«E Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>
REDRESS

Re: RE: 01/13/2026 Re: Re: St. Joseph County - Records Request RDPR-2025-1207

Clarification Requested
4 messages

Tue, Jan 27, 2026 at 5:16

Eli Wax (St. Joseph County, IN) <StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com> PM

Reply-To: 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com
To: info@redresssouthbend.com
Cc: wax@aaklaw.com

Good afternoon, Mr. Foster,

| am in the process of reviewing emails that met the search parameters. As | am reviewing, it seems a number of emails
were sent to a large group of people (e.g. Murphy sending a email to all the commissioners and council and their
respective counsel, and O'Brien is included as one recipient). Please clarify whether or not you would like your request to
include emails that are clearly not communications between Murphy and O'Brien, but rather by one of them to a larger
body and the other happens to be included. It is your choice either way, but choosing to include them will extend the
period necessary for review as it increases the volume of records that need to be reviewed. | look forward to your
response.

All the best,
Eli

On Wed, Jan 14, 2026 at 1:55 pm, Eli Wax wrote:

Good afternoon, Mr. Foster,

After further consideration, we have decided to proceed with responding to the request rather than issuing a
denial at this time. | will begin the process of gathering and reviewing responsive records and will make
reasonable efforts to move that process along as efficiently as possible, consistent with our obligations
under APRA.

Please note that we continue to maintain our position that requests for emails that do not provide
particularized subject matter or set of search terms do not satisfy APRA’s particularity requirements and
future requests of this nature may be denied on that basis.

All the best,

Eli A. Wax

Attorney at Law
Anderson, Agostino & Keller, P.C.
131 S. Taylor St.


https://www.google.com/maps/search/131+S.+Taylor+St.+%C2%A0South+Bend,+IN+46601?entry=gmail&source=g

South Bend, IN 46601
(574) 288-1510

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email and any attachments contain information from the law firm of
ANDERSON, AGOSTINO & KELLER, P.C. and is for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon
this message. If you have received this in error, please notify us immediately by return email and promptly
delete this message and its attachments. We do not waive attorney-client or work product privilege by the
transmission of this message.

From: Eli Wax
Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2026 1:23 PM
To: 'Logan Foster'

Good afternoon, Mr. Foster,

Thank you for providing your position. | am reviewing the matter and expect to be able to provide a more
substantive response and update by the end of this week, hopefully sooner.

All the best,

Eli A. Wax

Attorney at Law

Anderson, Agostino & Keller, P.C.
131 S. Taylor St.

South Bend, IN 46601

(574) 288-1510

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email and any attachments contain information from the law firm of
ANDERSON, AGOSTINO & KELLER, P.C. and is for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon
this message. If you have received this in error, please notify us immediately by return email and promptly
delete this message and its attachments. We do not waive attorney-client or work product privilege by the
transmission of this message.


https://www.google.com/maps/search/131+S.+Taylor+St.+%C2%A0South+Bend,+IN+46601?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/131+S.+Taylor+St.+%C2%A0South+Bend,+IN+46601?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/131+S.+Taylor+St.+%C2%A0South+Bend,+IN+46601?entry=gmail&source=g

From: Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2026 4:02 PM

To: Eli Wax <wax@aaklaw.com>

Cc: 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com
Subject: 01/13/2026 Re: Re: St. Joseph County - Records Request RDPR-2025-1207 Clarification
Requested

Attorney Wax,
| am following up to document the status of this request.

| submitted this public records request on November 10, 2025. As of today, January 13, 2026, no responsive records
have been produced, and no production timeline has been provided.

The Public Access Counselor has explained that, once reasonable particularity is established, records must be produced
within a reasonable time, defined as practical efficiency. In PAC Opinion 20-FC-32, the Counselor identified an informal
benchmark of approximately 30 days from receipt of a request where the request is not voluminous or complex.

This office has also recently addressed unreasonable delay involving St. Joseph County in Complaint 25-FC-075, where
the County—through counsel—acknowledged that a prolonged delay in producing requested emails exceeded a
reasonable time under APRA, and the PAC concluded that the County violated the Act by failing to produce records
promptly .

Here, the request seeks emails between two identified individuals over a fixed six-month period. More than 60 days have
now elapsed without any production or timeline, which is inconsistent with the PAC’s guidance on reasonable time.

Please advise as to the current status of this request.

Regards,
Logan Foster

On Fri, Jan 2, 2026 at 11:03?AM Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com> wrote:
Attorney Wax,

Under APRA, the burden of proof for nondisclosure rests entirely with the public agency, not the requester. A
denial must be supported by statute, case law, or written Public Access Counselor authority—not impressions,
speculation, or assumptions about how the PAC might view an issue today. While | have acted in good faith by
supplying PAC authority supporting this request, APRA does not place the burden on a requester to educate the County
on binding PAC guidance; that obligation rests squarely with the public agency. As of today, | will not be providing
additional guidance. If the County continues to deny this request, | will proceed with filing a formal complaint with the
Public Access Counselor and pursue all remedies available under APRA to compel production of the requested

records. **To preserve the record, | request that all further communications regarding this matter occur
exclusively in writing via email.

In your most recent correspondence, you acknowledge that 11-INF-63 supports the proposition that where sender,
recipient, and time range are clearly identified, subject matter may not be required for reasonable particularity. You
further state that your contrary view is based on an impression and expressly acknowledge that you may be incorrect.

A public agency that cannot affirmatively determine that a request is subject to
denial, but instead expresses doubt or uncertainty, cannot as a matter of law
satisfy its burden to justify nondisclosure.

Existing written PAC opinions—including 11-INF-63 and 22-INF-9—govern unless and until they are expressly
superseded. Speculation regarding an alleged progression in PAC thinking, or assumptions about the views of a
current or future Counselor, is legally irrelevant and cannot support withholding records.



Accordingly, the County lacks a lawful basis to continue denying or _delaying this request. APRA does not permit a
public agency to withhold records while seeking advisory clarification. The County is obligated to process and produce
the requested records now, subject only to any applicable statutory exemptions. The Public Access Counselor has
already determined, through written opinions, that requests of this nature are reasonably particular as a matter of law.
The County therefore cannot lawfully deny this request on the basis of reasonable particularity.

Please confirm when production will begin.

Regards,
Logan Foster

On Mon, Dec 29, 2025 at 6:38?PM Eli Wax <wax@aaklaw.com> wrote:

Good afternoon, Logan,

| have reviewed the matter further, including the opinion you provided. | do agree that 11-INF-63
indicates that if sender, recipient, and time range are clear, then subject matter may not be required for
particularity. At the same time, that opinion is not consistent with the guidance regarding emails from
the PAC given over the past number of years. My impression is that the PAC’s opinion regarding email
particularity has developed over time as email has become the primary form of communication between
parties. While the PAC may have said subject isn’t required in 2011, | don’t think that is their position
today, nor has it been for years.

But | acknowledge that | may be incorrect. If that is the case, | would of course make sure the county
complies with the APRA regarding your request.

Therefore, as discussed, | propose that we jointly submit an informal request to the PAC. I.C. 5-14-4-
10(5) requires the PAC to respond to informal inquiries from the public and public agencies. | think a
joint email is the best approach as it ensures the question is presented accurately and reduces the
possibility of confusion as to the applicability of the PAC’s answer.

If this is agreeable to you, | can send a draft joint email/letter for your review. | started drafting it, but |
will not be able to finish it today.

All the best,

Eli



From: Eli Wax

Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2025 6:58 PM

To: 'Logan Foster' <info@redresssouthbend.com>; 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-
8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com

Subject: RE: Re: St. Joseph County - Records Request RDPR-2025-1207 Clarification Requested

Good afternoon, Logan,

| just wanted to touch base to let you know | have received your email and am researching the issue
further. | expect to have a substantive response to you soon. Thank you for your patience on this.

All the best,

Eli

From: Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2025 3:46 PM

To: 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com

Cc: Eli Wax <wax@aaklaw.com>

Subject: Re: Re: St. Joseph County - Records Request RDPR-2025-1207 Clarification Requested

IRONSCALES couldn't recognize this email as this is the first time you received an email from this sender
info@redresssouthbend.com

Attorney Wax,

Thank you for your call and our conversation Monday evening. | appreciate your patience this week as | gathered
and reviewed the relevant Public Access Counselor guidance pertaining to my request.

Please review Public Access Counselor decision 17-INF-63, which | believe strongly supports the fulfillment of my
request.

In 711-INF-63, the Public Access Counselor says:

“If, on the other hand, the request identified the records with particularity enough that the School could determine
which records are sought (e.g. all emails from a person to another for a particular date or date range), the
School would be obligated to retrieve those records and provide access to them, subject to any exceptions to
disclosure.”

That same opinion further states, in full:

“I would note that a request for all e-mail correspondence to and from Jane Doe for a range of dates is not
reasonably particular. See Opinion of the Public Access Counselor 09-FC-124, 11-FC-12, and 11-FC-257. However,
a request of all e-mail correspondence from Jane Doe to Jim Smith for a range of dates would be reasonably
particular.”

My request: "Requesting all emails between John H. Murphy and James (Jamie) O'Brien between 07/01/2024
and 12/31/2024 Potential email addresses may include (but not limited to) jmurphy@sjcindiana.gov &


https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHiTvZzexI7-2BHJpd8w8qAah0-2FGYdk3oNyZd06QVTC2GGD7c-2Fb0fx2wXpQUX5WRbC2kk2hGGxFXlvHP2fpyAlSfyOxk4iQ863iLA3ZgNEc285IY0P1pKF8dEp-2FdpLkh3sgGZodfxwRjq5W0GJ1Cm7FVJVJdT5Iejzi0ZktXPokwPbAbXYNxr201Jhj7d5-2BccOeuvrjXK2gU4fjL1yptjMdCKdfLXD0zMvuoCWvDLBPDSjS0qsQRvEsc-2FnBKeQORrlIoed-2FalP11ZvFcJIWnFwrcowAdJB891IuzybqK9JF6z19Zhv4CKmOhuP7OJCDjFoZiHO_w4_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5Ccrg136uYVHlfdBpwfVoQ-2BbUY3K7jXNYHmg-2BXdC2bsJ3-2FuWPKzoRVLsGi8igfupqihprGrgd-2F-2Fbv9khU102jBaw3ipwB3o2RYlrFq7IkCyP3LznTvwaLksAHmjpjjcAci0Rcv9h2y8CcCxvTb-2BDSqkMT-2Bpfod79d6sr0W-2Bx4Xip4WOP
https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHia0RNWQSKTYBhnfzMZpzoGG6laWN0CyI9sJnGoe8-2FAJRzvHPt-2B3qstnqkTLpLK6GqlEtvKokNEAIQEbCdclPbIJwdPqscLkaGJvMPIT-2FIBqgzj-2BCbtGR6p4RI5RRwa0hsvWUFI1VpoMOV3IYnS2PwzyKjkzlnzbrr-2BrMwohufoa-2B4QR9kHd-2FQVfgzOR8dyDTrVuZW2DK5odKyCPnYgL49fY74UWhIfjrmVnjPRY7PUshaABe2q-2FFN9eqS647qeYeCVnghqZMfaw0aZYCS-2F5bcB3yBPXb4KCZpKya2gE9cFCsqt3iXpxbWNJ2NHj9kTLB9xbPuRT-2FTn26j-2FjydJG85fhqPHLvcTi8ZkwopGhbMEkc-3DTYys_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5Ccrg1smVDtUB8w84KainnN9mEG-2BxVIiybXa34xLqpYs3ViTgfhA52fNJKKoRgTUxZ7Gq3Fi1xXQsH0VybEua9tO-2B9iNeKL0hcUrK9TQlOb7eo8BJsYOiD3ABHjT6gRmoD74CIvvKT-2B4TYaUqMB6CC-2BFSzbmH-2BnxeG1QB-2F-2F5wsJw5M6t
https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHia0RNWQSKTYBhnfzMZpzoGG6laWN0CyI9sJnGoe8-2FAJRzvHPt-2B3qstnqkTLpLK6GqlEtvKokNEAIQEbCdclPbIJwdPqscLkaGJvMPIT-2FIBqgzj-2BCbtGR6p4RI5RRwa0hsvWUFI1VpoMOV3IYnS2PwzyKjkzlnzbrr-2BrMwohufoa-2B4QR9kHd-2FQVfgzOR8dyDTrVuZW2DK5odKyCPnYgL49fY74UWhIfjrmVnjPRY7PUshaABe2q-2FFN9eqS647qeYeCVnghqZMfaw0aZYCS-2F5bcB3yBPXb4KCZpKya2gE9cFCsqt3iXpxbWNJ2NHj9kTLB9xbPuRT-2FTn26j-2FjydJG85fhqPHLvcTi8ZkwopGhbMEkc-3DmzCF_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5CcrgyGBq-2FWRSMs5kg00EYngjoDlGwuwrZAMrWnCAU6R-2BgHlWo2DRKB7OsAMKW0RvJQqMVolOgGHYBO8KG6MzkTSEHal9jMuVdjQjGCZtfMm2QaZxaalM8ydEXLOz29ftuHPbg9vx2Bp7fUVO8VMUN-2BaBeyfVkn0F47y4P1wqYhsjkiz

jamesobrienesg@yahoo.com"”
My request identified a sender (John Murphy & Jamie O'Brien), a recipient (John Murphy & Jamie O'Brien) as well as
a defined date range (07/01/2024-12/31/2024)

As my request identifies a specific sender, a specific recipient, and a defined date range, it would appear
to align with the precise example the PAC has repeatedly identified as reasonably particular.

Logan Foster
574-261-1180
RedressSouthBend.com

REDRESS

On Tue, Dec 2, 2025 at 10:04?AM Eli Wax (St. Joseph County, IN) <StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com>
wrote:

Mr. Foster,

Thank you for your thorough response and analysis. While | concur with your general conclusion that the 4 factor
test isn't an absolute test, | do not concur with your application to this request.

In 22-INF-9, the requester provided the recipient email address, subject, and timeframe. The only missing factor
was the sender email address. The requester wanted to see what emails might have been received relating to a
specific subject from the public. To this, the PAC said it is unreasonable to expect the requester to be clairvoyant
and know the specific sender.

This is very different than not providing keywords or subject matter. If you are seeking emails relating to a specific
issue, you would presumably have the information necessary to provide keywords. The PAC's analysis that you
cited was addressing situations where the requester couldn't reasonably be expected to have the information, as
you yourself quoted the PAC: "This is especially true in situations where there is no practical way for the public to
know an aspect of a search.” | don't think that is our situation here.

Nevertheless, as the PAC states, this is something that requires a case-by-case analysis. Accordingly, if you feel
that this is a situation that you are unable to provide subject matter/keyword information, please let me know. |
would be happy to discuss this with you further to better understand the specific concerns that you have that
would allow for consideration.

| will be in my office tomorrow and can be reached at 574-288-1510. If you'd prefer, I'd be happy to give you a call
as well; just let me know.

All the best,

Eli Wax

On Tue, Nov 18, 2025 at 11:03 am, Logan Foster wrote:
Attorney Wax,
Your denial relies on Public Access Counselor Opinion 22-FC-42, but your reasoning is inconsistent with Public

Access Counselor Luke H. Britt's subsequent guidance in 22-INF-9, issued later in the same year, directly
addresses how “reasonable particularity” applies to email requests.


https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHiUmBd8LVmc-2Fv6c4QN303s-2BrV231G4mlECoazhKMPnAAHy74qMTqFn2soXO8hV8CWTAGuo1n22oqOIyTdfGHJ6icz5BNS62pp-2B4hNnI3VxZh9J52DzIyfQfNs2tgI5YBeLxgx19CB-2B3QftNdFO9G6Xy8-2F5Vmu-2FJjc9EVOIr6e7l7BmElCspbSiWXQjZEWBFteqr44vaBhBXZ3P7n0hschYQObs4O-2BfyPNaLV02-2FSjAjylJ0GEDu41KZmpslYNonVU4t1xxF4Zzer6iac8gNz2rdiAcg-2FmjecPAfwmZQf82LvI4E9en-2BrKHP0k9naAyFmoaNPPe_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5Ccrg5T-2BzHQ1VUJipu5SVYke-2F1gMv7cNgkU0Dv840CAhHSAksqUMh7XoUriVUQi19JBWiKblzFbIxS87yBrsU2aooOLZE8qcS8yWYC0r1e7vL-2BHu6pxp3F-2Bz9vffyy-2BCvWXWf3eaeeOTi2nAT89wt12Z-2FSWDY0d87R0TSw8kguyBx9SO

In 22-INF-9, Counselor Britt made clear that the four historical parameters (sender, recipient, timeframe, subject
matter) are not rigid requirements and should not be treated as an absolute test. He expressly states:

“These search parameters are intended to be guardrails but not hard-and-fast rules. Each request
should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis.”

Britt further states:

“Relatively specific descriptions of three factors can make up for a fourth factor that might not be as
specific.”

My original request identified:
1. A specific sender
2. A specific recipient
3. A fixed timeframe of six months, which aligns with the PAC’s recommended parameters

Three of the four parameters were satisfied with precision. Under Britt’s explicit guidance, these factors are more
than adequate to meet the standard of reasonable particularity.

PAC Britt also clarified the meaning of “reasonable particularity”:

“APRA's standard is reasonable particularity. The standard is not absolute pinpoint accuracy. This is
especially true in situations where there is no practical way for the public to know an aspect of a
search.”

And more forcefully:

“These cases do not stand for the proposition that a requester must be clairvoyant or have insider
knowledge...

Reasonableness simply implies a degree of practicality.

Your request is far from blindly throwing darts.”

Your office’s denial (as your office wrote they cannot process my request as is, and will close the request without
more information) claims | lacked sufficient particularity because | did not provide specific keywords or subject
matter. However, Britt's own analysis in 22-INF-9 holds that where the request otherwise contains multiple specific
parameters, such as identified individuals and a defined timeframe, the absence of subject-matter terms does not
invalidate the request. That is precisely the scenario here.

Additionally, Counselor Britt, citing both Jent and Anderson, warns agencies that the four-factor framework should
not be misused to obstruct disclosure or impose requirements that APRA does not contain. Yet that appears to be
what has occurred in this case.

St. Joseph County’s refusal to conduct a search and produce records, despite having all information necessary to
locate emails between two known individuals over a fixed period, exceeds the authority of APRA and contradicts
the PAC’s most recent guidance.

Please also note another relevant point from PAC precedent: Agencies should respond and produce records as
promptly as possible, and Britt has been clear that responses or productions exceeding 30 days are
presumptively unreasonable absent valid justification. Your office’s ongoing delays, combined with this
unwarranted denial (unless we add a 4th factor), raise legitimate concerns about whether records are being
improperly withheld or whether the personnel processing APRA requests are inadequately trained to process
these requests. If your office officially closes/denies this request, please note, | will be filing a formal complaint
with the PAC.

On Mon, Nov 17, 2025 at 5:53?PM Eli Wax (St. Joseph County, IN) <StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com>
wrote:

RE: Request Number Request Number: RDPR-2025-1207 Submitted on: 11/10/2025


https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHicNM2gaPU7l1aHltjI3gHhS2bvyPaMPYO4s2ImV7CF-2F7eRGsYAyJexTwJVcISMJDf-2BufAs2C5noFXwdSVXZJppzCYEpLm3nv8xQ1MQvfx0AAB0QKe9-2FqzHJy5F76PevXTXhD7dDlVgF8ODxNidEhQjreCxLSO91s111tYzX6GUDAcNcs1dfDpVYd-2B6nKeHvzLSjGJG36LyJk3BGb4ZWr3z-2BV8v-2BQmzRVT-2BwI4DF5Dzogpdh4uxMdkYSZRH9yf-2F8syApLIPlO7fKmpIJCkl1-2FmdJ5D5iQJer74Qy2UQpTxMqNknQc8WWld7e4Ie7Zw6Cr-2BntymBCBh3wlqn7EC1o9D1-2F6sTsTaW97o0jcIW4TugOP-2B1HzbQ7Cago5aQbJ9mm-2FEUpZTcSP7o2pWE2KAdJcr3hbxyMS3yANz8qQeCvlyHXBQ6pucHRqannOHo44Es4cg0FCI-2FtVA3gMDGJus0-2BHjlIpwQp9Ate1CXAFdZzpnx-2FqJPNY8uTVSsXy-2BILHVM7srLOmLv-2BtwuyCU93AzCFTHqYU2-2FXt621r2-2BAyjOjkuiZlMkf2I-2Fiohxo3NxunB76uzViO8SkewkIXMZBuDvW5iyXzw-2FJEZ26-2Fbsrfma4i5GfeJbu8IWMc0aPhc-2BPLhEJw-2Fvg4Qm1vyxMTmiAy3Tgtk-2FSBrRgQoQmxn-2BVt7j7E-2F35ai39ODyr4iWWzIXYpxuslfPXNP2bGzjUwtTqgugoiEun17gM-2FPh7mrxyF2Ari9E75gWaTvcCLOKz8Tpx5rkGbgjLNAWO4yf92x-2FkZNRAwJJT3hrZvAvgm1TkIYyB-2Bk6deFCCnhqOljaIHT9Im3-2BY7x22ceJGfuSVL8HglOZ26iBU4OU6ylEw8ejs7BFhsmpUDdGqnPIL-2BVHMsbTh397lLDjsymIJb73adQ0rxdarYwYUj4NkiAMfyx8bBcEThqVhnfdB4XghcdL5Rhk3-2BsNGR6nA-2BPXhrtNpDlrbD8bIaLRHJK0-2F3drWaLSHHh0EWVtVJ-2F0fbqh4hlcoaFuMzCjRP1IMeYfbfyHhFCsiADSOXI1qwEz9mOgBa8NzFIQ3tiViDL9AbtQ8rd1Deq-2Ftv-2Bz84o1XlDZU2r7ZBk7rhsN-2BkAiFGdNbfEanc64ordLTkGoZOu04GCTB89pk3bm6kIWDvgCEOiyJcQkQrjFwCaOPf6KZ0V2eYLJpN5QksUY66XzKj0C8UfWhMWl8gpQU5jqg3PUcugrFQe8-2B25gMKZlNdqB7rhJyLCUWJ4beQgBSQd3h-2B-2BlIX7F5mLz41nFbhwJtspBU7gXyLRj4j-2FiecUSIqctfAOC4DI8CEC80Bf2HHGVbuwnYEpVlvR3jzRwJJDRn1c7e3-2B-2FQevb7iQCwrWZvC6s5YQsXNyT7hjrtvwp62OVxCbqcG7-2FwE0Es-2FP0rBCHH3qSulF1m3W3SenTu0i9K2NxGoFlqEforFs38YMUJRsdUlhXFD-2FjHeDA1GHkLI-2BNXd3b6M6zbwfuU9Tog8vpQwNa4JQPVI5UWOTvt-2BFVoncJTJbq1rMFBDuHiFzu2D2Q2qghRAwDlYajU7hHk9YV0qgcfEYc8wlaOZLWh1cxCcc3gM6Q3UVNfJBCemT6E-2BQz3wJCthvVwrBH8hTPfFlXOUpuX-2BfzoDAl6CLHs4i9mLCG1OA9LoMsV6ZOh-2B3MvYGqsLuXSvtvqUf5XRm85X5K3JUfIHSpa8BisDHnbylP5EPIlGjOKHyotuUUlqCtVeIxemLCi-2FC-2BPyKEskSTCj3XacnwHgKqRU-2BelUTJewPEMtCGkK1HGHCDH6Gr2NQUJ11XmTbqR6Xc99LqepG9gvsZQrvGrgwXeRTNVgbyD8GCGaJ68eSfOriS03hpOyPgah5-2BUhUPvbR5f-2Fd-2FI-2BwXceTAOhm3DQ-2Bi-2BfNE5UWmS2L9Km0wxFKBlBRQg1avrKYHdhdu3rleGyIXBIDZopry-2F-2F9T0S5-2Fd29BrAz7ZfgNqiQfbj65rsAareQVL56chxEH6kLjCc4PeNmZNQjybQ9heaspg1GSDXff-2FKsLkxefcvL2InQy3bda5n8rM0qO1BL3o-2FN33TTKmWlfi-2BhYAWp5OCbSU8qcw-3D-3DLAnJ_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5Ccrg6AKNhYDmJJ4uHe4Cblx3D5u5-2B2Su7ubv0XDrSlO350WcMwhVDV9BHX7rOUh0AUw-2BCKel9MbiZzAKE20C47jAVsdIPiRFtXfzwpGlIuQx5td8J-2FXtL6PPR66PqQrO3iFQ7zqyL10fIkUU-2FrHZx-2B0BFe0tK-2BzQkpMZvddQNmuoBpe

Description of records requested:

Requesting all emails between John H. Murphy and James (Jamie) O'Brien between 07/01/2024 and
12/31/2024 Potential email addresses may include (but not limited to) jmurphy@sjcindiana.gov &
jamesobrienesq@yahoo.com

Dear Redress South Bend,
For the County to continue to process your request for records, we require additional information.

To the extent you are seeking emails your request lacks the reasonably particularity required by Ind. Code § 5-
14-3-3(a)(1). | reference you to Indiana Public Access Counselor opinion 22-FC-42 which discusses reasonable
particularity as it applies to emails and gives the following guidelines:

“This office (h)as continued to develop the standard for what is a reasonably particular request for email
messages:

1.

1. Sender;

2. Recipient;

3. Reasonable timeframe (e.g., six months or less); and

4. Particularized subject matter or set of search terms.”
To the extent you are requesting information related to emails please comply with the above guidelines. Your
request does specify the sender and receiver and provides a reasonable time frame. Your request, however,
does not provide a particularized subject matter or set of search terms. Accordingly, we need you to provide
more targeted and specific search terms for us to proceed.

Just so you understand, we are happy to respond to your records request. However, the way this has been
requested lacks the particularity required by the statute. Once you amend your request to comply with the
guidelines stated above, we will work to respond to your request.

If a response is not received in 7 days, your request will be closed.

Thank you,

Eli Wax, Attorney

St. Joseph County

APRA Requests c/o Board of Commissioners

227 W Jefferson Blvd., 7th Floor

South Bend, 46601

(574) 235-9534

sjccom@sjcindiana.com

Logan Foster
574-261-1180
RedressSouthBend.com

REDRESS


https://www.google.com/maps/search/227+W+Jefferson+Blvd.,+7th+Floor+%C2%A0South+Bend?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/227+W+Jefferson+Blvd.,+7th+Floor+%C2%A0South+Bend?entry=gmail&source=g
https://url4102.request.justfoia.com/ls/click?upn=u001.nrfdmL-2B1UhWpB4V2ArB2sRffy1cB4AQe3afDtG9ofGLG5Bim7Ubps1zKGq-2FG3qHiUmBd8LVmc-2Fv6c4QN303s-2Bt8iO7tq3yQwY7C0yFDb0BetyWS05dLTa2NpPykGvfh9Rs6raXpDKAcKihTLsgcdQIoK31-2FoffM1dXrrNGHhYrh7LYkqd3OZ3yKQtmowWXOcQc4eOSbL-2Bh5CVNF-2BGKy1Bh5-2BpYq0JH-2B5uEKpqWF48ytv80v8ik6pf-2Be90M5jLwnLP5lkL4mzUXZ0X5eNSHwUZuN-2F91IPYz5qworSaOKqkqY3HM6WyLewk0kFPlOdFXJ-2FR2VRkd1M5sT6tVb0gTKYSW4UXocwNqzXDrPxXV-2FmT29IqHPp5cbOs3tKFa4yO0A2MM7o_s5xsKn6BJaGo0DpToLMh9kj8wsWDXNuia-2B-2FYkdEcJYSoP3XdSeD-2B0sWuy1hbPYlTgaRwTzhYrzdMb3jPzUYIC-2F2NH9ExzOjOpnrnFYZm0ivyK7-2BtbvpEG0YLDTAEOJSwxC8oRy9mFgKJwqDk5Ccrg1Cu8UiVFl8MzlL6SKlaCmCMay27UVcHf3t5s1oeuU-2F3bHfRiK8uS2u5LeXBWN2DX8frsDuT1M8TiSTj0mEqAwaFX-2BJw2DPvKIMkLEK4H-2BFpCJmMGm9MA0ukw9jjioV4M-2BqD-2B0B9MSWruKSiEuQiBLc2W9yc3t89jlZN7Khp-2FliQ

Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>

To: 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com
Cc: wax@aaklaw.com

Tue, Jan 27, 2026 at 5:31 PM

Good afternoon, Eli,
Thank you for your message.

Please include all communications, including communications transmitted to or involving larger groups.

Respectfully,
Logan Foster

[Quoted text hidden]

Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>

To: 8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com
Cc: wax@aaklaw.com

Fri, Mar 13, 2026 at 1:55 PM

Please note that six additional weeks have elapsed since my 01/27/2026 communication regarding the request submitted
on Nov 10th, 2025.

It is my personal belief and position that St. Joseph County has not satisfied the "reasonable amount of time" requirement
for Request #RDPR-2025-1207

Please provide the timeline for when | can expect to receive the emails | requested on November 10th, 2025.

Thank you.

[Quoted text hidden]

Eli Wax <wax@aaklaw.com>
To: Logan Foster <info@redresssouthbend.com>, "8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-

8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com" <8b638570-9b3e-4555-b382-
8bd0b9eaa703.StJosephCountyIN@request.justfoia.com>

Fri, Mar 13, 2026 at 2:24 PM

Good afternoon, Logan,

Thanks for reaching out. We are close to complete. | expect to provide a response with records by end of
next week, if not sooner.

[Quoted text hidden]
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Attorney at Law

Anderson, Agostino & Keller, P.C.
131 S. Taylor St.

South Bend, IN 46601

(574) 288-1510
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email and any attachments contain information from the law firm of
ANDERSON, AGOSTINO & KELLER, P.C. and is for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance
upon this message. If you have received this in error, please notify us immediately by return email and
promptly delete this message and its attachments. We do not waive attorney-client or work product
privilege by the transmission of this message.

From: Eli Wax

Sent: Wednesday, January 14, 2026 1:23 PM
To: 'Logan Foster'

Good afternoon, Mr. Foster,

Thank you for providing your position. | am reviewing the matter and expect to be able to provide a
more substantive response and update by the end of this week, hopefully sooner.

All the best,
Eli A. Wax
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(574) 288-1510
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