal in front of the Office of Open
records and Mr. Clement wasted our hard earned tax dollars yet again.

The Right to Know Process is broken in Worcester Township. Even though I have repeatedly asked for the legal
invoices so that I could make intelligent public comment at the BOS meetings, the last invoices that | have been given
are from July, 2014, It is now December.

| believe that it _is time for a new Right to Know Officer and a new Independent Law Firm Stat!

I would also like to alert you to the following to save the taxpayers of the Township unnecessary expense. Under the
Right to Know law, your job as to how to respond to requestors as a Right to Know Officer is specified under Sections
902 and 903 and is very specific. | would suggest that you review Section 902 and 903 of the RTK Law regarding your
procedure for responding to requestors, prior to writing and signing your responses. Your current practice and
procedure when responding to me is outside what is provided for in the Law and is in my opinion an abuse of the RTK
process and a waste of taxpayer funds.

Section 902. Extension of time.
(a)Determination.—Upon receipt of a written request for access, the open-records officer for an agency shall determine
if one of the following applies:

(1)the request for access requires redaction of a record in accordance with section 706;

(2)the request for access requires the retrieval of a record stored in a remote location;

(3)a timely response to the request for access cannot be accomplished due to bona fide and specified staffing
limitations;

(4)a legal review is necessary to determine whether the record is a record subject to access under this act;

(5)the requester has not complied with the agency’s policies regarding access to records;

(6)the requester refuses to pay applicable fees authorized by this act; or

(7)the extent or nature of the request precludes a response within the required time period.

(b)Notice.—

(1)Upon a determination that one of the factors listed in subsection (a)applies, the open-records officer shall
send written notice to the requester within five business days of receipt of the request for access under subsection (a).

(2)The notice shall include a statement notifying the requester that the request for access is being reviewed, the
reason for the review, a reasonable date that a response is expected to be provided and an estimate of applicable fees
owed when the record becomes available. If the date that a response is expected to be provided is in excess of 30 days,
following the five business days allowed for in section 901, the request for access shall be deemed denied unless the
requester has agreed in writing to an extension to the date specified in the notice.

(3)If the requester agrees to the extension, the request shall be deemed denied on the day following the date
specified in the notice if the agency has not provided a response by that date.

Section 903. Denial.
If an agency’s response is a denial of a written request for access, whether in whole or in part, the denial shall be issued
in writing and shall include:

{1)A description of the record requested.

(2)The specific reasons for the denial, including a citation of supporting legal authority.

(3)The typed or printed name, title, business address, business telephone number and signature of the open-
records officer on whose authority the denial is issued.

(4)Date of the response.

(5)The procedure to appeal the denial of access under this act.

I again thank you for your consideration but suggest that you and your legal advisor familiarize yourself with Section
1308, and Sections 902 and 903 and attempt to try to make the process as cost effective as possible for the Taxpayers of
the Township. Please respond to my requests within the above parameters and in a non-abrasive and professional

manner.
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Thank You.
Jim Mollick

If these are available in electronic format this would be preferable
If not | would like this material scanned and sent electronically
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