
Ryan Bagwell <ryan@ryanbagwell.com>

OOR Dkt. AP 2013-1586

Ryan Bagwell <ryan@ryanbagwell.com> Thu, Nov 7, 2013 at 11:42 AM

To: Brad Bender <Brad.Bender@phila.gov>

Thanks Brad. You have some excellent points. I just wish you would have provided the affidavit initially instead of claiming it at the end. It could have

saved us all some time.

With regard to my "zealous attack against the prosecution and conviction of a serial pedophile", I think you have me confused with someone else. A request for

information is simply that - a request for information. No motive can be reasonably gleaned from it.

Thank you for letting me know that your office does not possess any responsive records. I wish you the best in your future endeavors.

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 7, 2013, at 11:00 AM, Brad Bender <Brad.Bender@phila.gov> wrote:

Mr. Bagwell:

Because your email and juvenile insult barely warrant a response, I'll be brief.

The DA's Office clearly and expressly advised you and the Office of Open Records, while the record was still open, that the Office did not possess

any responsive documents.  I refer you to the Sur-Reply I submitted on September 30, 2013, in direct response to Mr. Schnee's request to index any

withheld records.  In fact, our statement appears in the very last sentence (page 2) of that document: "after conducting a reasonable search, the DA’s

Office does not possess any documents that would be responsive to the RTKL request." 

I realize that, in your zealous attack against the prosecution and conviction of a serial pedophile, you find facts and evidence inconvenient.  But

before you accuse someone of lying - especially someone who takes his role as an officer of the court and of the law very seriously - you best have

performed some very basic reading comprehension first.

Brad P. Bender

Assistant District Attorney

Philadelphia District Attorney's Office

Three South Penn Square

Philadelphia, PA 19107



(215) 686-5775

brad.bender@phila.gov

From: Ryan Bagwell [ryan@ryanbagwell.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 06, 2013 4:43 PM

To: Brad Bender

Subject: Re: OOR Dkt. AP 2013-1586

Brad - 

I'm just wondering: where did you get your law degree from? One would think that if the DA's office did in fact possess no

such records at anytime while the record was open, it would have been a key argument. I seriously have to question your

judgement and honesty here. Claiming that your office has no records after the fact is disingenuous and makes a complete

mockery of the process.

I welcome the opportunity to face you in Philadelphia court.

On Wed, Nov 6, 2013 at 3:08 PM, Brad Bender <Brad.Bender@phila.gov> wrote:

Mr. Schnee:

Attached please find a Motion for Reconsideration of the decision issued on November 4, 2013, in the above-referenced action.

Sincerely,

Brad P. Bender

Assistant District Attorney

Philadelphia District Attorney's Office

Three South Penn Square

Philadelphia, PA 19107

(215) 686-5775

brad.bender@phila.gov

From: Schnee, J Chadwick [jschnee@pa.gov]

Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 11:35 AM

To: Ryan Bagwell; Brad Bender



Subject: RE: OOR Dkt. AP 2013-1586

Please find attached an amended final order issued in this matter.  The only change in this version is a typographical

correction in the last sentence of the Legal Analysis section.

 

Thank you for your time.
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From: Ryan Bagwell [mailto:ryan@ryanbagwell.com] 

Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 11:23 AM

To: Schnee, J Chadwick

Cc: brad.bender@phila.gov

Subject: Re: OOR Dkt. AP 2013-1586

 

Dear Mr. Schnee, 

 



Thank you for your final determination in this matter. After reading your opinion, it appears that a typographic error may
have found its way into the last sentence before the conclusion.

 

The Final Determination states that the Office "has meet its burden of proving that the requested records are not subject to
public access." Considering that the appeal was granted, it appears that the sentence should reflect that the Office "has not
meet its burden of proving that the requested records are not subject to public access."

 

If the omission of the word "not" was indeed an inadvertent typographic error, would the OOR mind issuing a corrected
opinion that reflects the necessary change?

 

I appreciate your consideration of this request, and I thank the OOR for its commitment to issuing a fair and balanced
opinion in this matter. 

 

Sincerely,

 

Ryan Bagwell

 

 

 

 

 

On Mon, Nov 4, 2013 at 9:42 AM, Schnee, J Chadwick <jschnee@pa.gov> wrote:

Please find attached a final order entered in the above-referenced appeal.  Hard copies will be provided upon request.



 

Thank you for your time.
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--

Ryan Bagwell

5219 Shorecrest Drive

Middleton, WI 53562

(608) 466-6195 (v)

 

 



 

-- 
Ryan Bagwell
5219 Shorecrest Drive
Middleton, WI 53562
(608) 466-6195 (v)


