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DEFENDANTS’ SECOND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS — }

Defendants, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-Tribune

and Larry Holeva, by and through their attorneys, Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP, file this

Second Motion for Sanctions against Plaintiff:

1. Plaintiff, Phillip Godlewski, filed this defamation case against Defendants on May 24

2021,
Plaintiff alleges Defendants defamed him in an article published on February 14

2.
2021 in the Times-Tribune newspaper and he seeks $5 million dollars in damages. (The article is

attached to the Complaint.)
3. By virtue of him being a self-proclaimed patriot reporter and social media influencer
with over 75,000 followers, Plaintiff admits in his Complaint he is a public figure. (Complaint, ] 2

and 89.)
The article in question discusses Plaintiff’s criminal history and states “Lackawanna

4.
County detectives said Godlewski had sex with the [minor] girl in cars and homes he had access to

as a real estate agent™.

5. Further, the article stated Plaintiff pled guilty to a corruption of a minor charge in

2011 and admitted to having a sexual relationship with the 15-year-old girl

6. The article stated: “Godlewski, 28 at the time, was sentenced to three to 23 months




with the first three months to be served under house arrest and the balance as probation.”

7. A copy of the Criminal Complaint filed with the Court following Plaintiff’s arrest on
July 9, 2010 is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “A”. (The name of the minor victim' was
redacted in the Criminal Complaint released by the Clerk of Courts.)

8. The corruption of minors charge was due to Philip Godlewski engaging “in sexual
intercourse with a minor child victim.” (See Exhibit “A”, page ST 616.)

9. Plaintiff did in fact plead guilty to the corruption of minors charge pursuant to a plea
bargain to dismiss the other charges. The sentencing sheet directed him to have “no contact” with the
victim. (A true and correct copy of the Guilty Plea Colloquy? and Sentencing Sheet are attached
hereto and marked as Exhibit “B”.)

10.  Plaintiff was more than ten (10) years older than minor victim (B.D.).

11.  Plaintiff now claims in this lawsuit he never had sex with B.D and Defendants
defamed him by stating such in the February 14, 2021 article.

12, Plaintifs Complaint states: “significantly, Defendant Kelly could not have
“stumbled upon” the fact that Mr. Godlewski had sex with a fifteen-year-old girl [when he was 25
years old], because that never happened.” (Complaint, J47.)

13. A primary allegation in Plaintiff’s Complaint is that the article defames him by stating
he had “sexual intercourse with a 15-year-old girl in 2011.” {Complaint, ¥ 87, 96 and 111.)

14.  Plaintiff raised $26,396 to bring this lawsuit through his crowd-funding campaign

(social media donation requests) based on his representation that he had been libeled in a news

1 The Defendants had obtained an unredacted copy of the Criminal Complaint when Philip Godlewski was arrested
on July 9, 2010. The identity of the minor victim, who is now 29 years old, is known to both Plaintiff, Defendants,
and their counsel. The motion refers to this person by her initials “B.D.” or “minor victim” in order to protect her
privacy. The Court is being advised of B.D.’s full name and date of birth on a Confidential Information Form.

2 Plaintiff lied on the Guilty Plea Colloquy when he wrote he was a “college grad.” Compare this statement to
Exhibit “H" attached hereto, No. 1(f), and Exhibit “D”, page 3. Plaintiff stated there he attended college for two
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article “referencing criminal charges ... that were ultimately dismissed.” (A true and correct copy of
Plaintiff’s crowd-funding campaign is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “C”.) Plaintiff’s
campaign conveniently left out the fact that he pled guilty to corrupting a minor’s morals.

15.  The Complaint states Mr. Godlewski “is married with three children.” (Complaint,
10.)

16.  Plaintiff’s verified Supplemental Answers to Interrogatories (Set I) state: “Dori
[Plaintiff’s wife] left February 17, 2021 right after the article went public.” (A true and correct copy
of Plaintiff’s verified Supplemental Response to Defendants’ Requests for Production of Documents
(Set I) dated 12/9/2021 is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “D”, see page 4.)

17.  Plaintiff is essentially claiming his wife left him due to the article.

18. On May 3, 2022, Plaintiff did an audio show which was broadcast to thousands of his
followers and he said “this girl [the fifteen-year-old girl mentioned in the article] was conniving” and
the fifteen-year-old and her friends used an internet text messaging app to make it look like Plaintiff
was having text message conversations with the girl about “nasty shit” and that led to the 2010
criminal charges against him.

19. In a May 3, 2022 Telegram voice chat which was broadcast to thousands of people,
Plaintiff said the minor victim’s mother “saw dollar signs,” implying the mother caused the criminal
sex charges to be filed against him in 2010 for financial gain.

20.  Plaintiff filed his Complaint in this case on May 24, 2021.

21, OnJune 8, 2021, defense counsel served Plaintiff’s counsel with a preservation of
evidence letter directing Plaintiff to preserve (do not destroy) any evidence “about the lawsuit, the
Defendants, the article. . . any criminal charges ever filed against Philip Godlewski and Philip

Godlewski’s separation from his wife.” This letter specifically directed Plaintiff to preserve all

years. Plaintiff has no degrees.




electronically stored information, including any relevant information on a smartphone or mobile
phone. (A true and correct copy of the Preservation of Evidence letter dated 6/8/2021 is attached
hereto and marked as Exhibit “E™.)

22.  OnlJune 17,2021, Plaintiff’s counsel wrote to defense counsel acknowledging receipt
of Defendants’ preservation of evidence letter. (A true and correct copy of Attorney Kolman's letter
dated 6/17/2021 is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “F”.)

23. Onluly 9, 2021, Defendants served Plaintiff with Interrogatories (Set I). (A true and
correct copy of Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set 1) are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “G”.)

24.  The first page of the Interrogatories states “[T Jhese Interrogatories are continuing in
nature and require you [Plaintiff] to file supplementary answers pursuant to Rule 4007.4.”

25.  The Instructions for the Interrogatories state:

C. If a privilege or the work product doctrine is asserted with respect to a document or

communication, state the following: (a) the nature of the privilege or reason for the

withholding which you contend applies; (b) the factual basis for your assertion of privilege
or the reason for withholding; (c) the type of document (e.g. letter, memorandum, telex, etc.);

(d) all persons to whom the document was distributed, shown or explained; (¢) all authors

and addresses; (f) all indicated and blind copies; (g) the document's date; (h) a summary

description of the document's subject matter; (i) the number of pages and attachments or
appendices comprising the document; and (j) its present custodian.

D. In the event that any document requested to be identified by any Interrogatory has been
destroyed or discarded, such document shall be identified by stating all of the information
requested in subparts (c) through (i) of instruction “C”, and in addition: (k) its date of
destruction or discard, the manner of destruction or discard and the reason for destruction or
discard; (1) the persons who authorized and carried out such destruction or discard; and (m)
whether any copies of the documents presently exist, and if so, the name of the custodian of
each copy.

26.  Plaintiff’s verified Response to Defendants’ First Set of Interrogatories were served
on Defendants on August 20, 2021. (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants’

First Set of Interrogatories is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “H”.)




27.  Plaintiff’s responses to Interrogatories 32 and 33 are as follows:

32. Did the 15-year-old victim who was the subject of your 2010 criminal
charges touch you in a sexual manner at any time during the years 2008-
2010?

ANSWER: No.

33. Do you have any letters, e-mails or text messages to or from the 15-

year-old girl?
ANSWER: None.

28.  Plaintiff has never supplemented these specific answers to interrogatories.

29.  On July 12, 2021, Defendants served Defendants’ Request for Production of
Documents (Set I) upon Plaintiff (referred to hereinafter as “RFP I”). (A true and correct copy of
Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set I) is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit
SGI,’.)

30.  RFP I, No. 20 requested “[A]ny documents sent to or from the 15 year-old girl
referred to in the article attached to your Complaint.”

31.  RFP I defines “documents” to include “external communications or interoffice
communications, letters, telefaxes, telexes, e-mails, cables, telegrams, wires and
memoranda.” The definition of a “document” certainly includes a text message.

32.  Plaintiff served Defendants with Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants’ First Set of
Requests for Production of Documents on August 20, 2021. (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s

Response to Defendants’ First Set of Requests for Production of Documents is attached hereto and

marked as Exhibit “J”.)




33.  Plaintiff’s Response to RFP I, No. 20 (incorrectly numbered as 19 in Plaintiff’s
Response) stated:

19. Any documents sent to or from the 15-year-old girl referred to in the article
attached to your Complaint.

None.

34.  InPlaintiff’s verified Supplemental Response to Defendants’ Requests for Production
of Documents (Set I) dated 12/9/2021, he states: “As for the “sexual relations” or “intercourse” or
“sexual and illegal intimacy,” there are no documents because it never happened.” (Exhibit “D”.)

35. On June 24, 2022 Defendants served Plaintiff with Defendants’ Request for
Production of Documents (Set IV). (A true and correct copy of Defendants’ Request for Production
of Documents (Set IV) is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “K”.)

36.  On 8/22/2022, Plaintiff served his verified Responses to Defendants Request for
Production of Documents (Set I'V) and answered No. 7 as follows:

7. Produce any text message between Phil Godlewski and [B.D.] between
1/1/2008 through the present date.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have any.

(A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’'s Response to Defendants’ Request for Production of
Documents (Set IV) is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “L”.)

37. On November 4, 2022, Defendants served Plaintiff with Defendants’ Interrogatories
(Set III). (A true and correct copy of Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) is attached hereto and
marked as Exhibit “M”.)

38.  On November 9, 2022, Plaintiff served Defendants with his verified Response to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set I1I). (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants’

Interrogatories (Set III) is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “N™.)




39.  Plaintiff’s answers to Interrogatories (Set III) Nos. 2 and 6 are as follows:
2. Does Plaintiff still have the cell phone number (570) 780-4567 in use?

ANSWER: Yes.

6. Has Plaintiff communicated with [B.D] about his Lawsuit or his damages
from the Article?

ANSWER: Yes.

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications,

the form of such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the
substance of each communication (such participant stated) on each specific date
of the communication.
ANSWER: Plaintiff does not recall the specific date of communication. Plaintiff
spoke with [B.D.] in person regarding the filing and warned that it was eminent.
Plaintiff asked if [B.D.] would rather Plaintiff forego filing, so as to avoid any
stress into her life. [B.D.] said to file so that they could both set the record
straight.

40.  OnOctober 28, 2022, minor victim contacted defense counsel by phone and advised
him she had asked Plaintiff to stop telling lies about their relationship. She wanted me to know the
truth about her relationship with Plaintiff.

41. B.D. then met with defense counsel on October 31, 2022.

42, On October 31, 2022, B.D. provided information to defense counsel about her
relationship with Philip Godlewski. That information was included in her Affidavit that she signed
on October 31, 2022. (A true and correct copy of the executed Affidavit is attached hereto and
marked as Exhibit “O” with her name and date of birth redacted. The Court and Plaintiff’s counsel
have been provided with the information redacted on the Affidavit.)

43.  The Affidavit clearly states B.D. began having a sexual relationship with Philip
Godlewski when she was 15 years old and a 9™ grade student at Riverside High School.

44.  Philip Godlewski was 25 years old when this relationship began.




45.  Defendants have also subpoenaed Plaintiff’s employment records from Riverside
School District where Philip Godlewski worked as a part-time J.V. baseball coach.

46.  Inresponse to the subpoena Riverside School District provided numerous records
including a letter from the B.D’s parents dated 1/27/2009 and phone records showing upwards of
300 text messages between Philip Godlewski and B.D. on just one day (1/8/2009). (A true and
correct copy of the letter from the B.D.’s parents is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “P”.)

47, On October 31, 2022, B.D. showed defense counsel her text messages on her cell
phone with Philip Godlewski in the year 2022.

48.  OnNovember 2, 2022, B.D. consented to have her cell phones down-loaded and she
provided her two cell phones to a technician from twobytwo Solutions, LLC to image and copy all of
her Instant Messages (text messages/SMS) with Philip Godlewski on those two phones.

49.  The technician was able to download 1235 Instant Messages between Plaintiff and
B.D. from March 31, 2021 to May 11, 2022 and 151 Instant Messages from May 28, 2022 to
September 9, 2022. (The unredacted Instant Messages, pictures and videos have been provided to
Plaintiff’s counsel and will be presented as evidence at the hearing to be scheduled by the Court.)

50.  Some of the messages and attachments between Plaintiff and B.D. are sexually
explicit and graphic.

51.  On March 31, 2021, Plaintiff wrote to B.D. “I had no idea your Popa (B.D.’s
grandfather) died. I'm so sorry... “I think we had sex in their bed though.” (A true and correct copy
of Plaintiff’s two text messages sent to B.D. are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “Q”.)

52.  In another message they discussed: “we’ve probably had sex in like 40% of the
homes in northeastern Pennsylvania.” (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s and B.D.’s text

exchanges are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “R”.)




533.  Inanother message Plaintiff and B.D. agreed that it had been a “very long” time since
“they had been up under each other.” (A true and correct copy of B.D.’s text messages with Plaintiff
are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “S”.)

54.  OnMarch 31, 2021, Plaintiff sent B.D. a photo of his erect penis and wrote to B.D.:
“Yeah, I think it got bigger. Not sure if that’s a thing but it feels like it did.” (A true and correct copy
of Plaintiff’s text to B.D. is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “T”.)

55.  In April of 2021, Plaintiff invited B.D. to go to Oklahoma with him. (A true and
correct copy of Plaintiff’s text to B.D. is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “U”.)

56. With regard to Plaintiff’s claim his wife left him due to the article, Phil wrote to the
B.D. on March 31, 2021: “I feel better that she’s gone to be honest. The sex sucked or was non-
existent, but always one of the 2. She was constantly miserable. She wasn’t even really a great
mother. The kids always wanted to be with me and not her. It was a disaster.” (A true and correct
copy of Plaintiff’s text to B.D. is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit V”.)

57. In the Instant Messages between Plaintiff and B.D. on May 28, 2022, Plaintiff
advised B.D. of a “very unique financial opportunity” and a “financial windfall” for both of them if
their testimony in this lawsuit is “handled properly.” Plaintiff stated: “I don’t know which way to go
with it until [ speak to you” ... “I don’t trust those motherfuckers and I am literally foaming at the
mouth to take them down once and for all.” (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s and B.D.’s text
exchange are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “W™.)

58.  Onthe day the newspaper article at issue here was published (2/14/2021), Plaintiff
wrote to his followers: “I will be suing the Scranton Times Tribune for Defamation and Libel. [ was
hoping the reporter would to exactly what he did. He took the bait.” (A true and correct copy of

Plaintiff’s Telegram post is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “X”.)




59.  Plaintiff knew that B.D. stopped cooperating with the District Attorney’s office back
in 2011 in the criminal case against Plaintiff and he counted on her not cooperating with Defendants
at the present time.

60.  Only this time, B.D. is now an aduit and she did not go along with his scheme to
defraud the Defendants and tell falsehoods in Court proceedings. She is now on the record with the
truth — they were involved in a sexual relationship when she was 15 years old and he was 235 years
old.

61.  On August 20, 2021 (after the preservation of evidence letter was served on Plaintif¥),
Plaintiff answered interrogatory 33 (Exhibit “H™) stating he had no text messages with the minor
victim (B.D.).

62.  This answer was either a lie or he destroyed the text messages in violation of the
preservation of evidence directive and he failed to disclose the destruction of his texts.

63.  Plaintiff and B.D. had over 650 messages between March 31, 2021 to August 13,
2021. (Documents marked as ST 1021 to ST 1255 will be submitted to the Court as evidence at the
hearing. These text messages contain sexually explicit content, photographs and a video. All of these
messages have been provided to Plaintiff in unredacted form.)

64. These text messages did not slip Plaintiff’s mind. He intentionally failed to disclose
them in discovery for this lawsuit.

65.  Plaintiff’s response to RFP I, No. 20 (incorrectly numbered as 19 in Plaintiff’s
Response), on August 20, 2021, is false and deceptive. Plaintiff’s verified response states he has no
documents sent to or from B.D. (See Exhibit “J”.) He either withheld the documents or he destroyed

them.

66.  On August 22, 2022, Plaintiff again provided a false discovery response when he
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claimed he had no text messages with B.D. He had well over 650 messages with her since March
31, 2021 and had 52 text messages with her from 8/5/22 to 8/18/22. (ST 1476-1494 will be
submitted to the Court as evidence at the hearing.) This is an intentional concealment by Plaintiff.

67.  B.D.wrote to Plaintiff on 8/6/2022 stating “all I’ve ever wanted from you is to please
stop calling me a liar and making me look like an asshole when it’s not true.” (ST 1482 will
submitted to the Court as evidence at the hearing.)

68.  On November 9, 2022, Plaintiff answered an interrogatory describing his only
communication with the minor victim since the Chris Kelly article (2/14/21) was to warn her about
Plaintiff filing a lawsuit and offering to forgo filing the lawsuit if it would cause her stress. Plaintiff
claims she told him to file it so they could set the record straight. (See Exhibit “N™, No. 6.) This is
obviously false.

69.  Notonly did Philip Godlewski commit a sex crime against a 15-year-old girl in 2009-
2010, he has now solicited this same person to commit perjury in a Court proceeding so he can
enrich himself.

70. OnNovember 10, 2022, Defendants served Plaintiff with Interrogatories (Set IV). (A
true and correct copy of Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) are attached hereto and marked as
Exhibit “Y™.)

71.  Plaintiff served Defendants with Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants’ Interrogatories
(Set IV) on November 18, 2022. (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s Response to Defendants’
Interrogatories (Set IV) are attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “Z”.)

72.  Plaintiff denied ever having a sexual relationship with B.D. in his interrogatory
answer. (Exhibit “Z”, No. 7.)

73.  Plaintiff’s text messages and the attachments between Plaintiff and B.D. in 2021 and
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2022 tell a different story.

WHEREFORE, Defendants respectfully request the following relief:

(d)

(@)
()
©
©)
i

A hearing be scheduled at which Plaintiff be compelled to testify about
whether he failed to preserve and/or produce relevant discovery materials
requested in this case;

Plaintiff surrender his cell phones he utilized for phone number (570)
780-4567 during the years 2021 and 2022 for forensic examination and/or
an in-camera review by the Court at the hearing;

Defendants be given the opportunity to present evidence and witnesses at
the hearing;

Plaintiff’s case be dismissed with prejudice if the Court determines
Plaintiff intentionally withheld or failed to preserve material evidence;
and

Defendants be awarded $35,000 from Plaintiff as reasonable counsel fees
and another $35,000 for Plaintiffs bad faith conduct due to Plaintiff
filing this lawsuit, intentionally failing to preserve/produce evidence,
providing false discovery responses, and for suborning perjury from a
material witness.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

HAGGERTY HINTON & COSGROVE LLP

Date: |-+ - 1212 By: ,0 TM._Q

J. Timothy Hinton, J£, Esq.

1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2

Dunmore, PA 18509

(570) 344-9845
timhinton@haggertylaw.net

Attorneys for Defendants,

Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

I hereby certify that this filing complies with the provisions of the Public Access Policy
of the Unified Judicial System of Pennsylvania: Case Records of the Appellate and Trial Courts
that require filing confidential information and documents differently than non-confidential
information and documents.

s/ J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esq.

J. TIMOTHY HINTON, JR., ESQUIRE
PA 1.D. 61981
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PHILIP GODLEWSKI,
Plaintiff

V.

CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :

TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY

CIVIL DIVISION

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

No.: 2021-CV-2195

............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

g
I hereby certify that on this thay of November 2022, I caused to be served by electronic

mail and First-Class mail, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Defendants” Second Motion

for Sanctions upon the following:

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047

TKolman(@kolmanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

HAGGERTY HINTON & COSGROVE LLP

By: ﬁ 7. Mq
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timhinton(@haggertylaw.net
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Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva
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intercourse per os or per anus with minor chiid IENENENRENEE while said person being less Ihan 16 years
of age, four or more years younger and not being married to Philip GODLEWSKI, In violation of Section
3123(a)(7) of the PA Crimes Code. (18 P.S. 3123(a)(7) - Felony lst)

;ro wit: The defen;:lam, GODLEWSK], did engagae in saxual Intercourse,however slight penetration, with a minor
|_female 15 vears of ggs,

Inohoate. | 1 Attempt | LJ Sollcitation | Gonaplracy LJ Al L A2 s CJ Permitting {Title 78 Ony)
Offenae 18001 A 18 002 A 18 803 {Engaging} {Alding) {Knowladga} 751678 A

PennDOT-Data’ | . Acejdant -
Ifappiicable) |- Number. . O Work Zone
Statule Description/Acts of the accused assoclated with this Offense:
PACC 3125(a)(8) Aggravated Indecent Assault F2

a 3 PB126  [(ay8) |[BMPACrimesCode 1 |F2 | [ 170 |
=] Saclien _, A Statuls (1108 i Greda  NGIC Offense Cods _ UCRMNIBRE Cods
| {1 safety Zone

IN THAT, on or about January 2008-present, THE DEFENDANT, Philip GODLEWSKI did engage in penetration, however
slight, of another, namely, minor female child qula sald person being under the age of 16
years, four or more years younger and not married to GODLEWSKI, with a part of GODLEWSKI's body for any
purpose othar than good faith medical, hygenlc or law enforcement procadures, in Violation of Saction

.S. 3125(a)(8) - Felony 2nd

3125(a)(8) of the PA Crimes Code. (18 P
To wit: The defendant, GODL

L O

" ROPCA1ZA-Rev.1207 Page __of
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%& POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

Docket Number: Dete Filad: | OTN/LIvpScap Number Complaintincident Number
07/09/2010 L w h 5980 10-8397
. W Flrsl: ddia: ' Lasl!
Defendant Name Philip Godiswski

The acls committed by the accused are described balow with each Act of Assembly or statule violaled, if appropriate

f H
(Set forth a briof summary of ¥ facts sulficiant lo advike lha dalandan! of the nalure of ho oifense(s} chargad. A ciiallon fo the stelule(s) violalad, without more,
is not sulliciont. In a 8 ,

ummtary case, you must clo the speciiic saction(s) and subaection(s) of tha siatute{s) or ordinance(s) allagadly viclniad.} '

inghoate | [0 Attempt [ Solicitation | Consplracy [ A1 0O A2 Os [ Pormitting (Titta 78 Only)
Offense 18061 A 18 602 A 18 903 {Engaging) {Alding) {Knowledge) 751575 A
O | LT I || I
Lead? Socllon PA Slahte ) Courils Grado NCIE Oﬁons__n_ Codo UC! C
~PennROTOAta | | Acadent. ‘
(i applicable) “-|. Number. |- I ) Safety Zone [0 Work Zone
Stalute DescrlpllonlAcls of the accused assoclated with this Offense:

‘Inchoate. -| [J Attempt [ {J Solicitallon

; Conspiracy [J A1
Offense .. 18 901 A 18902 A

0O A2 )] {0 Permliuting {Title 76 Only)
18 803 (Engaglng_) {Alding} {Knowlodga)

751575 A
o | I e I
Laad? __ Ofons Sacion PASwaivla (Ta} ____Counls Grade 30 Code  UCIVNIBRS Gotlo
‘PennDOT:Oata . .| :Accidenl
i{if applicabla):.. ‘Number. - O Salety Zone O Work Zone
Statute Description/Acls of the accused associaied wilh this Oifense:
Inchoate | [J Attompt O Sollcitation | Consplracy [] A1 [ A2 Oe O Parmitting (Tlilo 75 Only}
Offense 18901 A 18802 A 18 803 (Engaging} {Alding} {Knowledge) 751578 A
o | Ia125 leye)  lisrinsiipAcrimescode 1 [F2 | | 170
Nun# Saclkm Subsgeilon PA Slaluio [T Counts Genylo NCIC Offenss Gode _ UCRINIBRE Codo
PennBGT Data.
iif nppllclble) _ [] Safsly Zons [ Work Zane
Staluig Description/Acls of the aocusad assoclaled with this Offense:
under the age of 16 years old.
AOPC 4124 - Rev, 1207 Page _of __
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&b POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

ket Numbaer: Bate Flled: | OTN/Liyes b CompiainUincident Rumber
oeRerTam 07/08/2010 P2AZ9EN L 10-"921
Flest: A Middle: ast:
Defondant Neme Philip Godlewskl

Tha acts commilted by the accused are described balow wilh each Act of Assembly or stafute violaled, if appropriele :

(St forth a brief summary of the fscts sufficlent (o advise the defandan! of e nature of the offense(s) ohiwyed. A cilallon lo the slalute(s} viclalad, withoul more,
I no! sufficient. In 8 summary case, you mugt clie the speciic saction(s) and subsaction(s) of the ctatuta(e} or oriinance(s) a¥egedty violaled.)

Inchoate | [ Attempt | [ Solicitation | Conaplracy [J A1 Oaz e T Permitiing (Tille 75 Oniy)
| _Offense 18001 A 180024 10903 (Engaging) _ (Alding) {Knowladge) 751575 A
B31s @) (1) lF1 ] | I
ofe Eocllon | ___Subseciion Grade NOIG Offsrias Code ULTUNINA Cods
e Noubh] m C} Safaty Zone (] Work Zons

___(Fapplicable) ;| Number =)
Statute Description/Acts of the acoused assoviated with this Offense:
6318, Unlawful contact with a minor.

(a) Offense defined.-A person commits an offense if he Is Intentionally in contact with a minor for
the purpose of engaging In an activity prohibited under any of the following, and elther the person Initiating
the contact or the psrson being contacted is within this commonwealith,

(1) Any of the offenses enumerated in Chapter 31 (relating to sexual offenses).

Ti wit; The defendant, GODLEWSKI, did did engage In sexual contact with a minor female child namely (NS

Inchoate .| L] Afsmpt | L Sollcitalion | Conspiracy [J A1 O Az Al Parmitiing (Tile 78 Only)
Offense 18901 A 18 802A 10803 (Engaging)  (Alding) {Knowledge) 751575 A
| 5 Ros2 (a2 f0PAGHmesCode 1 [F2 | 260
Losd? Eackon 3 PR Stawis (T11e)  Counid Grade u Code
nn k Adcident
W applicatle) - . | Number — D Bafely Zons I Work Zone

Statute Description/Acts of the accused associated with this Offense:
PACC 4952(a)(2} Intimidation of Witnesses or Victims

IN THAT, on or about January 2008-present, THE DEFENDANT,Philip GODLEWSKI, with Intent to or with knowlnge
that his conduct would obstruct, impeds, impair, prevent or interfere with the administration of crl
ustice, did intimidate or attempt to intimidate any witness or victim, namely, thomas NEZLO and
to give any false or misleading Information or festimony relating {o the commission of any crime to
any law enforcement officer, prosecuting officlal or judge, In viclation of Section 4852(a)(2) of the PA
es Code. (18 P.S.4952(a)(2) - grading)

ohoate | ] Aempt | L] Solicitation | Conspiracy L] AY O A =) T Pormitiing (Tiile 78 Only)
OMtense | 189014 18 902 A 18003 (Engagig) _ (Alding) __(Knowlodgo) 78 1678 A
O 8 [812 | JRUMHPA CRIMES CDDEO  [F1 | | |
A [T HOIS Gfanae Sode
“PanrDOT M | . Acoda ~CEREREC
o or o Acabn [ safety Zone 3 Work Zone

Statute Description/Acts of the accused associaled with this Offense;

PACC 7512, Criminal use of communication faciiity F1

IN THAT, on or about January 2008-present, the DEFENDANT, Philip Godlewski did use a communication facllity tr
commit,cause or facilitata the commission or the attempt thereof of any crime which constitutes a felony under

this title or under the act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, No.64), known as The Controlled Substance, Drug,

Device and Cosmetic Act.

To wit: The defendant, GODLEWSKI, did use cel! phone and internet communications to faciliate the sexual
intercoursa with a fsmale which he knew to be under the age of 18 years baginning in 2008 to present.

AOPC#12A-Rev. 1207 Page _ of _
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&' POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
Docket-Number: Date Filed: | OTN/Liv Nu Complaintincident Numbar
- 07/08/2010 B E’hﬁlﬂi L0 10-8397
R N I 1T T WMiddia: Lasl;
Befendant’Name.. .- | ‘o Godlewskl|

The acts commilted by the accused are desaribed below with each Act of Assembly or stetute violated, If eppropriale ;

{Sel lorth a brfel summary of the facs sulicient lo advise the defendan! of Ihe nature of the offanse(s) charged. A citation to the stalute(s) violated, wAthoul more,
Is nol sufficionl. In & summary casa, you musl cita the specliic section{s) and subseclion{s} of the slalulo(s) or ordinante(s) alleged!y vialaled.)

Inchoate | O Attempl O Solicltation | Conapiracy [ Al 0 a2 Ose ] Permitting (Title 75 Onty)
Offense 18 90T A 18002A 18 903 (Engagling) {Alding) (Knowledga) 75 1575 A
n! | | _ L
Load? ol Socllon _Subsadiion PA Blatulo {11115 Counia Grado ICIC Olioneo Codo __ UCRINIBRS Colls
B PR uml?e“rt !‘ | O salety Zone [ Work Zong
Slatute Descriplion/Acls of the accused associated wilh 1his Offense:
Inchoate; | [J Attampt [1 Soicitation | Conspiracy [ A1 O Az Os. [J Permiiting {Title 75 Only)
-Offense -] 180014 16 902 A 18903 (Engaging) _ (Alding) {Knowledge) 751575 A
o | “hese  fmiey - RENEPA CrimesCode 1 [F2 | | 260 |
—Lasar ___Offenssd u# Soclion Subsection PABlalvin Counls Gradp NEIC Offense Cods __UCRINIDRS Coda
Ponn‘DOT : st
“(i-appllcable ) i [0 salely Zone [ Wark Zone
Statute Descriplion/Acts of Ihe accused associaled wilh fhis Offense:

1. The cfiense is a felony of the degree indicated in paragraphs (2)
through (4) if:

1. The actor employs force, violence or deception, or threatens lo employ
force or viclencs, upon the withess ar victim or, with the requisite Intent or
knowledge upon any other person.

ii. The actor offers any pacuniary or other benefit to the witness or
victim or, wilh ths requisite intent or knowledge, to any other person,

ili. The actor's conducl is in furtherance of a consplracy lo intimidate a
witness or victim.

Tnchodte, | L3 Altempl [ Salickation | Conaplracy [ A1 Az Oe 1 Permitting (Titlo 76 Only)

Offenss: 18901 A 10902 A 19903 (Engaging)  {Alding) {Knowledge) 75 1575 A

a | |

Lead? ___Offanstd Sachon Subsochion PA Sowie (110}, Counis Grate____NGIC Offonas Gode _ UCH/MIBRS Cada
“PennDOT: _§nt
“{ifapplicable) er. O Salety Zone 0 work Zone

Statute Description/Acts of the accusad assoclated with this Oifense:
" AOPC 412A - Rev, 1207 Page __of
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%% POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
Docket-Number: Dale Flled: | OTN/LIv umbe Complalnt/Incldent Number
07/09/2010 N_,f,s 2 45’3 R 10-8397
o o ] Flrsl ’ iddle: Last:
Defendanthame. -] Philip Godlewski

The acls commiftad by the accused are described befow with aach Acl of Assembly ar slatute violated, if appropriale :

(Sot forih a brief summary of the lacis sulficion! lo advise the defandoat of e nalure of the olfansa{s) chargad. A cilation lo tha statula(s) violaled, withoul moro,
13 nol suificlant. [ @ summory case, you must clis the specific sacilon{s) and subsaciion(s) of tho statuta(s) or ordinanca(s) akegadly violalad.)

Incheats | OJ Attempt O Solleiation | Consplracy [] At Oaz Ose O Permitting (Titte 76 Only)
Offense : 18 801 A 16 902 A 18 003 (Engaging) fAlding) __({Knowiedge) 75 1575 A
a | I I l
Loat? Cfionsod PAS ) Counls Geade NCIC Oifense Gode_ UCRAIDRS Cotle
‘PennROT:Data.;
{if-apphicable) - 7] Safaly Zona 0O Waork Zone
Slatute Descriptlon/Acis of the accused assoclated wilh this Offense:
Inchoate | [ Attempt [ Solicitation | Conspiracy [J Al [ A2 Os 1 Permiiting (Titfe 75 Only}
‘Otfense - 18801 A 18802 A 107803 {Enn'lgLﬂg'} (Aldlngl {Knowledge) TS 578 A
O[ 5 Jesz e [EEEPAcimescode 1 [F2 | | 260
Load? _ Oflonsef Backon Subanclion PA Slaiis (Tite Counls Grade NCIC Offense Codo___UCRINIBRS Cotia
{if:appiloablp) . Numbar- O salely Zone [ Work Zona

Slatule Descriplion/Acts of the accused assoctated wilh this Olfense;

iv. The actor accepts, agress or sollcits another to accepts any pecuniary
or other banefit to intimldate a wilness or victim,

v. The actor has suffered any pricr conviclion for any violation of this
section or any predecessor law therelo, or has been convicted, under any
Federal statute or statute of any other state, of an act which would be a
violation of this section if commitied in this Stale,

2. The offense is a felony of the firsl degree Iif a felony of the first
degree or murder in the first or second degree was charged in tha case in

which the actol o influence ¢ nes
Inchoate | CF Attempt [ Solicitation | Conspiracy [ At {1 Az Os [ Permitling (Title 75 Only)
Offense: 186801 A 18 902 A 18903 {Engaging) {Aldlng) (Knowledge) 751675 A

|

0 | I l Sy
Lead? ___Olfonsol Sxcika PA Slaluio Counts Grade NCIC Oifonse Codo__ UCR/NIBRS Cude
~"PennDOT:Data - Accidsnl
.; Wappiloable). | “Number [ Salety Zone £ Work Zona

Statute Descriplion/Acts of the accused associaled with lhis Offense:

Aoéé 412A .ﬁ,\}_'ﬁmj Page __of _
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'@* PO.LICE'GRIMINA_L CQMPLAINT
"Docket f#unfbor: ] cl')?x}g:gl;gag':o OTNtI’ &&:ﬁn %un;gnrq ‘Z - ngggg_;ﬂnc!dent Number
Bofandant Namo | Flgk, Made - Bodiewskl

The acls committed by the accused are described below with sach Acl of Assembly or stalule violated, if appropriate ;

{Sot fonh a brfel summary of fhe-facts suificlent to adviso the dafendanl of the nalure of tha offense(s) charged. A cilation lo the statule(s) violnted, without more,
I nol sulfligiont, In o summary case, youl mue clta tha specific secllon(s) ond subseciion{a} of Ihe sialule(s) or ordinance(s) allegadly vialaled.)

Inchoate | O Attempt | [} Sollclation | Consplracy [J A 0 A2 Os 3 Parmitiing (Title 75 Only)
Offense .| 188014 10 502 A 10903 (Enguging) _ (Alding} _ (Knowledga) 751575 A

cf | ] L

Luad? QOlfansel

' .__SUI:_lLecIIon' O Y- Y Y i M Grads CIC Offonao Code  UCR/NBRS Coda
R S T

Statute Descriplion/Acts of the accused assoclated wilh this Offense:

Tnchoate: | [ Attempt (3 sollcltation | Conspiracy ] Ad Oa2 e 3 Permitiing (Title 78 Only)
Offense 168901 A 18902 A 18.903 (Engaging) {Alding) {Knowledge) 7651576 A
0 5 [952  |@)M2) |RW PACrimesCode 1 |F2 | | 280
Loud? nisd Secllon ____Subseclion PA Shalulo ﬁle] Caunis Grady  NCIC Offenss Cody __ UCHNIBRS Cods__
e ¢ ) ’ _ [ safely Zone O Work Zone
Siatute peécripﬁohlActs f the accused associated with this Offense:

specifled In this subsection.

3. The offenss is a felony of the second degree if a felony of the second
degres is the most serfous offense charged In the case in which the actor
sought to influence or intimidate a witness or victim as specified in this
subsection.

4, The offense is a felony of the third degres in any olher case in which

the actor sought to Influence or Intimidate a witness or viclim as specified
in this subsection.

5§, Otherwise the offense is a

Inchoate | ] Attempt {J Sollcitalion | Gonspiracy [] Af O Az OB [ Parmitling {Tltle 76 Only)
Offense | 18901A 188024 18903  (Engoging)  fAlding) {Knowledgo) 75 1575 A
T
O | ] | , Iyq& I _

tepd? Oitonsod Seclion Subsgclion PA Sialulo (THI0, Coupis Grada CIC Offenae Coto __ UGRUNIBRS Codo
2 nDOTD ; ' I 3 Salely Zone 3 Work Zone
Statute Deécfipiloancts of the accused associated wilh this Offense:
AOPC 412A-Rev. 1207 Page _ of
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ﬂﬁ‘ POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

—

Docket-Number: Date Filed: | OTNILIveScan Number Complaintincident Number
' ) N I ke -’{mq L0 L_10:8307

" | Fhesht: M o Middle:™ ast
Pefendant Hame Philip Godlawski

The acts committed by lhe accused ara describad below with sach Act of Asssmbly or slatule vioialad, If appropriate :

{Sol forth p brief summary of the facts sulficient Lo adviso tha dafandant of iha nalure of tha offensa{s) charged. A cliation to lhe stalule{s) vicinted, without move,
18 not sulficient. In o summary case, you musl cilg ths epecific saclion(s) ond subsection{s) of tho stalute(s) or ondinance(s) allegedly vialalad.)

inchoate | [J Attempl O SalicHstion | Conspiracy ] At O a2 Os O Permitting (Titlo 75 Only}
Offense 18 501 A 18 D02 A 18-903 {Engaging) {Alding} {Knowledga) 751575 A
o C__1 11 I
Load? Olensod PA Slaluie (Tilia) Counts Gmde NCIC Olfsnsn Code  UCR/NIBRS
PannPOTPata .
{Itapplisabla) " ] 'N O Safely Zone 1 Work Zone

Statute Descriplion/Acts © the adcused assoclated with ihis Offenss:

inghoate | O Awempt | O Solicllatlon | Gonsplracy [J At 0 a2 gs {J Permitting {Title 75 Only)
 Offonse | 18 901 A 18 802 A 18 003 (Engaging) {Alding) {Knowledge) 791575 A
D[ s hosz  [ex2 PACrimesCode 1 |F2 | | 260
Load? Ofipnsed Saction S on .PA Staule (Tillo) Counts Gradp NCIC Offanse Code  UCRNIIRS Codo

‘PannDOTData . | Agcklent . ] Safaly Zons O Work Zone

{\f.appllcabie) - /| Number ' —
Statute Descriplion/Acts of the accused assoclated with this Offense:

To wit: The defendant, GODLEWSK], did Instruct the victim to have her telt law enforcenment all the
conversations they had between them were fake. GODLEWSKI told tha victim she is the only one who can get hin
out of this. The defendant did tell the witness to contact the victim o get their stories siraight.

inchoate- | [T Attompl O solicitation | Conspiracy [ Al O A2 {8 J Permitting (Title 75 Only)
QOffense 18901 A 18 502 A 18 903 (Engaging) {Alding) {Knowlodge) 751515 A
0 | l Fotinec

Lead? _—_ Offensol Seclion ____Subseglion PA Stoluo (T} Counis Grodo NCIC Offense Codo__ UCRAMBRS Codo

‘PennDOT Data [ -Accident -
{If applicable) Number : - [ 03 Safely Zone [ Work Zone
Statute Description/Acts of the accusad associated wilh (his Offense;
' AOPc 412A - Rev. 12!!!7.r ‘ ' Page __of _
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‘w‘ POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
Docket Number: Dato Filed: | OTN/LiveScan Numbar Complaint/Incldent Number
' 07/09/2010 \ 5 2 SQZ-D 10-8387
"~ ‘ - First: s Middie: L.asl;
‘Defandant Name Philip Godlewski

The acts commiltted by the accused are described below with esch Act of Assembty or sialule violated, if appropriale :

(S0t forth a brief summary of {he facls sufliciant lo advisa the dafendant of the nature of the olfanse(s) chargad. A cliiallon lo the stalule(s) violaled, wilhoul more,
Is not sutficient, [n & summary case. you musi clte Iho spacific saction(s} and subseclion(s) of tha siolute(s) or ordinance(s) allegedly vioiated.)

Inghoate - { O Attempt O Solicitation | Conspiracy ([ A4 O Az Os O Permitiing (Titlo 75 Oniy)
Offenss 18 801 A 18 902 A 18 903 (Engagling) {Alding) {Knowledge} 751578 A
o[ 7 bt |am JWsE.PA Crimes.Code 1 |M1 | | 230
Luod? _ ONlgnsoh __ _ Sochon — _ Subsoclion Counts Grodo ___ NCIC Offonse Code __UCRATERS Code
Pl‘f“a" 3 o m;: ‘.:; () Safety Zona O Work Zone

. _({f:applicabf
Stalute Description/Acts of the accused assoalaled with this Offense:
PACC 8301 {a){1) Corruption of Minors

IN THAT, on or about January 2008-preseni, THE DEFENDANT,Phllip GODLEWSKI, being 18 years of age and
upwards, did corrupt or tend to corrupt the morals of the victim, & minor under the age of
18 years, by engaging in acts of sexual inlercourse, or alded, abetted, enticed or encouraged a minor In the
commisslon of a crime or knowlngly assisted or encouraged such minor in viclating his/her parole or court
order, In violation of Section 6301(a)(1) of the PA Crimes Code. M-1

Yo wit: The defe
Inchoste | O Attempt | ) Solicitation | Consplracy ] At O A2 OB T Fermitting [Tiio 75 Only)
. Offense 18901 A 18902A 14 803 {Engaging) (Aldiing) {Knowladge) 75 1575 A
0[5 bis  lexe  [BdrAcimescode 1 M1 ] | 170 |
pased —— Subseclion Counte Grado CIC Offenas Gode___ UCRNIRS Code
- APennb ta Accldent. ! - ]
= {lhapd Numb [ safaly Zane O Wark Zene

“Stalule Descﬁptlﬁhfﬁcié of the accused associaled with 1his Offense:
PACC 3126(a)(8) Indecent Assault M2

IN THAT, on or about January 2008-present, THE DEFENDANT, Phiiip GODLEWSKI, dld have indecen! conlact with
the complainant and/or did cause the complainant to hava indecent contact with the person, and/or
intentlonally caused the complalnant lo come Into contact with semiail ﬂuHI Hrlne or feces for the purpose
of arousing sexval desire in the person or the complainant, namely, while seid person being
under the age of 16 years, four or more years younger and not marrfed to the actor, In violation of Section
3128(8) of the PA Crimas Cods. (18 P.S. 3126(8) - Misdemeanor-2nd)

Inchotte ' | O3 Attempt O sclicitation | Gonspiracy [J A1 0 Az Oas O Permitting (Ttle 75 Only}
Offonse. 18501 A 15 902 A 18203 (Engaging) {Alding) (Kriowledge) 151676 A
D | | [ripe o] l I
Laad? Cifensct Seclion Subseclion PA Statula (Tillo Counly Grado CIC Offense Codv ____ UCRUNIDRE Codo
‘PennDOT Data | “Acckdent Salaty Zone Wark Zone
iif appiicable) | ‘Number O Salaty 0

Slatule Description/Acts of the accused associaled with Lhis Offense;

Page __of

AOPC 412A - Rev, 12007

ST 0616




P
r .
i b

3% POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

Docket Number; Date Filed: | OTN/L niN Cnmplalhtllncidant Numbar
' 07/09/2010 %""BFB "uq %N 10-8397

T | First: Wddlar Last;

Defendant Namis Phillp Godlewskl

The acis committed by the accused are described below with each Act of Assembly or statute violated, If appropriale :

{Sel forth a brief summary of the facts sulliciont lo advisa the defendant of the nature of the offense{s) charge. A cilalion fo fhe slatule(s) violsiad, withoul more,
18 not sufficlont, tn o summary case, you musl cils the speciflc sacllen(s} and subseciion{s) of the stalule{s} or ordinance(s) allegacily violatec.)

inghoate [ (J Attsmpt [0 solicitation | Consplracy [] A1 Az Os O Permitting {Titlo 75 Only)
Offense 186901 A 18 902 A 18 803 (Engaging} (Alding) {Knowladge) 751515 A
| AT
O [ 7 Bsot e [ll0sbacimescode 1 |1 | | 230
Lead? Offensol Socllon — Subseclion PA Blalula {Tilo) Cnunll Grada NCIC Gifense Codo UCRNIBRS Codo
?ﬁg’;ﬂﬁgﬁb : [ Safely Zone [ Work Zons
Slalule Dascrlption!Acts of lhe accused assoclated with this Offense:
16 years.
" Inchoate !'_'I Attempt | O Solleitation | Conspiracy [] A1 0 A2 [m]] O Permitiing (Title 75 Only}
Oﬂ‘ansa 18901 A 18902A 18903 (Engaging) {Afding) {Knowledge) 751875 A
o[ s |a1zs I(axa) JiBHRETPA Crimes Code 1 [M-1__| | 170
Offensed _Bubshclion PA Stalule {Thie) Counls. Grade NCIG Offenso Code __ UGRINIORS Code
% I O salely Zons 3 Wark Zone

Slgtuté DescriptlonlAcls or the accused associated wilh this Offense:

To Wit The defendant, GODLEWSK], did have indecent conlact with the minor female child under the age of 16
years,

Inchoate: | OJ Attempt | {J Sollchtation | Conspiracy [ A9 0 Az OB [} Parmitting (Title 75 Only)
Offense._ - 18 907 A 10 902 A 16 903 {Engraging) {Alding) {Knowletige) 5

PA Slatulo (Tille) Counls Grada NCIG Offense Gode _ UCRINIBRE Codo

D Saiaty Zone O Work Zone

Cfifapp 2 v Nymber A
Statute Description/Acts of the accused assoclalad with this Offense:

AOPE 4124 - Rev. 12007 ' Page __of _
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| 45 POLICE CRIMENAL COMPLAINT
. = : T _
For:im Humber: n'o"?/% 0 ?’-NWZ D cn-plmg; et Hurbor
e T Fist, r-umr Im:
Phiilp Godlewski

2. Task thak @ wamarnlt of aes! or & smmens. Bt [ssued and that the defendant beyequited 1o arever the charaes | heve
macte,

3. U werify i the: facts w20 freth bo trils comyplalink are true and ooeret; 1o the best of my knowhedge or infonnation and
beeliek, This verlfication Is reigde subjied; 4 the poralfies. of Section 490+ of the: Crimes Codle 18 PA,L.5.5490:4) relaling

o unsyan Raisiication do authonities.

4, Thiz complaiint Is compuiset of the preceding Page, as well ag tie ateched pages thad Mo, mombared
thrauglh - Spetifgng offermses and Parlidipanits, I amy.

The acts comraitiedl by e aocused, as Nsted and herzafer, ware agaimst the paace amd digrity of e
Garrronzeaaith of Penmsylvania and wenz comiraing e fhe Aos)of the Assemibly, or in wiolatonqf tie statunes oted,
(Before a wamrant of armest can be issued, an affidayi of ble cause: must be completed, sworn b

T':) ihl- ksswing authorily, agr:db aftac‘l'led. 4

t‘%ﬁﬂm chAfia

N0 MO, um%hrs iz 9’ /? / ! D § certife that the opawplaint s bean propedly compheted and venilied,
&n affidiaelt of probatide cause sk ke cornphzted befire o wanamt can be dssusd,

pso3- vy M

Myt RsmebSant Kamber] sl .'-ul/nlﬂ
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454, CRIMIMAL COMPLAINY
‘ Kol Complaiie, Incidnnt Mumbesr
ofnull;h:u!‘:m';’ﬁun‘t\/ 27 8 _ /\ P! O 5307 tym
M Lasty
i  Godlewskl

AFFIDAVIT of PROBABLE CAUSE

‘Your affiant, Detactive Michelle Mancusc, has baen employed by the Lackawanna County District
Attorney’s Offlce since February of 2004. Pricr to this service your affiant was employed by the
Arizona State Police as a Highway Patrol Officer and a narcotics delective serving on the Southwest
Border Alllance Federal Task Force, Most of the time has baan spant in the general criminal

| investigations unit within the counly. These duties included assisting local, state and othar
county law enforcement agencies. Your afflant is currenlly assigned to the Lackawnna County District
Attorney's Office, Spacial Victims Unit. Your affiant has besen Involved In Investigations of child
abuse and child negleci as a Lackawanna County Detective. As a Lackawanna County Deteclive, your
affiant is empowaered to apply for, obtain, and serve search warrants, make selzures and arrests In

| the course of investigations into the viclations of various laws of the Commonwealth. Your affiant
has attended Child Death and Injury Investigation training provided by the PATC (Public Agency
Training Council). Your affiant is currently a member of the Internet Crimes Agalnst Child
Taskforce (ICAC) and the Pennsylvania State Police Computer Crimes Unit.

Detective Lerl has been a Detactive with The Lackawanna County District Attorney’s Office since July
of 2009,

Detective Leri has a Bachelor of Science Degree in Computer Security from East Stroudsburg
University. Afflant Leri was formerly employed as a Computer Forensic Analyst with the New York
State Palice. He Is a member of the Pennsylvania Slate Police Area Il Computer Crime Task for and
Pennsylvania Inlernet Crimes Against Children Task Force( ICAC) Detective Leri has raceived the
following training from the Internet Crimes Against Children's Task Force; Investigative Techniques,
Undercover Cerlification and Advanced Iraining in Peer to Peer file sharing as It related (o the
online victimlzation of children.

Detectiva Leri also has received the following training as it related to computer operating systems
and computer forensics:

Proficient in Computer Forensics (EnCase, Forensic Toolkit, Sleuth Kit, Fat32, NTFS, IPhone
forenslcs, mobile devices), C++, Cé# and Visual Basic, Operating Systems, Cryptography, Networking,
Digital Evidence Selzure/Anglysis and Legal Issues In Computer Security

NSTISSI 4011 - National Training Standard for information System Security Professlonals certificate
CNSS 4012 - National Assurance Standard for Senlor System Managers cerlificate

CNSSI 4015 - National Standard for System Cerlifiers certificate

1, __Det Mancuso/Lerl Offc McGovern/Derenick . BEING DULY SWORN AOCORDIRG TO THE
LAWY, DEPOSE AND: SAY THXT THE FACYS SET FORTH IN THE FOREGOING AFFIDAVIT ARE TRUE AND

CORRECY TO THE BEST OF MY KHOUWLEDGE, IEMF-ORM&ET
rlSijm[ el S

Shanan o e ared subsoriad b@l@%%
Data < v Magisteria! Disinicr Judige:

Mg carnrrisgion explres Tirst Momzday of Janere, éﬁ / ﬁ-
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25, CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
Rarliry ek oy
Lwyscan Hu‘z?g, e Comp 1:).-tgsg7mm Rumbet
Michala: Last:
Godlewski

AFFIDAVIT of PROBABLE CAUSE

On March 19, 2010 1 met with (NP ot the Children’s Advocacy Center to conduct a
forensic interview. SR came to the CAC with her mother and father. A physical exam was also
scheduled for that day.

The interview wilh-began with a fow tears by SR @ siatod she had disclosed some
person things that she has been involved with to her mother Linda. @l statad she was vary
upset talking about this situation,

QMBI :tated she had been invoived in a sexual relationship with Philip GODLEWSKI. She stated he
was a realtor and they met while he was the baseball coach at Riverside High School in 2008, She
told me she started talking to GODLEWSKI about the suicide of her boyfriend Joe. <R stated she
was having a hard time dealing with the loss and he helped her cope with the sliuation,

‘staled the relationship developed into a sexual aone during 2008. She sfated they were
Involved in oral and vagina sexual Intercourse. She staled It started happening in his vehicle.

On June 15, 2010 this case was handed over to the Dislrict Altorney's Office from taylor Police due
to jurisdicional issues.

Between Juns ® and 11, 2010 Investigators attempted to contact Philip GODLEWSK] at his place of
employment. Several messages were |eft for him asking him to contact investigators as soon as

possible. On June 11, 20710 GODLEWSKI called Dal. Mancuso and Informed her thal he was represented
by an attorney from Harrisburg and GODLEWSKI stated he was advised not to talk to me. | contacted

the Harrisburg attorney and asked him to contact me after he has had tima to talk with GODLEWSKI as

of date { have not heard back from the Harrisburg attorney.

On July §, 2010 Det. Mancuso left a business card at 430 Cayuga Strest In Scranton for Dorl
Gallagher. There was no response on that date.

On July 8, 2010 Det. Mancuso once again left a business card at the residence of Dorl Gallagher

requesting her (o call me at her convenience. This detective recelved a phone message from
GODLEWSKI asking my Inlentlons with Dori. | did not respond lo the phone message.

1, __Det Mancuso/l.erl Offc McGovern/Deranick + BEIMNG DULY SWMORM AQCORDING TO THE
Lo, DEPOSE AND SAY THAT THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE FOREGOING AFFIDAVLIT ARE TRUNE
CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNCAWLEDSE, I:NFORMM'ION AND BEI.IEF /LA/Z

iqmi LKA ~NJ
s 40 mg and wubsoibad befmk ety ol g’bpé‘/ d!ﬁ } & .

Dade v Magistemal Distnigt Judge
My pommission expines first Moenday of Jemaars, éﬂ / (9
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2% CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
H S By Comgpkalnty Incides Rumber
o.[.'{)g""?/; L _/I') 10-8397
Wil | FLast:
Godlewski

AFFIDAVIT of PROBABLE CAUSE

On July 7, 2010 Detective Chris Kolcharno was driving past 430 Cayuga Streel to check and see If

thers was any activity at the house and he saw Dorl Gallagher getting info her vehicle. At this

time Detactive Kolcharno approached her and asked her if she would be willing to come to the DA's

office and talk to Detective's Leri and Mancuso. She agreed lo and came Into the office. Our

Intentions with Dorl were to see if she had any additional information regarding the relationship

with GODLEWSKI and il Dori Gallagher stated she knew what was going on and did not belleve
any of the accusations agalnst GODLEWSK]I. Dorl stated she is engaged lo GODLEWSKI| and belleves he
has no contact with SiilfiR¥and never had a sexual relationship with him. Gallagher lold us the

only thing Phil did wrang was falling for a younger girl, and that didn’l make him a predator,

On July 7, 2010, due to new infermation surfacing regarding this case, s re-interviewed

at the DA's Office. Consisent with the request made by GODLEWSKI, demanded invesligators
drop the case because she eaid she was jusl lying. Dat. Mancuso Informed just wanted to

talk to her aboul a few things thal had happened betweaen her and NEZLO and GODLEWSKI,
bagan crying and saying she just wanted to forget everylhing thal happened.

SR s2is she has not had contact with elther NEZLO or GODLEWSKI since March. | explained fo
her | had access, through legal process, to see all phane records including texts and emails on
numerous phones Involved In this case. 4JJJJJRthen told me she has been keaping In contact with
GODLEWSKI through a throw away phone he keeps with him while at work. She stated lo me he has been
contacting her while he was at work. Recenlly We told her he was broken up with
Dorl and was living with his parents in Taylor, He told his detective Isft her business
card at his parent's house In Taylor. The both cards were left at the 430 Cayuga Street address.

lurted out to this delectlve how much of a liar GODLEWSKI is, &conﬂrmed the
relationship beiween her and GODIL.EWSKI began in approximately 2008 while he was at tha Riverside
School District as an employee of that school.

Throughout the forensic analysls of the cell phones and computers parformed by Cpl Derek Fozard of
the Pennsylvania Slate Police and Deteclive Justin Leri of the Lackawanna County DA's Office,
thousands of text messages from GODLEWSKI 1o the victim were relrieved. These texts messages
contained conversations of sexual encounters, exchanges of gifts and a brand new vehicle for the
victim. Such texts conlained dialogue similar to these laxis to follow:

Det Mancuso/Lerl Offc McGovern/Derenick v BEIMG DULY SWORH ACCORDENG TO THE
LAW, DEPOGSE AND SAY THAT THE FACTS. SET FORTH IN THE FOREGOING AFFIDAVIT ARE TRUE AND

Sz ko reand subsoileesd befane mg @ils dizw of

Date . LA
Pty oomivission explres st Moriclay of Junuary, Ca"l)/ a

, Maglsterial Distridl Jndige
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5% CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
OTH{ Live '?n 12526§ O Cnmph;luos:g;r;u;d!m Muonher

Mick: Lasty
Godlewski

AFFIDAVIT of PROBABLE CAUSE

On 02/25/2010 at 2235 GMT time Phillp GODLEWSK| 570-780-4567 stated to victim G -
Just want you to see that | really care about you, and not your body or our sex. Maybe that's the
only way | can”

On 02/25/2010 at 2238 GMT GODKLEWSK states “l need you @, | need you more than anything in
my life. I'm going to do everything | can to ba with you as soon as | possibly can” and “you're my
drug and I'm addicted.” "To quote a dear friend. Sigh.”
On 02/28/2010 at 1822 GMT CGODLEWSK]| slatas "Tha only way we'd aver he sexually salisfled Is If we
did It like 4-5 times a day"*

©On 03/06/2010 st 2208 GMT, GODLEWSKI "I hate my penls, idk why the fuck thal happens, You looked so
good and were giving incredible head than BOOM, gona. Like wif."

GODLEWSK] typed a 2 page day log with times and entries. GODLEWSKI then gave thls log to the
victim. The day log includes a detailed account of his activities and thoughts throughout the day
The following are excerpts from the log:

10:14 realized that you're only 15, but quickly stopped caring

10:34 got sad bouz we can'l officially “go out". | just want everyone to know that | love you<3

11:32 ] Just pulled @ hair from my crotch are. hahahahalll

2;56 should we get a Jacuzz suile? Hmm

356 why can't you be 21

5:28 why are we so compatible? I'm 10 years older than you . hmm

i, Det Mancuso/Lerl Offc McGovern/Derenick + BEIMNG DULY SIWNORMN SOCORDENG TO THE
LAWY, DERPOSE ANMD SKY THAY THE FRCTS SET FORTH Il THE FOREGOING AFFIDNVIT ARE TRUE AMOD
CORRECT TO THE BESY OF MY KNOWLEDGE, THFORMATICN A

Stowaryn e e amd sulbsariloed befane ) digiy of
”
§ 2
Date 7

/
Iy pomralsshon expices frst Morday of January, ‘jy / 3
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Na.me:?}lljé'iﬂ L rﬁd’éfl"nf‘éf‘ Case No. “,"-L) («7;, Qé /3

GUILTY PLEA COLLOQUY

You are present before this Court because you or your lawyer
has stated that you wish to plead guilty to some or all of
the criminal offenses with which you have been charged.
Please answer fully all of the questions on this document.
If you do not understand any question, do not answer that
question. If you do understand the guestion, you should
answer “yes” or "no”, or fill in another appropriate answer.

This is a sworn statement. After you have finished reading
thig form and filling it out, you should sign it on the last
page, on the line that says “Defendant.” You should also
initial each page at the bottom, but only if you have read
and have understood that page. If there is anything that
you do not understand, you should tell your lawyer and the
judge who hears your case, so that they can explain it to
you fully, to make sure you understand all of your rights.

Most of these questions can be answered “yes” or “no.”
Where general information is requested, please answer fully.

1. wWhat is your full name? 74/{/ JM:

2, Do you wish to plead guilty to the charges of

M%ﬁa%ﬁzutdf as
laid out in#Criminal action ?

£

3. How o0ld are you? d?ﬁ7
4. How far did you go in school? /Z/ém f/'/Mj

5. Do you read and write the English language:
Us

5(a). Have you had an opportunity t ead the charges
pending against you? 41 .

7
5(b). Therefore, do vou know exactly what W are charged
with and what you are pleading to? ﬂ, J .

6. Have you ever been in a mental institution or received
treatment for a mental disease? '

7. Have you had any alcoholic beverages or drugs within the
last 24 hours?

8. Have you fully discussed your case with your attorney and
are you fully satisfied that he knows all the facts of your

case and has had sufficient time to look into gquestions
either he or you may have about your case? ;ES - .

-
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8(a). Are you _Atisfied with your attorneyrJ gﬁ:j .

9. Do you understand that even though you are guilty or may
be guilty, you are presumed innocent and have a right to go
to trial either before a judge or before a jury of 12
individuals and the Commonwealth must prove to the
satisfaction of each and every cone of the 12 jurors or to
the satisfaction of the judge that you are gullty beyond a
reasonable doubt?

o

S{a). Do you understand that you and your attorney have a
right to participate in the selection of a jury?

10. Do you understand that i1f you want to go to trial your
attorney will be permitted to cross-examine the
Commonwealth’s witnesses and to call witnesses on your
behalf, but if you plead guilty, you will lose the right to
call witnesses or to cross-examine the Commonwealth
witnesses? 5%5

11. Do you understand that by pleading guilty you are
admitting that you did things you are charged with and that
if you plead not guilty, the Commonwealth cannot force you
to take the stand and either admit or deny that you did the
things you are charged with? jﬁ?h .

12. Do you understand that by pleading guilty you are giving
up your right to appeal any question in this case except for
those concerning the right of this court to try you
{jurisdiction over the subject matter) Zi?the legality or
propriety of the sentence imposed?

13. State specifically in detail any plea agreement with the
District, Attorney:

&Lﬂ’?«& Zate 2w i

13(a) Has the District Attorney made any other promlses to
you in exchange for your guilty pl a other than what is
mentioned above? .

13 (b) Have you been threatened or cg:;ced in any manner to
enter this guilty plea? '

13(c)Are you entering this guilty plea of your own free will
aftez iiscussing the merits cof your case with your attorney?

14. Do you understand that the Court is not bound by the
agreement yog/made with the District Attorney?

ST 0585
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15. Do you un. .rstand that the maximum penaﬁty te the
charges you are pleading gpilty to is
Syas S J7 s

?

15(a) If you are pleading guilty to more than one charge, do
you understand thgt the judge may impose consecutive
sentences? A fa

If the answer to the preceding guestion is “yesg”, state
the mandatory sentence tB;t may be imposed on you.
s

15{b) Do you understand that certain crimes carry mandatory
minimum penalties ?

Did you attorney advise you that any mandatory
penalties apply to your case? LA

If you answered “yes”, please state the mandatory
provisions that apply to your case:
A

16. The elements of the crime charged are as follows:
. _ “

16{a) Do you understand these are the elgments cof the crimes
charged that you are pleading to? , 4

17. The District Attorney indicates this is what you did on
the date of the crime charged:

18. Do you admit that you did the above stated act? gzl .
19. Understanding the full meaning of the plea of guyjty as
stated above, do you still wish to plead guilty? -

I affirm that I have read the above document in its entirety
and have reviewed it with my attorney. I affirm that I am
aware of the full implications of pleading guilty and
nevertheless wish to plead to the specified offense(s). I
further affirm that my signature on this Guilty Plea
Collocuy and initials on each page of this document are true
and correct.

i

DEFENDANT

1

A\
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I, Joseph R. D'Andrea, Esquire, attorney for

ﬂr/ %5/54‘ . sState that I have advised my
client of the contents and meanings of the document; it is
my belief that he/she fully comprehends the implication of

pleading guilty and is pleading ity of his/her own free

o W

Joseph R. D'Andtea, Esquire,
orney for the Defendant

-
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i ACKAWANNA COUNTY:

| PROSECUTOR: LC‘D €‘%S§NTENCE SHE?:'?NM L.S‘ 7“‘2} _ O

SURCHARGE: (&LM_ILQQ_&“_&D Accompanying Cases

COMMONWEALTH vs. PEHLL B GODLEOSK] CASE NO: 2L 13C % 2010

JuDGE:____ (oL O cLerk: _ HUGHEDS
\
DISTRICT ATTORNEY: _(AREELTY DEFTS ATTY: __ 1 AAAMLEA
NOW, o7 [ e 20U . THE SENTENCE IS THAT YOU
X PAY THE COSTS OF PROSECUTION, O PAY A FINEOF S
O OR IN THE EQUIVALENT SHALL PARTICIPATEIN __________ HOURS OF COMMUNITY
SERVICE AS MAY BE DETERMINED BY THE PROBATION OFFICER,
0 MAKE RESTITUTION TO IN THE SUM OF §

00 MAKE SUCH RESTITUTION AS DETERMINED APPROPRIATE BY THE PROBATION OFFICER IF NOT
ALREADY DONE SO AND, IF NOT AGREED TO, AS DETERMINED BY THE COURT.

O SENTENCE OF IMPRISONMENT OF TO ISSUSPENDED AND
ITIS ORDERED THAT YOU BE PLACED ON PROBATION FOR A PERIOD OF MONTHS/
YEARS UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF THE PROBATION OFFICER OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY/PENN-
SYLVANIA BOARD OF PROBATION AND PAROLE THAT YOU MAY BE RELEASED FOLLOWING AN

INTERVIEW WITH THE PROBATION OFFICER,
HAT YOU UNDERGO IMPRISON'MEN'[LCR?'{INEMENT IN THE LACKAWANNA COUNTY PRISON
R A PERIOD OF NOT LESS THAN NOR MORE THAN : .
AND CREDIT BE GIVEN YOU, AS REQUIRED BY LAW, FOR ALL TIME SPENTIN CgSTOg EAS ﬁ,&(ﬁ T
OF THESE CRIMINAL CHARGES FOR WHICH SENTENCE IS BEING IMPOSED.,
O THAT YOU UNDERGO IMPRISONMENT; CONFINEMENT FOR A PERIODOFNOTLESSTHAN
NOR MORE THAN

O IN SUCH STATE CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION AS SHALL BE DESIGNATED BY THE DEPUTY
COMMISSIONER FOR TREATMENT, BUREAU OF CORRECTIONS, AND THAT YOU BE SENT TO
THE CORRECTIONAL DIAGNOSTIC CLASSIFICATION CENTER ATGRATERFORD, PA, FOR THIS
PURPOSE,

0 IN THE STATE CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION AT MUNCY, PA, AND CREDIT BEGIVEN YOU, AS
REQUIRED BY LAW, FOR ALL THE TIME SPENT IN CUSTODY, AS A RESULT OF THESE CRIMINAL
CHARGES FOR WHICR SENTENCE 1S BEING IMPOSED.

0 AND STAND COMMITTED UNTIL THIS SENTENCE IS COMPLIED WITH,

O THIS SENTENCE SHALL RUN ( ) CONCURRENT WITH { ) CONSECUTIVETO
THE SENTENCE(S) IMPOSED IN CASE 'NO(s) . 20 —
O THE DEFENDANTIS ( )ELIGIBLE FOR WORK RELEASE { )GRANTED WORK RELEASE

O THE COURT FINDS THAT THE WITHIN CONVICTION WAS OF A CRIME ESSENTIALLY INVOLVING A
MOTOR VEHICLE. '

0 DEFENDANT 1S DIRECTED TO PAY THE NOL PROS COSTS IN CASE NO(s)

| SPECIAL PROVISIONS; _AJO >iA, O A VAT AL AEC 110 CeniTReT
<18 AGE N0 caurpeT W/ ueTiM
D COSTS OF DUI PROCESSING CENTER

0 LACKAWANNA COUNTY DRUG ENFORCEMENT FUND 3
BY THE COU

RICTRTIRIITIAN  WWhite Orinlnsl  Cvesns Districe Aitnensy  Viellawr Prohotinn Affee  Binb: deresrino Dffcer  Gnld- Poblic Nefrader ZAttornev of Recond
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Legal fees for Defamation Lawsuit
Campaign Created by: Phil Godlewskl

The funds from this campaign will be received by Phil Godlewski.

le

Goal : $20,000 : —_ O
Ralsed : $26,396 I[‘I‘hls Camgaign Is cur_::enptly fj!ia_PI?Ei_and can l'mg receh..r_e new r_ioqar!ons. :

SHARE NOW @

PRAY NOW po»

in November of 2020, shortly after the General Election, | felt in my soul that something wasn't right. People across the United States started
being de-platformed based on their political beliefs, Proof of election fraud was being shown to the American public, although the Main Stream
Medla did thelr best to censor the reporting, | felt that | needed start reporting the news as well, as a Citizen journalist. | started dolng Livestream
videos avery day on Facebook. On the day of the Inauguration (anuary 20th), Facebook suspended my account indefinitety, Twitter did the same.
| was lucky enough to gain many supporters on other Soclal Media platforms. They have been by my side since November, and followed me to
more conservative soclal media sites, Recently, because of my outspoken poiitical beliefs and my rising popularity In YouTube (100,000 unique
viewers per video), my local Newspaper ran an articie, and committed Libel, by referencing criminal charges were TRUE that were ultimately
dismissed. This has caused sever backlash against me and my family. 4 days after the article was published, | was fired from my job as a Real
Estate Professional, | am now unemployed, and have no means to support my family. This fundraiser is specifically for Legal Fees Fundralsing so
that | can pay a retainer to the Defamation attorney willing to take my case, The cost will likely be more than $20,000, but If | can raise that much,
| can at least get started with the lawsuit.

Read less

UPDATES

Follow this campaign to get email notifications when the campalgn
owner posts an update.

FOLLOW NOW

PRAYER REQUESTS
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(e} Kolman@KolmanLaw.com = (t) 215-750-3134 » {f} 215-750-3138

KOLMANLAW.COM

December 9, 2021

EMAILED: timhinton(@whaggertylaw.net
J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire

Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove

1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2

Dunmore, PA 18509

RE: Philip Gedlewski v. Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The
Scranton Times-Tribune, Larry Holeva
Court of Common Pleas, Lackawanna County No. 2021-CV-2195

Dear Tim:
Please find my client’s supplemental responses to your deficiency letter. | apologize for
the delay in getting this to you but [ acquired certain documents from Phil which he sent me

yesterday. These are attached. Should you have any further questions or issues, kindly contact

me.

Plaintif’s Supplemental Responses to Defendant’s Discovery Requests

1. You have requested documents that do not exist. You are requesting the Plaintiff to
produce documents which prove that the article is false and defamatory. The Plaintiff
was not in any way involved in the January 6, 2021, assault on the capital. He did not
write a blog, article, podcast or broadcast any reference to the assault. There is
nothing whatsoever to connect him with the assault. Obviously therefore, no
documents are available. As for the ‘sexual relations” or ‘intercourse’ or ‘sexual and
illegal intimacy’, there are no documents because it never happened. The only

document is what he pled to. You should know that a very detailed search was




conducted by the police when Godlewski was first accused and charged. It involved a
search of his home and all of the properties which she had sold and/or to which she
might have had access with the victim. His phone and that of his wife was
forensically examined. Search warrants were issued shotgun style. They picked up
nothing. The investigation took a year. At the preliminary hearing, the DA had no
evidence but refused to drop the charges. One year on, there was also no evidence.
The DA still refused to drop the felonies and said that they would keep the
investigation going for another year. During the prior year, Phil had been suspended
by the Real Estate Association and could not sell houses. He was almost bankrupt.
When the DA realized that he was going to go to trial, and win, because there was no
evidence, the DA threatened to continue the investigation for another year, knowing
the damage that the prior year had wrought. Phil’s income had declined from $8000 a
month to $2000 a month. On the advice of his grandfather, in order to be able to
make a living, Phil agreed to a plea of corruption of minors. This was done because
he could not continue to suffer the economic pressure. It was not done because he
was guilty in any way. This is what he will testify to. I hope this explanation gives
you some background you did not previously have. It also onto some of the other

deficiencies you have raised.

. Phil was in Las Vegas when I spoke to him, at the conference, he has promised to

send me those tax returns but was not able to get immediate hold of them. 1 will

follow up and get them to you.

. 1 have enclosed a confidential release document and apologize for the delay in this

matter.
There is an email discharging Phil which, once again, he has in his possession and

again, I will follow up with him on this issue. There are no problems releasing his

employment records.

4894-3402-0704, v. 2




9. - 12. Phil does not have any witness statements. We have not gathered any and he
has not independently solicited any, neither have any been sent to him. Phil does not
have any notes, diary or recordings leading up to the article which are relevant. He
does have recordings in which absolutely nothing is said regarding the January 6,
2021, assault on the Capitol. As stated, had there is nothing that Phil has ever
broadcast either for or against, the events of January 6, 2021. Neither has he fielded
any calls regarding this matter.

21.1 think this has been addressed. We have no documents to prove a negative. His
deposition will bear out the veracity of these answers.

Interrogatories

If. He attended two years of college before going into real estate. He was at Regent
University pursuing a master in the arts of law and alternative dispute resolution
online. From 2019 to 2020 he took a course ‘Mastery of Negotiation® at the Harvard
business School.

2. The Plaintiff is making a wage loss claim. He lost his job with ERA and has not sold
any properties since that time. In addition, his followers were reduced by thousands. [
need to get a handle on precisely what this number is but with respect to his
followers, that is not an easy prospect. I will get more information from you. I
believe his recent tax returns should accurately reflect the loss.

9. Plaintiff has followers on you to, Facebook, telegram rumble, D Live and channel.
The exact number of followers is determined by these sites and we will get that
information for you. Obviously, it has changed over time but it is tens of thousands.

11. We don’t have this figure at present and shall determine, if possible, to provide it.

14. There is some merchandise sold by Phil under license. We should be able to get that

figure to you. We do not have it right now.
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15. These numbers are ascertainable. They are counted. So Phil’s assertion is true and
we will get the information to back it up.

16. The victim was a minor at the time and entitled to anonymity. There’s nothing in the
law which says her identity can be exposed when she reaches eighteen. Therefore, there
is no law permitting a minor victim to have his or her identity revealed simply because
he or she has reached maturity. Further, a victim of sexual abuse and/or rape is entitled to
continued immunity. We stand by our position. If you believe it is wrong, we will file a
motion and we will let the judge decide. We believe exposing her identity is a violation
of law.

19-20 Dori left February 17, 2021 right after the article was published.

24, Plaintiff has this document and will provide it.

27. The details are these. Plaintiff’s best childhood friend Joe was dating the victim. He
was twenty-one. She was sixteen. They were having a sexual relationship. Plaintiff did
not know this at the time but apparently, there was a threat to expose Joe. As a result, he
committed suicide. The relationship between Plaintiff and the victim was only with
respect to discussions regarding Joe and his suicide. This is possibly why the Victim
pleaded the Fifth Amendment when asked any questions regarding this case. Plaintiff
was 25 and all of this happened

30. In short, Phil’s family life became nonexistent. His wife left him, taking with her the
minor children who he has not seen since February. He has spent a great deal of money
in divorce court in order to get just some visitation. The pain comes not simply from not
seeing his children but from his wife leaving him, despite his innocence.

36. $33,600.

37. Yes.

38. Plaintiff cannot provide a complete list. A sample of the individuals who now have

an unfavorable view of his reputation, were provided by your client. However, the
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Plaintiff intends to do some statistical research, to find out how extensive this is. This is
not been undertaken as yet. Further, Plaintiff believes that, in his industry, selling real
estate, his reputation has been significantly harmed. Once again, Plaintiff intends to
research this issue more carefully. In short, plaintiff does not have a complete answer to
this point.

39. See answer to 38.

40. Obviously ERA is no longer doing business with the Plaintiff.

41. See answer to 38.

43(f) Plaintiff is seeking counseling because of the emotional injury. There are no
physical damages. Plaintiff has had medication prescribed for the adverse effect of the

article.

Sincerely,
KOLMAN LAW, P.C.

&/ Timothy M, Kolman
Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire
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HAGGERTY
HINTON &
COSGROVE LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Telephone 570-344-9845 « Fax 570-343-9731 « 1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 « hhc@haggertylaw.net

Joseph O. Haggerty, Jr.
J. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*
Michael F. Cosgrove

Matthew E. Haggerty - Of Counsel
June §, 2021

VIA E-MAIL and FIRST-CLASS MAIL

Philip Godlewski

¢/o Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
TKolman{nkolmanlaw.com

In Re; Data Preservation Demand
Philip Godlewski v. Chris Kelly, et al
No. 21-CV-2195

Dear Mr. Godlewski and Attorney Kolman:

[ represent, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-Tribune
and Larry Holeva (the “Defendants”) in the lawsuit filed by Mr. Godlewski filed at Case No. 21-
CV-2195 (the “lawsuit”™). Please direct all communications regarding the above-referenced
matter directly to me. Please do not contact my clients, or any of its employees, directly.

PRESERVATION OBLIGATIONS

The laws and rules prohibiting destruction of evidence apply to electronically stored
information in the same manner that they apply to other evidence. Due to its format, electronic
information is easily deleted, modified or corrupted. Accordingly, Plaintiff must take every
reasonable step to preserve this information until the final resolution of this matter.

This includes, but is not limited to, an obligation to:

» Discontinue all data destruction and backup tape recycling policies;

¢ Preserve and not dispose of relevant hardware unless an exact replica of
the file (a mirror image) is made;

o Preserve and not destroy passwords, decryption procedures (and
accompany software), network access codes, ID names, manuals, tutorials,
written instructions, decompression or reconstruction software;

]

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




e Maintain all other pertinent information and tools needed to access,
review, and reconstruct necessary to access, view, and/or reconstruct all
requested or potentially relevant electronic data.

REQUEST FOR PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE

I am hereby requesting that Philip Godlewski (hereafter “you™) preserve, and not alter in any
way, any evidence (including documents and all electronically stored information (“ESI™))
about the lawsuit, the Defendants, the article attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint filed in Case
No. 21-CV-2195, any criminal charges ever filed against Philip Godlewski, Philip
Godlewski’s employment or affiliation with ERA One Source Realty and his termination from
ERA One Source Realty, Philip Godlewski’s separation from his wife, the events at the U.S.
Capital on January 6, 2021, any IRS or PA Department of Revenue Liens against Philip
Godlewski, any loans made to him by Sunita Arora, Philip Godlewski’s videos posted on
YouTube or other social networking platforms, all posts and communications on Give Send
Go, Facebook, Telegram, Twitter or Instagram made by him. In general, preserve any
electronic or documentary evidence in your possession or control relating to these subjects.

This request for preservation of evidence includes, but is not limited to, preserving all
photographs, screenshots, voicemails, e-mails, text messages, social media posts (including
but not limited to posts on Give Send Go, Facebook, YouTube Snapchat, Twitter, and
Instagram), videos, audio recordings, memos, notes, local and long-distance telephone
records, cell phone records, and other materials.

Be advised the we consider ESI to be a valuable and irreplaceable source of discoverable
information. ESI is also subject to discovery in litigation and is admissible at trial. If these
materials are not preserved, I will be filing a spoilation motion at the appropriate time.

ESI includes, but is not limited to, originals and all copies of any and all ESI on computer
systems, on removable or portable electronic storage media/thumb drives, and on personal
home or portable computers, smartphones, mobile phones and tablets (including your or your
family members’ home computer(s), laptop(s), smartphone(s) and tablet(s)); e-mails, texts,
social media postings, and other electronic communications; activity listings of electronic mail
receipts and/or transmittals; voicemail; audio or video recordings of any kind; computer
programs (whether private, commercial or a work-in-progress); programming notes or
instructions; output resulting from the use of any software program, including word
processing documents, spreadsheets, database files, charts, graphs, calendars, telephone logs,
internet usage files, network access information, and outlines; operating systems; source
codes of all types; PIF files; batch files; ASCI files; all miscellaneous electronic files and/or
file fragments, regardless of the media on which they are stored and regardiess of whether the
data resides in an active file, deleted file or file fragment; and information on other kinds of
media, including mobile phones (which is to include your smartphone or mobile phone, or
that of any family members) and PDAs (such as iPhones, iPads/tablets, or any type of
portable computer), cloud storage resources, third-party websites, and digital voicemail. All
information must be retained until resolution of this matter. ESI also includes the file, folder
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tabs, containers or labels appended to any storage device containing electronic data. ESI
should be preserved in its originally-created, or “native”, format. In addition, you should
retain non-electronic documents and evidence in whatever form, including personal or desk
files, calendars, notes, correspondence, drafts (partial or complete), policies, manuals, or other
things relevant to the matter.

This letter demands that you not:

1. Initiate any procedures that would alter any active, deleted or fragmented
electronic data. Such procedures may include, but are not necessarily limited to,
deleting or attempting to delete any electronic information, saving newly
created files to disks that already contain information, {oading new software on
such disks or running data compression or de-fragmentation (optimization)
routines on them;

2. Rotate, alter or destroy any media that stores electronic data where such activity
could result in the alteration or loss of any electronic data;

Dispose of any media that contains electronic data; and

4. “Write over” any electronic data.

I am further demanding that you disable any automated mechanism on any of the afore-
mentioned devices that would purge or archive ESL

Please note that the obligation to preserve information/evidence (including ESI) is
ongoing and will apply for the duration of this matter and any related future proceeding or
litigation. Failure to preserve and retain information may result in sanctions against you should
you fail to do as this letter instructs.

Very truly yours,

1.7 oot
J. Timothy Hinton, Jr.

JTH:;ls




%% KOLMAN LAW ¢c

COMPLEX LITIGATION SINCE 1991

June 17,2021
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire
Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
1401 Monroe Avenue, Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
TimHinton{@haggertylaw.net

Re: Godlewskiv. Chris Kelly et al.
Lackawanna Court of Common Pleas No. 21-CV-2195

Dear Mr. Hinton:

I am in receipt of your reported preservation letter dated June 8, 202 1. First, I note that you
sent your letter to me and to my client. It should not have to be mentioned that my client is
represented by my firm and therefore, any attempt to contact him directly is a strict violation of
the Pennsylvania Professional Rules of Responsibility 4.2 et al. I will assume that this will not
happen again.

Second, much lof your preservation letter makesno sense. It looks as if it has been directly
copied from a draft on your firm’s word processor. Much of what you are requesting be preserved
overbroad, harassing and has absolutely no bearing on this case. Specifically, why would pass
words, decryption procedures, network access codes, ID names, manuals, tutorials, written
instructions, decompression or research construction software etc. be of any value in this
defamation case whenitis your client that has defamed my client? Perhaps you can explain.

Third, my client is not the Defendant here. Criminal charges are public record, and he
cannot erase them if he tried. In addition, his affiliation with ERA One Source Realty and any
other information regarding his employment can be properly obtained through subpoena. Any PA
Department of Revenue Liens are also public record and I look forward to you explaininghow any
of these documents could be relevant to the case. As forany videos he has posted on YouTube or

any other socialnetworking platforms are also available through discovery although their potential




relevance of the case hasnot been explained or described. In short, itappears that overbroad nature
of your letter makes it more harassing than relevant. With that noted, I would emphasize that my
client has absolutely no intention of deleting any informationwhich mightbe in any way applicable
or important to this case.

In the same vein, by this letter, your clients are cautioned not to destroy, conceal or alter
any paper or electronic files, other data generated by and/or stored on any of the computers used
by, or having been used by Chris Kelly, The Time Shamrock Communications, the Scranton
Times-Tribune and Larry Holeva (hereinafter “clients™). This also pertains to all relevant computer
systems and storage media (e.g. hard disks, cloud, back-up tapes, USBs) or any other electronic
data such as voicemail. This also includes, but is not limited to email and other electronic
communications; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases; calendars; telephone logs,
contactmanager information; internet usage files; offlinestorage or information stored on movable
media or in the cloud; information contained on laptops or other portable devices; and network
access information.

Electronic documents and the storage media on which they reside may contain relevant,
discoverable information beyond that found in printed documents. Therefore, even where a paper
copy exists, we will seek all documents in the electronic form along with meta data or information
about those documents contained on the media. We will seek printouts of only those documents
that contain unique information created after they were printed (e.g. paper documents containing
handwriting, signatures, marginalia, drawings, annotations, highlighting and redactions) along
with any paper documents for which no corresponding electronic files exist.

Further, we require preservation of all source information from which the defamatory
article was written. This includes but is not limited to prior drafts of the defamatory article, emails
to whom the defamatory article was disseminated prior to and post publication, any and all
memoranda, letters, and/or other documents referencing and/or relating and/or in any way referring
to either the defamatory article, or the source information from which the article was derived.

We also require all statements, voicemails, phone numbers, lists of individuals spoken o
and any other information, including any due diligence and/or research used and/or utilized by
Chris Kelly as a basis for the alleged factual rubric of the defamatory article.

As you are aware, the laws and rules prohibiting destruction of evidence apply to

electronically-stored information in the same manner that they apply to other evidence due to its
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format, electronic information is easily deleted, modified or corrupted. Accordingly, your clients
need to take every reasonable step to preserve this information until the final resolution of this
matter. This may include but would not be limited to an obligation to discontinue all destruction
and back up tape recycling policies.

With regard to electronic data created subsequent to the date of delivery of this letter,
relevant evidence should not be destroyed by any of your clients or their agents and we expect
your firm to take appropriate steps, in the form of a preservation letter, to avoid destruction of such
evidence.

Please forward a copy of this letter to all persons and entities with custodial responsibility
for the items referred to in this letter.

Failure to abide by this request could result in extreme penalties against you and your
clients and could form the basis of legal claims for spoliation. If this correspondence is in any way

unclear please contact me immediately.

Sincerely,

KOLMAN LAW, P.C.

/s/ Timothy M. Kolman
Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire

4824-2669-1054,v.2
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COSGROVE LLp

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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Telephone 570-344-9845 + Fax 570-343-9731 « 1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 « hhc@haggertylaw.net

Joseph O. Haggerty, Jr.

I. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*

Michael F. Cosgrove

Matthew B, Haggerty - Of Counsel

July 9, 2021

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
Re:  Philip Godlewski vs. Chris Kelly,
et al.
No. 2021-CV-2195

Dear Attomey Kolman;
Enclosed are Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set I) Directed to Plaintiff in the above-referenced
case.
_ Thank you.
Very truly yours, _
dimothy Hinton, Jr.
JTH:jls
Encls.

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

............................................................................................................................................

DEFENDANTS’ INTERROGATORIES (SET I)
DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

Pursuant to Rules 4006 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, you are requested
to answer the following Interrogatories. You are requested to answer the Interrogatories
separately and under cath, within thirty (30) days after service hereof. In answering these
Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that is available to you, that which can
be learned through reasonable inquiry.

The Answers shall be inserted in the spaces provided following the Interrogatories. If
there is insufficient space to answer the Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow
on a supplemental sheet.

If any of these Interrogatories cannot be answered in full, please answer to the extent
possible and specify the reason for your inability to answer the remainder.

These Interrogatories are continuing in nature and require you to file supplementary
answers pursuant to Rule 4007.4 of your inability to answer the remainder.

INSTRUCTIONS

A. Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and under oath. No Interrogatory should be
left blank. If the answer to any Interrogatory is no, none, or unknown, such response should be
written.

B. In answering these Interrogatories, you shall furnish all information available to you at the
time of answering and shall supplement your answers without demand as soon as any additional
information is known.

C. If a privilege or the work product doctrine is asserted with respect to a document or
communication, state the following: (a) the nature of the privilege or reason for the withholding
which you contend applies; (b) the factual basis for your assertion of privilege or the reason for
withholding; (c) the type of document (e.g. letter, memorandum, telex, etc.); (d) all persons to
whom the document was distributed, shown or explained; (e) all authors and addresses; (f) all
indicated and blind copies; (g) the document's date; (h) a summary description of the document's
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subject matter; (i) the number of pages and attachments or appendices comprising the document;
and (j) its present custodian.

D. In the event that any document requested to be identified by any Interrogatory has been
destroyed or discarded, such document shall be identified by stating all of the information
requested in subparts (c) through (i) of instruction “C”, and in addition: (k) its date of destruction
or discard, the manner of destruction or discard and the reason for destruction or discard; (1) the
persons who authorized and carried out such destruction or discard; and (m) whether any copies
of the documents presently exist, and if so, the name of the custodian of each copy.

DEFINITIONS

As used herein, the following terms shall have the following meanings:

A “Person” shall mean any individual, firm, partnership, association, corporation,
organization, proprietorship or other entity.

B. “Document” or “documents” shall mean any written, recorded or graphic matter, whether
produced or reproduced or stored on paper, cards, tapes, films, computer storing devices or any
other media and includes, without limiting the generality of the foregoing: photographs,
negatives, cormrespondence, telegrams, other written communications, contracts, receipts,
agreements, notes, memoranda, internal memoranda, recordings, computer printouts or media
including information stored on hard or floppy disks, electronic mail messages, tapes, cassettes,
analyses, projections, work papers, orders, invoices, delivery receipts, x-rays, medical records,
packing slips, diaries, calendars, desk calendars, minutes, affidavits, books, objects, cables, telex
messages, telephone messages, transcripts, summaries, opinions, proposals, blueprints, plans,
maps, surveys, reports, studies, evaluations, journals, appointment books, lists, tabulations or any
other writings, including nonidentical copies and drafts of any of the foregoing now in your
possession, custody or control. When one or more of the foregoing documents is requested or
referred to, the request or reference shall include, but is not limited to, the original and each and
every copy and draft thereof baving writings, notations, corrections or markings peculiar to such
copy of draft.

C. “Including” shall mean “including but not limited to™.

D. “Identify” or “identification” when used herein with reference to a document means to
state the date, author and addressee, if any, the fype of writing (e.g. letter, memorandum,
telegram, chart, etc.), any other means of identifying the writing, its present location, and the
name, address and job classification of the person having custody or control thereof. If any such
writing was, but is no longer in the possession, custody or control of the responding party, state
what disposition has been made of it, the date thereof, the identification of the person responsible
for making the decision as to such disposition, the identity of the person responsible for carrying
out such disposition, the reasons for the disposition, the content of the document, and the
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location of any copies of the document. In each instance, you may attach a copy of the writing to
the answers to these Interrogatories in lieu of so identifying the writing.

E. “Identify” or “identification” when used herein with reference to an individual means to
state his/her full name and present or last known business and home addresses, if known, his/her
employer and position at the time referred to in the Interrogatory, and his/her present or last
known business affiliation

F. “Identify” or “identification” when used in reference to a business firm or entity means to
state its full name, the type of entity (e.g. corporation, partnership, etc.), and principal place of
business.

G. “Identify” or “identification” when used in reference to a meeting or oral communication
means to state the date, time, and location of the meeting or communication, the means of
communication (e.g. telephone, luncheon meeting, etc.), the identity of each person at the
meeting or a party to the communication, the identity of the person who initiated the meeting or
communication, and the substance of the matters discussed at the meeting or during the
communication.

H. “Communication” shall mean the transfer of any information from one person to another
by any means, including but not limited to, a document as defined herein or orally.

L A communication or document “relating to” or “referring to” or that “relates to” or
“refers to” any given subject means any communication or document that, in whole or in part,
constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects, contradicts, evidences, identifies, states, discusses,
anatyzes, refers to, describes, deals with or is any way pertinent to that subject.

J. When asked to “describe” or “state” a communication, meeting, statement, conversation,
discussion, action, event, transaction or incident: (a) state the date, place and time of the
occurrence; (b) state the substance and subject matter of the occurrence; (c) identify all persons
involived in the occurrence and the nature of their involvement; and (d) identify all documents
that relate or refer to the occurrence.

K. “Evidence” shall mean documents, facts, testimony, deposition testimony, affidavits,
statements and information of any kind, whether oral or written.

L. *“You” and “yowr” shall mean or refer to Plaintiff or Philip Godlewski.

M.  “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by Philip Godlewski in Case No: 2021-
CV-2195 in the Court of Common Pleas of Lackawanna County.

N. “Plaintiff” means Philip (“Phil”) Godlewski his agents and representatives, including,
without limitation, his attorneys, and all other persons acting or purporting to act on his behalf.




0. “Defendants” mean Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton
Times-Tribune and Larry Holeva.

P. “Social Media” means any interactive technology that allows the creation or
sharing/exchange of information, ideas, career interests, and other forms of expression via virtual
communities and networks.

Q. “Followers” means someone who has subscribed to a social media account in order to

receive all the updates. It refers to a user who consciously chooses to see all the posts of another
user in their newsfeed.

INTERROGATORIES

1. State the following:

a. Your full name and any other name by which you are known or have ever been
known;

b. Your date and place of birth;

c. Your social security number;

d. Your present marital status and, if married, the full name of your spouse and the
date of your marriage;

e. Set forth every address at which you have lived for the last five years and state the
years during which you lived at each such address; and

f. Set forth in detail your educational background.

2. State your gross income for each of the calendar years from 2011 to present, identifying
all sources of such income and further identifying all documents which record, relate or
refer to the matters inquired of in this Interrogatory.

3. How many followers did you have on YouTube as of February 14, 20217

4. How many friends did you bave on Facebook as of February 14, 20217

5. How many followers did you have on Twitter as of February 14, 20217

6. How many followers did you have on Telegram as of February 14, 20217




7. How many followers did you have on DLive as of February 14, 2021?

8. How many followers did you have on Instagram as of February 14, 20217

9. What is the factual basis on Phil Godlewski’s averment in paragraph 2 of the Complaint:
“For the purposes of this complaint, by virtue of his large following, Mr. Godlewski is a
public figure™?

10. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from YouTube in each month during the
last two years?

11. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from DLive in each month during the last
two years?

12. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Telegram in each month during the
last two years?

13. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Starve the Beast in each month
during the last two years?

14. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Bonfire (The Patriot Store) in each
month during the last two years?

15. Did you send a text message to Chris Kelly stating you have over 75,000 followers in
February 2021? What proof do you have of this assertion?

16. Identify the girl by name you allegedly had contact with that led to criminal charges
being filed against you in 2010.

17. Describe your relationship with Thomas Nezlo in 2010.

18. When did you get married to Dor Gallagher?

15. Provide the dates of any separations from Doni Gallagher.

20. On what date did you and your wife Dori Gallagher separate for the last time and live

apart?




21. Where did you reside as of June 1, 2021 and who resided there with you?

22. In what county is your divorce action filed?

23. Ope what date did your employment or working relationship with ERA Realty terminate?

24. Did ERA Realty send you a termination letter or an e-mail terminating you?

25. Describe all your sources of income as of June 1, 20217

26. Describe the financial support you provide to your wife Dori Gallagher and your two
children at the present time? Is there a domestic relations support order in place against
you?

27. Why did you plead guilty to corrupting a minor in 20117

28. On what date did Riverside School District terminate your services as a baseball coach
and what was the reason for your termination?

29. Other than your convictions for corrupting the morals of a minor, tampering with records,
and writing a bad check, have you ever been convicted of any other crimes?

30. What trips outside of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania have you made since February
14, 20217 State the purpose of your trips and the identify any persons who accompanied
you on these trips.

31. State the names of any people who contacted you since February 14, 2021 who stated
they thought Chris Kelly’s article published on February 14, 2021 contained lies about
you?

32. Did the 15-year-old victim who was the subject of your 2010 criminal charges touch you
ina sexﬁal manner at any time during the years 2008-20107

33. Do you have any letters, e-mails or text messages to or from the 15-year-old girl?

34. Did you give any gifts to the 15-year-old girl referred to in Defendants’ article? If yes,

please state what they were and when you gave them to her?




35. Identify all lawsuits in which you have been named as a party since January 1, 2015.
36. How much money have you raised in donations as of today through Give Send Go or any
other platforms to pursue this lawsuit?
37. Do you have a listing of the names of all your donors to pursue this lawsuit?
38. Identify all persons who you believe have an unfavorable view of your reputation due to
the February 14, 2021 publication.
39. Identify all recipients of the allegedly defamatory statements who have exposed Plaintiff
to public hatred, contempt and ridicule.
40. Identify any persons who refused to do business with or associate with Plaintiff as a
result of the article.
41. Identify any persons whose opinion of the Plaintiff’s reputation was affected by the
article.
42, State all damages suffered or claimed by you in this case and how the damages were
computed and all facts supporting each claim.
43, Are you claiming damages for physical, phycological or emotional injury? If yes, state:
a. The name of each physician or other health-care professional you have
consulted for treatment in the last five years;
b. The date or dates on which treatment was given;
c. The sums paid for such services;
d. The diagnosis rendered;
e. Any drugs or medications prescribed;
f. Details of any other treatment; and
g. Identify all documents which record, relate or refer to the matters inquired

of in this Interrogatory.



44, State whether you consulted a physician or other health-care professional for any
treatment as the result of the publication at issue. If so, state:
a. The name of such physician or professional;
b. The date or dates on which treatment was given;
c¢. The sums paid for such services;
d. The diagnosis rendered;

e. The identity of any drugs or medications prescribed;

f. ‘Whether such physician or professional had been consulted prior to the
date of the publication at issue; and
| g. Identify all documents which record, relate or refer to the matters inquired
of in this Interrogatory.
45. With reference to the publication at issue:
a. Set forth each sentence in the article which you contend is defamatory;
and
b. Identify each witness who will provide evidence in this case upon which
you will rely to prove that the sentences are, in fact, defamatory.

46. Identify all persons with knowledge as to the subject matter of the article. For each

person state:
a. Name, address and telephone number;
b. Employer;

c. Summary of knowledge (specifying which articles the person has
knowledge relevant to).

47. Identify each witness, by name, address, telephone number, occupation, present employer

and relation to plaintiff or any of the defendants, whom plaintiff intend to have testify at

trial, and state:




a. In detaj] the proposed subjects on which each witness is expected to

testify; and
b. Each document or tangible object which each witness will be asked to
identify.
48, Identify each and every document or tangible object which you intend to introduce at

trial.

Respectfully submitted:

Date: July 9, 2021 | q.7. 7?/’%&?7
J. #imothy Hinton, Jr.

ggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA 1D. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSK], . IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. E CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA

Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
............................................................................................................................................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire, certify that on this 9% day of July 2021, I caused a
true and correct copy of the foregoing Interrogatories (Set I) to Plaintiff to be served upon the
following parties via United States Mail postage prepaid:

Timothy M. Koilman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave,
Penndel, PA 19047

TKolman@kolmanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Respectfully submitted:

Date: July 9. 2021 Q.7 MZ
I Tgéothy Hifiton, Jr.
HaPgerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA I.D. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attomeys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva
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PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA

Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195
PLAINTIFE’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF

Plaintiff, by and through the undersigned counsel, hereby responds to Defendant’s First
Set of Interrogatories as follows:

RESPONSES

General Objections

1. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent they are
ambiguous, vague, over-broad, and/or unduly burdensome.

2. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent they seek
information protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work-product doctrine.

3. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent they
improperly seek information that is not relevant to any of the issues in this dispute and/or are not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

4. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories as discovery has not yet
closed and this matter has not yet been prepared for trial.

5. Accordingly, these Answers are made without prejudice to Plaintiff’s right to amend
the answers set forth herein and/or to present additional information that is hereafter obtained or
evaluated.

6. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent they cause
unreasonable annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, burden, and/or expense.




7. Plaintiff generally objects to each of Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent that
their scope exceeds the scope of discovery permitted by the New Jersey Rules of Civil Court.

8. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent that
formulating full and complete Answers would require Plaintiff to review documents not
presently in Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control.

9, Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Interrogatories to the extent they imply that
information is to be provided by more than one person other than the responding Plaintiff. These
Interrogatory Answers have been made to the best of Plaintiff’s knowledge, with the assistance
of counsel. These answers do not represent the knowledge of any person other than the
answering Plaintiff.

10. Plaintiff generally objects to the instructions provided with Defendant’s
Interrogatories to the extent they are inconsistent with or exceed the requirements of the New
Jersey State Rules of Court.

11. Plaintiff responds to Defendant’s Interrogatories subject to and without waiver of all
of the foregoing General Objections. Plaintiff has made reasonable efforts to respond to
Defendant’s Interrogatories as Plaintiff understands and interprets them. If Defendant(s)
subsequently seek(s) any information not yet identified, Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement
these Answers. Further, Plaintiff specifically reserves the right to supplement these Answers
based upon information which is discovered in the process of preparing for hearings or trial and
information not yet obtained.

INTERROGATORIES

1. State the following:
a. Your full name and any other name by which you are known or have ever been
known;

ANSWER: Phil Godlewski, Philip Godlewski, Phillip Godlewski.

b. Your date and place of birth;
ANSWER: Objection in part to the extent this improperly seeks information

that is not relevant to any of the issues in this dispute and/or is not reasonably
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and to require the
Plaintiff’s place of birth is overbroad and harassing. However, to be

responsive, Plaintiff was born on June 26, 1983, in Scranton, Pa.

¢. Your social security number;

ANSWER: Objection. Plaintiff’s Social Security number is irrelevant to this
case. Further, disclosure exposes the Plaintiff to Identity theft. The request is
intrusive, harassing, and not directed to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

d. Your present marital status and, if married, the full name of your spouse and the
date of your marriage;
ANSWER Separated; Dorothea Godlewski; 09/29/2012

e. Set forth every address at which you have lived for the last five years and state the
years during which you lived at each such address;

ANSWER: Objection. Plaintiff’s address is irrelevant to this litigation and not
directed to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. By way of further

answer, and in no way in derogation of the foregoing objection;

701 Grove Street, Avoca PA 18641; 115 Huckleberry Lane, Duryea PA 18642

f. Set forth in detail your educational background.

2. State your gross income for each of the calendar years from 2011 to present, identifying all
sources of such income and further identifying all documents which record, relate or refer to

|
|
ANSWER: Some college
the matters inquired of in this Interrogatory.

ANSWER: Objection. This Interrogatory is objected to as overbroad,

harassing, irrelevant, and not directed to lead to the discovery of admissible

4811-8080-1572,v. 12




evidence.

3. How many followers did you have on YouTube as of February 14, 20217
ANSWER: Approximately 27,000,

4, How many friends did you have on Facebook as of February 14, 2021?
ANSWER: Approximately 38,000 (friends & followers combined.)

5. How many followers did you have on Twitter as of February 14, 20217

ANSWER: Plaintiff does not know the number.

6. How many followers did you have on Telegram as of February 14, 20217 ~15,000

7. How many followers did you have on DLive as of February 14, 20217
ANSWER: Approximately 10,000.

8. How many followers did you have on Instagram as of February 14, 20217
ANSWER: Approximately 1,500.

9. What is the factual basis on Phil Godlewski’s averment in paragraph 2 of the Complaint:
“For the purposes of this complaint, by virtue of his large following, Mr. Godlewski is a
public figure™?

ANSWER: Objected to as a conclusion of law to which no responsive pleading
is required.

10. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from YouTube in each month during the

last two years last two years?
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ANSWER: See below.
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11. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from DLive in each month during the last
two years?

ANSWER: See below.

12. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Telegram in each month during the last

two years?
ANSWER: Zero.

13. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Starve the Beast in each month during

the last two years?

ANSWER:

PHIL GODLEWSKI

YOUR CUMULATIVE EARNINGS
WITH MELALPUCA!

$ 20,151
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14. How much revenue did you earn and/or receive from Bonfire (The Patriot Store) in each

month during the last two years?

ANSWER: Overview
Campaligns Start naw
morae? 1207 102
Tarat profit Total yold On

15. Did you send a text message to Chris Kelly stating you have over 75,000 followers in

February 20217 What proof do you have of this assertion?

ANSWER: Yes. Plaintiff objects to the request for ‘proof” on the basis that it

is a legal conclusion. Plaintiff does not know what constitutes ‘proof.’

16. Identify the girl by name you allegedly had contact with that led to criminal charges being
filed against you in 2010.
ANSWER: Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory on the basis that it requires
the Plaintiff to disclose the identity of a minor. By way of further answer, and

on information and belief, Defendant already knows the identity of the girl.

17. Describe your relationship with Thomas Nezlo in 2010.
ANSWER: this Interrogatory is objected to on the basis that it is vague.
Further, the ‘relationship’ is irrelevant to this litigation, not directed to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, intrusive and harassing. By way of

further answer, and in no way in derogation of the Objections hercinabove,
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the Plaintiff did not have a relationship.

18. When did you get married to Dori Gallagher?

ANSWER: 9/29/12.

19. Provide the dates of any separations from Dori Gallagher. 2/17/21
ANSWER: This Interrogatory is objected to on the basis that it is intrusive
burdensome, irrelevant and not directed to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

20. On what date did you and your wife Dori Gallagher separate for the last time and live apart?
ANSWER: This Interrogatory is objected to on the basis that it is intrusive,

burdensome, irrelevant, and not directed to lead to the discovery of

admissible evidence
21. Where did you reside as of June 1, 2021, and who resided there with you?

ANSWER: 115 Huckleberry Lane, Duryea PA 18642. Plaintiff lives alone.

22. In what county is your divorce action filed?
ANSWER: Luzerne.
23. On what date did your employment or working relationship with ERA Realty terminate?
ANSWER: 2/18/21.
24. Did ERA Realty send you a termination letter or an email terminating you?
ANSWER: Email
25. Describe all your sources of income as of June 1, 20217
ANSWER: Real Estate (previously contracted deal prior to termination)
YouTube, DLive, Bonfire

26. Describe the financial support you provide to your wife Dori Gallagher and your two

4811-8989-1572, v. 12
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children at the present time? Is there a domestic relations support order in place against you?
ANSWER: The support order requires the Plaintiff to pay $1000 per
meonth.
27. Why did you plead guilty to corrupting a minor in 20117
ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to because it intrudes upon

attorney-client privilege.

28. On what date did Riverside School District terminate your services as a baseball coach, and
what was the reason for your termination?

ANSWER: Plaintiff was not terminated.

29. Other than your convictions for corrupting the morals of a minor, tampering with records,
and writing a bad check, have you ever been convicted of any other crimes?
ANSWER: Plaintiff was convicted of Driving Under the Influence
(2002/2003). No record was entered because he successfully

completed ARD.

30. What trips outside of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania have you made since February 14,
20217 State the purpose of your trips and the identify any persons who accompanied you on
these trips.

ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis it is
irrelevant, burdensome, intrusive, and harassing and not

directed to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
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31, State the names of any people who contacted you since February 14, 2021, who stated they
thought Chris Kelly’s article published on February 14, 2021 contained lies about you?
ANSWER: Plaintiff responds that they are in there are hundreds,
possibly i their thousands and therefore, naming them is
impossible.
32. Did the 15-year-old victim who was the subject of your 2010 criminal charges touch you ina
sexual manner at any time during the years 2008-2010?
ANSWER: No.
33. Do you have any letters, emails, or text messages to or from the 15-year-old girl?
ANSWER: None.
34. Did you give any gifts to the 15-year-old girl referred to in Defendants’ article? If yes, please
state what they were and when you gave them to her?
| ANSWER: Plaintiff does not recall giving her any gifts.
35. Identify all lawsuits in which you have been named as a party since January 1, 2015.
ANSWER: Plaintiff cannot be sure, absent reviewing the
appropriate court docket.
36. How much money have you raised in donations as of today through Give Send Go or any

other platforms to pursue this lawsuit?

ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis it is
irrelevant, burdensome, intrusive, and harassing and not
directed to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

37. Do you have a listing of the names of all your donors to pursue this lawsuit?
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ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis it is
irrelevant, burdensome, intrusive, and harassing and not
directed to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

38. Identify all persons who you believe have an unfavorable view of your reputation due to the
February 14, 2021 publication.

ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis Plaintiff

cannot possibly meaningfully respond to this question at

this juncture of the proceedings.

39.  Identify all recipients of the allegedly defamatory statements who have exposed Plaintiff
to public hatred, contempt and ridicule.
ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis Plaintiff
cannot possibly meaningfully respondlto this question at
this juncture of the proceedings. By way of further answer,
the Defendant has access to the number of views that The
Seranton Times/Times Shamrock receive from their digital
advertising, share buttons via their website, Facebook (and
other social media) views/shares, or newspaper sales &

analytics.

40.  Identify any persons who refused to do business with or associate with Plaintiff as a

result of the article,

ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis Plaintiff
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cannot possibly meaningfully respond to this question at
this juncture of the proceedings. By way of further answer,
the Defendant has received hundreds of threats and
harassment on social media from anonymous uses, which
spiked after the article was released. In addition Plaintiff
was terminated from his real estate job after the article was

published.

41. Identify any persons whose opinion of the Plaintiff’s reputation was affected by the article.

ANSWER: See answers to 37-39 hereinabove.

42. State all damages suffered or claimed by you in this case and how the damages were
computed and all facts supporting each claim.
ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to on the basis Plaintiff

cannot possibly meaningfully respond to this question at
this juncture of the proceedings. By way of further answer,
and in no way in derogation of the foregoing, Plaintiff is claiming
so far unspecified damages for pain-and-suffering and for
damages to his reputation including punitive damages. Plaintiff is
also claiming economic loss having been released from his job as
an independent contract & Real Estate professional at ERA One
Source Realty because it received complaints and hate mail,
directly related to the article. Additionally, Plaintiff’s online

reputation has been severely damaged and he is being libeled

11
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online of as a ‘pedophile’. This started after the article was

released.

43.  Are you claiming damages for physical, phycological or emotional injury?

.

ANSWER: Yes.
The name of each physician or other health-care professional you have

consulted for treatment in the last five years;

|

The date or dates on which treatment was given; See above

The sums paid for such services; $700 so far.

The diagnosis rendered; 4| ENENGIGNGg
Any drugs or medications prescribed; (NG

Details of any other treatrnent; and
Identify all documents which record, relate or refer to the matters inquired

of in this Interrogatory. Medical records.

44, State whether you consulted a physician or other health-care professional for any treatment

as the result of the publication at issue. If so, state:

The name of such physician or professional;

4811-6980-1572, v. 12

a. The date or dates on which treatment was given;

b. The sums paid for such services;

c.

The diagnosis rendered;

d. The identity of any drugs or medications prescribed;

€. Whether such physician or professional had been consulted prior to the
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date of the publication at issue; and
f. Identify all documents which record, relate or refer to the matters inquired
of in this Interrogatory.
ANSWER: See answer to 43 above
45, With reference to the publication at issue:
a, Set forth each sentence in the article which you contend is defamatory;
ANSWER: Defendant is referred to the Complaint, which speaks

for itself.

¢. Identify each witness who will provide evidence in this case upon which
you will rely to prove that the sentences are, in fact, defamatory.

Plaintiff has not yet determined which witnesses he will call
and what evidence he will submit. By way of further answer, this
request is premature and violative of attorney-client privilege and the
work product doctrine. I

46. Identify all persons with knowledge as to the subject matter of the article. For each person
state:
ANSWER: This interrogatory is objected to because it is overbroad
the vague, burdensome, and irrelevant,
a. Name, address and telephone number;
b. Employer;

c. Summary of knowledge (specifying which articles the person has
knowledge relevant to).

47, Identify each witness, by name, address, telephone number, occupation, present employer

and relation to Plaintiff or any of the defendants, whom Plaintiff intend to have testify at trial,

13
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and state:

ANSWER: Plaintiff has not yet determined which witnesses he will
all and what evidence he will submit. By way of further
answer, this request is premature and violative of
attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine.

Each document or tangible object which each witness will be asked to identify.

48. Identify each and every document or tangible object which you intend to introduce at trial.

ANSWER: See answer to 47 above.

KOLMAN LAW P.C.

s/ Timothy M. Kotman

Timothy M. Kolman Esquire
Attorneys for Plaintiff

August 20, 2021
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. DocuSigh Envelope ID: 88BC5648-75FC-4DB2-8154-6B3C89A328D8

VERIFICATION

The undersigned verifies and certifies that the facts set forth in the attached Response to
Defendant’s Request for Interrogatories are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief. The undersigned understands that this Verification is made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.8.A. §4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

PLL Godlowsbi
Signature

Dated: 8/20/2021



KOLMAN LAW, P.C. Attorney for Plaintiff

Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire (PA 1.D. 51982) Philip Godlewski
414 Hulmeville Avenue
Penndel, PA 19047
(215) 750-3134
PHILIP GODLEWSKI,
: IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiff, : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL ACTION
: No.: 2021-CV-2195
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK : JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
COMMUNICATIONS, THE :
SCRANTON TIMES-TRIBUNE,
LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants.

CERTIFICAE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that on this 20t day of August 2021, I caused to be served by e-mail,
true and correct copies of Plaintiff's Response to First Set of Interrogatories and Production

of Documents with signed verification by the Plaintiff.

Respectfully Submitted,

KOLMAN LAW, P.C.

(f Cimothy M. Kobman
Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire

414 Hulmeville Ave

Penndel, PA 19047

(215) 750-3134

Attorney for Plaintiff

Dated: August 20, 2021



HAGGERTY
HINTON &
COSGROVE LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Telephone 570-344-9845 » Fax 570-343-9731 « 1401 Monroe Ave,, Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 « hhc@haggertylaw.net

Joseph O, Haggerty, Ir,

J. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*

Michael F. Cosgrove

Matthew E. Haggerty - Of Counssl

July 12, 2021

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave,
Penndel, PA 19047
Re:  Philip Godlewski vs. Chris Kelly,
et al.
No. 2021-CV-2195

Dear Attorney Kolman:

Enclosed are Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set I) propounded upon
Plaintiff in the above-referenced case.

v

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
Ry e
/ Timothy Hinton, Jr.
JTH:jls
Encls,

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. : CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK : JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................

DEFENDANTS’ REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS (SETI)
PROPOUNDED UPON PLAINTIFF

TO:  Philip Godlewski

Defendants, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva (hereinafter referred to as “Defendants”), by and through their
counsel, Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP, by their undersigned counsel, hereby propounds the
following request for production of documents and tangible things pursuant to Rule 4009.1 et
seq. of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

The documents and tangible things requested herein must be produced at the law offices
of Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP, within thirty days.

Each of the following requests is intended as a separate request. Where a request has
subparts, please respond to each subpart separately and in full. Do not limit any response to the
numbered requests as a whole.

If you have any objection to any request, please state your objection fully and set forth
the factual basis for your objection in lieu of production of documents. You must file and serve a
written response to these requests upon you, regardless of the time set for production of the
documents and things requested herein. You are reminded that any objections not raised within

the thirty-day time period provided for by Pa.R.C.P. 4009.12 will be deemed to have been
waived by you.

These requests are not only for documents and tangible things that are owned by you, but
also for documents and tangible things that are in your possession, custody, or control. This
means that you must produce all documents and tangible things that are responsive to a particular
request and that are in your possession (regardless of whether they are your property), or over
which you have control even if they are not in your possession. It also means you must produce
documents and tangible things that are in the possession, custody, or control of your agents,
employees, and/or attomneys.

Before responding to these requests, you are required to make a diligent search of your
files and records to ascertain whether you have documents that would be responsive to a given
request. Your agents, employees, and attorneys must do the same.



DEFINITIONS

1. “Defendants™ mean Defendants, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications,
The Scranton Times-Tribune and Larry Holeva, its agents and representatives, including,
without limitation, its attorneys, and all other persons acting or purporting to act on its

behalf.
2. “Plaintiff” means Philip Godlewski.
3. “You” means the Plaintiff.

4. “Complaint” refers to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff in Pennsylvania, Action
No: 2021-CV-2195 in the Court of Common Pleas of Lackawanna County.

5. As used herein the terms “document” and “documents™ mean any and all
tangible things and documents, whether handwritten, typed, printed, e-mailed, taped, filmed,
photostatted, copied or reproduced in any way, including but not limited to:

(1) external communications or interoffice communications, letters,
telefaxes, telexes, e-mails, cables, telegrams, wires and
memoranda;

(i)  reports, summaries, drafts, studies, minutes, notes, agendas and
transcripts;

(iii)  drawings and charts;

(iv)  tape recordings and other reproductions of sound or voices;

(v)  photographs, films, videotapes, computer generated documents,
recordings, e-mail, cassettes, recordings, microfiche. and other
reproductions;

(vi)  contracts, agreements and other official documents and legal instruments;

(vi)) published material of any kind;

(vill) travel reports and vouchers;

(ix)  ledgers, bills, orders, books, records, invoices, checks, receipts,
confirmations, estimates, claims and files;

(x)  notebooks, calendars, appointment books, diaries, scrapbooks, schedules
and handwritten or other notes;

(xi)  working papers, sketches, drawings, pictures, plans, instructions, charts,
papers, graphs, indices, catalogs, tabulations, data sheets or data
processing cards; and

(xii)  books, bills, pamphlets, periodicals and published material of any kind.

“Document(s)” shall also include any draft or version of a document and all copies which
are not identical to the original; all modifications or additions to any document, whether or not
such copies or drafts are specifically mentioned in particular requests; and any material recorded
on verbal, graphic, computer, electronic, telecommunicative, or magnetic form, and any other
form capable of being read, heard or otherwise understood.

6. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to, describing, evidencing
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or constituting,

7. The singular shall include the plural and the plural shall include the
singular.
g The words “and” and “or” shall be construed conjunctively to mean

“and/or” and the word “any” shall be construed to mean “any and all” where the effect of
such construction is to broaden the scope of the document request in question.

9. In no instance shall the term “including” be construed to limit the scope of
any document request.

10. The term “person(s)” includes all-natural persons, entities, individuals,
partnerships, joint ventures, unincorporated associations, corporations, firms, associations
(whether formerly organized or ad hoc), state, local and federal governments and
subdivisions, and instrumentalities and agencies thereof.

11. “Statement” refers to a written statement or otherwise adopted or approved
by the person making it, or a stenographic, mechanical, electrical or other recording, or a
transcription thereof, which is a substantially verbatim recital of an oral statement by the
person making it a contemporaneously recorded.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. In responding to these document requests, furnish all documents available
to plaintiff, including those in the possession of any of the plaintiffs’ agents and attorneys
and not merely such documents as plaintiff may have within their immediate control. For
each document produced, indicate each numbered document request or part thereof which
calls for its production. If plaintiff is unable to respond in full to any particular document
request after exercising due diligence to obtain all the documents requested, so state; furnish
the documents that are available; and indicate in writing Plaintiff's inability to provide the
rest of the documents that are responsive to the request, setting forth whatever information,
knowledge or belief plaintiff have concerning the unavailable documents.

2. With respect to each document withheld from production based on a
privilege, immunity or other protections:

(i) describe each such document, setting forth (a) its type (e.g., letter or
memorandum); (b) general subject matter; (c) date; (d) page length (if a text document); (e)
author(s); (f) addressees); (g) any other recipient(s); and (h) the numbers of the requests to
which the document would be responsive if produced; and

(ii) set forth the basis for the claim of privilege or other immunity and the basis upon
which Plaintiff refuses to produce it.

3. In the event that any document covered by this request has been lost,
destroyed, or transferred to a third party over whom Plaintiff claims to lack control, identify:

a. the document by author, date, recipient, context and subject matter;
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transfer;

. the reason(s) for the loss, destruction, or transfer;

. the person responsible for the loss or destruction;

. the person(s) or entit(ies) to whom transferred;
the document's present location; and

the date and manner in which defendants can or may obtain each such

c
d
e
f.
g
document.

4. These document requests are continning, and defendants shall produce in the
form of supplementary document productions any document requested herein which is
unavailable to plaintiff the time of its response hereto but which becomes available to it or to
its agents or representatives up to the time of trial.

DOCUMENTS REQUESTED

1. Produce all documents related to your claim that the February 14, 2021 article
identified in the Complaint contained false and defamatory statements.

2. If you are making a claim for lost wages or diminished wage-earning capacity,
please produce your federal income tax returns for the five years prior to the article published on
February 14, 2021, and all subsequent years up through the time of trial.

3. If you are making a claim for lost wages or diminished wage-eaming capacity,
please produce copies of any and all income tax returns filed by or on behalf of any business or
company in which you had an ownership interest for the five years prior to the article published
on February 14, 2021, and all subsequent years up through the time of trial.

4. Any and all physician, hospital, medication, and/or other health care/medical bills
and receipts which you are claiming as damages in this lawsuit.

5. Any and all medical, physician, hospital, or other health care records relating to

any physical and/or mental injuries which you are claiming in this lawsuit.

6. Your personnel records or employment records from ERA One Source Realty.
7. Any statements from any person with relevant information concerning Plaintiff’s
claims against Defendants.



8. Any documents evidencing harm to your reputation, lost eamings, diminished
earning capacity, embarrassment and/or humiliation caused by the article reference in the
Complaint.

9. Any Complaints from other lawsuits filed by Plaintiff.

10.  Any and all statements concerning this action, as defined by Rule 4003.4, from
each and every witness, including any statements from the parties herein, or their respective
agents, servants or employees. (This includes all records stored electronically.)

11.  Any and all documents containing the name and home and business address of
each individual who is considered to be a potential witness (whether contacted or not), and any
reports obtained from such witnesses.

12.  Any and all statements, descriptions and summaries of statements, recorded or
transcribed statements, computerized records, notes, or other written accounts of an investigation
regarding this action.

13.  All notes, diaries, or other recordings made by the Plaintiff, or any other person
regarding the subject incident as well as those events and circumstances leading up to and
subsequent to the subject article,

14.  Copies of all correspondence and memoranda of each expert witness who will
testify at trial.

15.  Copies of all reports, correspondence, memoranda and computer files of any and
all fact witnesses who will testify at trial.

16.  All other relevant documents which support the Plaintiff’s claims for damages as
alleged in the Complaint.

17.  Copies of all exhibits you intend to introduce at trial.

18.  Copies of Plaintiff’s resumes prepared in the last five years.




19.  Any documents relating in any way to the damages you are claiming in this
lawsuit.

20.  Any documents sent to or from the 15-year-old girl referred to in the article
attached to your Complaint.

21.  Any documents concerning any gifts, including a vehicle, you purchased for the
15-year-old girl referred to in the article attached to your Complaint.

22.  Produce all documents related to Exhibit A to the Complaint, including but not
limited to any documents related to the Plaintiff’s claims that the article was false and
defamatory.

23.  Produce all documents relating to the publication at issue.

24.  Any and all documents you contend establish or support any element of Plaintiff’s
claims being made in this lawsuit.

25.  Any and all documents you intend to introduce at the trial of this case.

Resgpectfully submitted:

Date: July 12,2021 ﬂ /. MQ

{&/‘T imothy Hinton, Jr.
aggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP

PA L.D. No. 61981

1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2

Dunmore, PA 18509

Attorneys for Defendants,

Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI,
Plaintiff

V.

CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ;

"COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :

TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants.

......................................................................
......................................................................

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY

CIVIL DIVISION

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

No.: 2021-CV-2195

......................................................................
......................................................................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire, certify that on this 12" day of July 2021, I caused a

true and correct copy of the foregoing Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set I)

propounded upon Plaintiff to be served upon the following parties via United States Mail postage

prepaid:

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
TKolman@kolmanlaw.com

Attorney for Plaintiff

Date: July 12, 2021

Respectfully submitted:

0 7).z
J. Timothy Hifiton, Jr.
Hapggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA LD. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attommeys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock

Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO DEFEND 'S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Plaintiff, by and through the undersigned counsel, hereby responds to Defendant's First
Request for Production of Documents as follows:

RESPONSES

Genera) Objections

1. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant's Requests for Production to
the extent they are ambiguous, vague, over-broad, and/or unduly burdensome.

2. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Requests for Production to
the extent they improperly seek information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or the attorney work-product doctrine.

3. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant’s Requests for Production to
the extent they improperly seek information that is not relevant to any of the issues in this
dispute and/or are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

4, Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant's Requests for Production as
discovery has not yet closed and this matter has not yet been prepared for trial.

5. Accordingly, these Answers are made without prejudice to
Plaintiffs right to amend the answers set forth herein and/or to present additional
information that is hereafter obtained or evaluated.

6. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant's Requests for Production to
the extent they cause unreasonable annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, burden, and/or
expense.

7. Plaintiff generally objects to each of the Requests included in
Defendant's Requests for Production to the extent that their scope exceeds the scope of
discovery permitted by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.




8. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant's Requests for Production to
the extent that formulating full and complete Answers would require Plaintiff to review
Documents not presently in his possession, custody, or control.

9. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendant's Requests for Production to
the extent they imply that information is to be provided by more than one person. These
Answers have been made to the best of Plaintiff's knowledge, with the assistance of
counsel. These answers do not represent the knowledge of any person other than Plaintiff.

10.  Plaintiff responds to Defendant's Requests for Production subject to
and without waiver of ail of the foregoing General Objections. Plaintiff has made
reasonable efforts to respond to the Requests for Production as Plaintiff understands and
interprets them. If Defendant subsequently secks any information not yet identified,
Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement these Answers. Further, Plaintiff specifically
reserves the right to supplement these Answers based upon information which is

discovered in the process of preparing for hearings or trial and information not yet
obtained.

Specific Objections and Responses

Without waiver of the foregoing general objections, Plaintiff responds as follows to
Defendant's First Request for Production of Documents:

DOCUMENTS REQUESTED
1. Produce all Documents related to your claim that the February 14, 2021, article
identified in the Complaint contained false and defamatory statements.

This Document Request is objected to because it is vague, overbroad,
burdensome, and requires the Plaintiff to make legal conclusions. By way of further answer,
and in no way in derogation of the foregoing, the Defendant is referred to the Complaint and
its detailed analysis of the false and defamatory statements.

2, If you are making a claim for lost wages or. diminished wage-earning capacity,
please produce your federal income tax returns for the five years prior to the article published on
February 14, 2021, and all subsequent years up through the time of trial.

These will be provided.

4846-1017-9063, v. 1



3 If you are making a claim for lost wages or diminished wage-earning capacity,
please produce copies of any and all income tax returns filed by or on behalf of any business or
company in which you had an ownership interest for the five years prior to the article published
on February 14, 2021, and all subsequent years up through the time of trial.

See answer to 2 above.

4, Any and ail physician, hospital, medication, and/or other health care/medical bills
and receipts which you are claiming as damages in this lawsuit.

Plaintiff does not have his medical records. He will, however, pursuant to a
confidentiality agreement, sign a release and make them available to the Defendant

5. Any and all medical, physician, hospital, or other health care records relating to any
physical and/or mental injuries which you are claiming in this lawsuit.

See Answer to 4 above
6. Your personnel records or employment records from ERA One Source Realty.
Plaintiff is not in possession of these personal/ employment records and does
not know if they exist.

7. Any statements from any person with relevant information concering Plaintiff's
claims against Defendant.

This Document Request is objected to because it is vague, overbroad,
burdensome.

8 Any Documents evidencing harm to your reputation, lost earnings, diminished
earning capacity, embarrassment, and/or humiliation caused by the article reference in the
Complaint.

Plaintiff is in the process of collecting them. There are literally hundreds of

messages, screenshots, online comments, hate emails, hate mail, and other documents

4846-1017-0083, v. t




evidencing the damage to the Plaintiff's reputation. Gathering all of these will take some
time.

8. Any Complaints from other lawsuits filed by Plaintiff.

None,

9, Any and all statements concerning this action, as defined by Rule 4003.4, from each
and every witness, including any statements from the parties herein or their respective agents,
servants, or employees. (This includes all records stored electronically.)

This Document Request is objected to because it requires the Plaintiff to not
only know the law but to apply it.

10.  Any and all Documents containing the name and home and business address of
each individual who is considered to be a potential witness (whether contacted or not}, and any
reports obtained from such witnesses.

This Document Request is objected to as violative of the attorney-client
privilege and the work preduect doctrine.

11.  Any and all statements, descriptions and summaries of statements, recorded or
transcribed statements, computerized records, notes, or other written accounts of an investigation
regarding this action.

This Document Request is objected to as burdensome, vague, harassing, and
not directed to discover admissible evidence. By way of further answer, the Plaintiff has no

idea what 'investigation' Defendant is referring to.

12, All notes, diaries, or other recordings made by the Plaintiff, or any other person
regarding the subject incident as well as those events and circumstances leading up to and

subsequent to the subject article.

4846-1017-0063, v. 1




This Document Request is objected to as being vague and overbroad.

13.  Copies of all correspondence and memoranda of each expert witness who will
testify at trial.

Plaintiff has not determined whether he will hire an expert witness,

14.  Copies of all reports, correspondence, memoranda, and computer files of any and
all fact witnesses who will testify at trial.

Plaintiff has not determined which fact witnesses will testify at trial.

15.  All other relevant Documents which support the Plaintiff's claims for damages as
alleged in the Complaint.

This Document Request is objected to as being vague and overbroad

16.  Copies of all exhibits you intend to introduce at trial.

This Document Request is violative of the work product doctrine and attorney-
client privilege but, any and all exhibits will be exchanged with Defendant per this Court's
procedures.

17.  Copies of Plaintiff's resumes prepared in the last five years.

Plaintiff has not prepared a resume in the last five years.

18.  AnyDocuments relating in any way to the damages you are claiming in this lawsuit.

See the responses to the Document Requests hereinabove.

19.  Any Documents sent to or from the 15-year-old girl referred to in the article
attached to your Complaint.

None.

20.  Any Documents concerning any gifts, including a vehicle, you purchased for the
15-year-old girl referred to in the article attached to your Complaint.

There were no gifts.

4846-1017-9083, v. 1




21.  Produce all Documents related to Exhibit A to the Complaint, including but not
limited to any Documents related to the Plaintiff's claims that the article was false and defamatory.
Plaintiff objects on the basis of the Request requiring Plaintiff to make a legal
conclusion. By way of further answer and in no way in derogation of the foregoing, discovery
is ongoing, and Plaintiff will produce any and all Documents to the Defendant as discovery
proceeds,
22.  Produce all Documents relating to the publication at issue.
Plaintiff objects to this Document Request since it is duplicative of prior
Document Requests herein, in addition to being vague, overbroad and unnecessarily
burdensome
23.  Any and all Documents you contend establish or support any element of Plaintiff's
claims being made in this lawsuit.
Plaintiff objects to this Document Request since it requires a legal conclusion
and is violative of the work product doctrine and the attorney-client privilege.
24.  Any and all Documents you intend to introduce at the trial of this case.
Plaintiff has not determined Documents he intends fo iniroduce at trial.
Further, he does not have, in his possession, all the Documents which might be relevant to
the trial since many of these are in the custody and control of Defendant, and discovery is
onoing.

KOLMAN LAW P.C.

S/ Timothy M. Kolman

Timothy M. Kolman Esquire
Attorneys for Plaintiff

August 20, 2021

48468-1017-9083, v. 1




DgcuSign Envelope ID: BBBCS5648-75FC-4DB2-8164-683CIAAI2BD8

VERIFICATION

The undersigned verifies and certifies that the facts set forth in the attached Response to

Defendant’s First Request for Production of Documents are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief. The undersigned understands that this Verification is made

subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

Dated: 8/20/2021

Plil Godlewsii
Signature




HAGGERTY
HINTON &
COSGROVE LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Telephone 570-344-9845 + Fax 570-343-9731 » 1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 « hhc@haggertylaw.net

Jogeph O, Haggerty, Jr.

J. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*

Michael F. Cosgrove

Matthew B. Haggerty - Of Counsel

June 24, 2022
Timothy M. Kolman, Esq,
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
Re:  Philip Godlewski vs, Chris Kelly,

et al,

No. 2021-CV-2195
Dear Attorney Kolman:

Enclosed are Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set IV) directed to Plaintiff
in the above-referenced case. '

Please disregard the Request for Production of Documents (Set IIT} that was sent under letter
dated June 23, 2023 as Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set III) was
previously sent on March 25, 2022.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
J.fTimothy Hinton, Jr.}'
JTH:jls
Encls.

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OFLACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION .
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021 CV-2195

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

DEFENDANTS’ REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS (SET 1V)
PROPOUNDED UPON PLAINTIFF

TO: Philip Godlewski

Defendants, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva (hereinafter referred to as “Defendants™), by and through their
counsel, Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP, by their undersigned counsel, hereby propounds the
following request for production of documents and tangible things pursuant to Rule 4009.1 et
seq. of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

The documents and tangible things requested herein must be produced at the law offices
of Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP, within thirty days.

Each of the following requests is intended as a separate request. Where a request has
subparts, please respond to each subpart separately and in full, Do not limit any response to the
numbered requests as a whole.

If you have any objection to any request, please state your objection fully and set forth
the factual basis for your objection in lieu of production of documents. You must file and serve 2
written response to these requests upon you, regardless of the time set for production of the
documents and things requested herein. You are reminded that any objections not raised within
the thirty-day time period provided for by Pa.R.C.P. 4009.12 will be deemed to have been
waived by you.

These requests are not only for documents and tangible things that are owned by you, but

also for documents and tangible things that are in your possession, custody, or control. This

means that you must produce al! documents and tangible things that are responsive to a particular
request and that are in your possession (regardless of whether they are your property), or over
which you have control even if they are not in your possessmn It also means you must produce

documents and tangible things that are in the possession, custody, or control of your agents,

employees, and/or attorneys.

Before responding to these requests, you are required to make 2 diligent search of your
files and records to ascertain whether you have documents that would be responsive to a given
request. Your agents, employees, and attorneys must do the same.




DEFINITIONS

1. “Defendants” mean Defendants, Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications,
The Scranton Times-Tribune and Larry Holeva, its agents and representatives, including,
without limitation, its attorneys, and all other persons acting or purporting to act on its
behalf.

2. “Plaintiff” means Philip Godlewski.
3. “You” means the Plaintiff,

4, “Complaint” refers to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff in Pennsylvania, Action
No: 2021-CV-2195 in the Court of Common Pleas of Lackawanna County.

5. As used herein the terms “document” and “documents” mean any and all
tangible things and documents, whether handwritten, typed, printed, e-mailed, taped, filmed,
photostatted, copied or reproduced in any way, including but not limited to:

)] external communications or interoffice communications, letters,
telefaxes, telexes, e-mails, cables, telegrams, wires and
memoranda;

(i)  reports, summaries, drafts, studies, minutes, notes, agendas and
transcripts;

(iii) drawings and charts;

(iv)  tape recordings and other reproductions of sound or voices;

(v)  photographs, films, videotapes, computer generated documents,
recordings, e-mail, cassettes, recordings, microfiche. and other
reproductions;

(vi)  contracts, agreements and other official documents and legal instruments;

(vii) published material of any kind;

(viii) travel reports and vouchers;

(ix) ledgers, bills, orders, books, records, invoices, checks, receipts,
confirmations, estimates, claims and files;

(x) notebooks, calendars, appointment books, diaries, scrapbooks, schedules
and handwritten or other notes;

(xi)  working papers, sketches, drawings, pictures, plans, instructions, charts,
papers, graphs, indices, catalogs, tabulations, data sheets or data
processing cards; and

(xii) books, bills, pamphlets, periodicals and published material of any kind.

“Document(s)” shall also include any draft or version of a document and all copies which
are not identical to the original; all modifications or additions to any document, whether or not
such copies or drafts are specifically mentioned in particular requests; and any material recorded
on verbal, graphic, computer, electronic, telecommunicative, or magnetic form, and any other
form capable of being read, heard or otherwise understood.

6. The term “concetning” means relating to, referring to, describing, evidencing
or constituting.



7. The singular shall include the plural and the plural shall include the
singular.

8. The words “and™ and “or” shall be construed conjunctively to mean
“and/or” and the word “any” shall be construed to mean “any and all” where the effect of
such construction is to broaden the scope of the document request in question.

9. In no instance shall the term “including” be construed to limit the scope of
any document request.

10. The term “person(s)” includes all-natural persons, entities, individuals,
partnerships, joint ventures, unincorporated associations, corporations, firms, associations
(whether formerly organized or ad hoc), state, local and federal governments and
subdivisions, and instrumentalities and agencies thereof.

11, “Statement” refers to a written statement or otherwise adopted or approved
by the person making it, or a stenographic, mechanical, electrical or other recording, or a
transcription thereof, which is a substantially verbatim recital of an oral statement by the
person making it a contemporaneously recorded.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. In responding to these document requests, furnish all documents available
to plaintiff, including those in the possession of any of the plaintiffs’ agents and attorneys
and not merely such documents as plaintiff may have within their immediate control. For
each document produced, indicate each numbered document request or part thereof which
calls for its production, If plaintiff is unable to respond in full to any particular document
request after exercising due diligence to obtain all the documents requested, so state; furnish
the documents that are available; and indicate in writing Plaintiff's inability to provide the
rest of the documents that are responsive to the request, setting forth whatever information,
knowledge or belief plaintiff have concerning the unavailable documents.

2. With respect to each document withheld from production based on a
privilege, immunity or other protections:

(i) describe each such document, setting forth (a) its type (e.g., letter or
memorandum); (b) general subject matter; (c) date; (d) page length (if a text document); (e)
author(s); (f) addressees); (g) any other recipient(s); and (h) the numbers of the requests to
which the document would be responsive if produced; and

(ii) set forth the basis for the claim of privilege or other immunity and the basis upon
which Plaintiff refuses to produce it.

3. In the event that any document covered by this request has been lost,
destroyed, or transferred to a third party over whom Plaintiff claims to lack control, identify:

a. the document by author, date, recipient, context and subject matter;
b. the date and circumstances surrounding the loss, destruction, or

3




transfer;

c. the reason(s) for the loss, destruction, or transfer;

d the person responsible for the loss or destruction;

e. the person(s) or entit(ies) to whom transferred;

f the document's present location; and

g the date and manner in which defendants can or may obtain each such
document.

4, These document requests are continuing, and defendants shall produce in the
form of supplementary document productions any document requested herein which is
unavailable to plaintiff the time of its response hereto but which becomes available to it or to
its agents or representatives up to the time of trial.

DOCUMENTS REQUESTED

1. Produce any Certificates, Diplomas and academic transcripts from any
educational institutions including, but not limited to, Riverside High School, Duquesne
University, The University of Scranton or Johnson College where Philip Godlewski attended
- school.

2. Produce the transcript from the hearing before Judge Geroulo on or about 1/ i2/10
in Case No. 2010-CR-2613.

3. Produce the transcript from hearing before Judge Geroulo on or about 7/11/2011
in Case No. 2010-CR-2613.

4, Produce the transcripts from any Preliminary Hearings in Case No. 2010-CR-
2613.

5. Produce copies of any text messages and cell phone records for 570-780-4527,
570-561-8917 and 570-637-6050 for any and all months between 1/1/2008 and 12/31/2011.

6. Produce any text messages between Phil Godlewski and Thomas Nezlo between
1/1/2008 and 12/31/2010.

7. Produce any text message between Phil Godlewski and (NN

between 1/1/2008 through the present date.




8. Produce any records sent to or from the Pennsylvania Real Estate Commission
regarding any licenses held by Philip Godlewski since January 1, 2018.

9. Produce any records showing the funds received by Philip Godlewski from the
sale of his interests in The Agency, Valley Home Loans, Velocity Abstract, NEPA Real Estate

Academy, or Subway.

10.  Produce any and all records from FRINRIQUIER
11.  Produce any and all records from JGANREYAIRINRE

12.  Produce any and all records from a private investigator hired by Phil Godlewski

or his counsel concerning the criminal charges filed against Phil Godlewski in 2010.

Respectfully submitted:
Date: 4'1?‘21/ ‘ZJM..Q
J. Timothy Hinton, Jr. /
gerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PALD. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock

Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSK], : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OFLACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.; 2021-CV-2195
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire, certify that on this Zj day of June 2022, I caused a
true and correct copy of the foregoing Defendants’ Request for Production of Documents (Set

IV) propounded upon Plaintiff to be served upon the following parties via United States Mail

postage prepaid:

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047

TKolman@kolmanlaw.com '
Attorney for Plaintiff

Respectfully submitted:

Date: b 23 2> ﬂ-f‘ M?_
1. T?‘Jothy Hintdn, Jr. /
Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA 1.D. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
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CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :
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--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS (SET IV)

Plaintiff, by and through undersigned counsel, responds to Defendants’ Request for
Production of Documents as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. These answers and objections are made solely for the purpose of this action. The following
answers are based upon information presently known and available to Plaintiff. Discovery,
bother internal and external, is stiil ongoing, and Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement
these answers with subsequently discovered information and/or to introduce such
information at trial. Each answer is subject to all objection as to relevance, materiality,
propriety, admissibility, and all other objections on the grounds that would require the
exclusion of answers or any part thereof, produced as if any of these answers were
presented in court.

2. Plaintiff objects to each document request that is overly broad, unduly burdensome, or not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

3. Plaintiff objects to the Request to the extent that it seeks information that may be protected
by the attorney-client privilege, the work-product doctrine, the joint defense privilege or
any other privilege.

4, Plaintiff objects to the Request to the extent that it may not reasonably be expected to yield
information relevant to the allegations of the complaint, to the proposed relief or to the
defenses of Defendant.

5. Plaintiff’s answers to this Request are given without prejudice to Plaintiff’s right to produce
evidence of any subsequently discovered facts. The failure of Plaintiff to object to any
production request on a particular ground may not be construed as a waiver of his right to
object on any additional ground(s).




. Without waiving the foregoing general objections and incorporating the same in each
specific response below, Plaintiff responds to Defendant’s Request for Production of
Documents as follows:

RESPONSES
. Produce any Certificates, Diplomas and academic transcripts from any educational
institutions including, but not limited to, Riverside High School, Duquesne University,
The University of Scranton or Johnson College where Philip Godlewski attended school.
Answer: Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that the requested documents are
not relevant to this litigation, nor are the requested documents reasonably calculated to lead

to the discovery of admissible evidence.

. Produce the transcript from the hearing before Judge Geroulo on or about 1/12/10 in Case
No. 2010-CR-2613.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have it.

. Produce the transcript from hearing before Judge Geroulo on or about 7/11/2011 in Case
No. 2010-CR-2613.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have it.
. Produce the transcripts from any Preliminary Hearings in Case No. 2010-CR-2613.
Answer: Plaintiff does not have them

. Produce copies of any text messages and cell phone records for 570-780-4527, 570-561-
8917 and 570-637-6050 for any and all months between 1/1/2008 and 12/31/2011.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have them.

. Produce any text messages between Phil Godlewski and Thomas Nezlo between 1/1/2008
and 12/31/2010.

Answer: Plaintiff has never communicated in any way with Mr. Nezlo, and no such text
messages exist.

. Produce any text message between Phil Godlewski and (iR <t <en
1/1/2008 through the present date.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have any.



10.

11.

12.

Produce any records sent to or from the Pennsylvania Real Estate Commission regarding
any licenses held by Philip Godlewski since January 1, 2018.

Answer: Plaintiff objects to this request as it is vague, overly broad, and unduly
burdensome. By way of further response, the requested documents do not appear
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Produce any records showing the funds received by Philip Godlewski from the sale of his
interests in The Agency, Valley Home Loans, Velocity Abstract, NEPA Real Estate
Academy, or Subway.

Answer: Plaintiff objects to this request as it is vague, overly broad, and unduly

burdensome. By way of further response, the requested documents do not appear
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Produce any and all records from (N

Answer: Attached.

Produce any and all records from S EEG_G_

Answer: Attached.
Produce any and all records from a private investigator hired by Phil Godlewski or his
counsel concerning the criminal charges filed against Phil Godlewski in 2010.

Answer: Plaintiff does not have any.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated:_August 22, 2022 /s/ Timothy M. Kolman,

Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire
Kolman Law, P.C.

Attorney ID. No.

414 Hulmeville Avenue
Penndel, Pennsylvania 19047
Attorney for Plaintiff



YERIFICATION

The undersigned verifies and certifies that the facts set forth in the attached Response to
Defendant’s Fourth Request for Production of Documents are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief. The undersigned understands that this Verification is made

subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

PLit Godlewski

Signature

Dated: August 22, 2022



HAGGERTY
HINTON &
COSGROVE LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Telephone 570-344-9845 + Fax 570-343-9731 + 1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 + hhc@haggertylaw.net

Joseph O. Haggerty, Jr.

1. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*

Michael F. Cosgrove

Matthew E. Haggerty - Of Counsel

November 4, 2022

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
Re:  Philip Godlewski vs. Cluis Kelly,
et al.
No. 2021-CV-2195

Dear Attorney Kolman:

Enclosed are Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set I} directed to Plaintiff in the above-referenced

case.
Thank you.
Very truly yours,
/ YA/ g |
" Timothy Hinton, Jr.
JTH:eb

Encls

VIA E-MAIL Tkolman@kolmanlaw.com
and via First Class Mail, Postage Prepaid

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

DEFENDANTS’ INTERROGATORIES (SET III)
DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

" Pursuant to Rules 4006 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, you are requested
to answer the following Interrogatories. You are requested to answer the Interrogatories
separately and under oath, within thirty (30) days after service hereof. In answering these
Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that is available to you, that which can
be learned through reasonable inquiry.

The Answers shall be inserted in the spaces provided following the Interrogatories. If
there is insufficient space to answer the Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow
on a supplemental sheet.

If any of these Interrogatories cannot be answered in full, please answer to the extent
possible and specify the reason for your inability to answer the remainder.

These Interrogatories are continuing in nature and require you to file supplementary
answers pursuant to Rule 4007.4 of your inability to answer the remainder.

INSTRUCTIONS
A, Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and under oath. No Interrogatory should be

left blank, If the answer to any Interrogatory is no, none, or unknown, such response should be
written.

!
|
B. In answering these Interrogatories, you shall furnish all information available to you at the
time of answering and shall supplement your answers without demand as soon as any additional
information is known., |

C. If a privilege or the work product doctrine is asserted with respect to a document or
communication, state the following: (a) the nature of the privilege or reason for the withholding
which you contend applies; (b) the factual basis for your assertion of privilege or the reason for
withholding; (c) the type of document (e.g. letter, memorandum, telex, etc.); (d) all persons to
whom the document was distributed, shown or explained; (e) all authors and addresses; (f) all
indicated and blind copies; (g) the document's date; (h) a summary description of the document's




subject matter; (i) the number of pages and attachments or appendices comprising the document;
and (j) its present custodian.

D. In the event that any document requested to be identified by any Interrogatory has been
destroyed or discarded, such document shall be identified by stating all of the information
requested in subparts (c) through (i) of instruction “C”, and in addition: (k) its date of destruction
or discard, the manner of destruction or discard and the reason for destruction or discard; (1) the
persons who authorized and carried out such destruction or discard; and (m) whether any copies
of the documents presently exist, and if so, the name of the custodian of each copy.

DEFINITIONS

As used herein, the following terms which appear in bold when used in an Interrogatory
shall have the following meanings:

A. “Person” shall mean any individual, firm, partnership, association, corporation,
organization, proprietorship or other entity.

B. “Document” or “documents” shall mean any written, recorded or graphic matter, whether
produced or reproduced or stored on paper, cards, tapes, films, computer storing devices
or any other media and includes, without limiting the generality of the foregoing:
photographs, negatives, correspondence, telegrams, other written communications,
contracts, receipts, agreements, notes, memoranda, internal memoranda, recordings,
computer printouts or media including information stored on hard or floppy disks,
electronic mail messages, tapes, cassettes, analyses, projections, work papers, orders,
invoices, delivery receipts, x-rays, medical records, packing slips, diaries, calendars, desk
calendars, minutes, affidavits, books, objects, cables, telex messages, telephone
messages, transcripts, summaries, opinions, proposals, blueprints, plans, maps, surveys,
reports, studies, evaluations, journals, appointment books, lists, tabulations or any other
writings, including nonidentical copies and drafts of any of the foregoing now in your
possession, custody or control. When one or more of the foregoing documents is
requested or referred to, the request or reference shall include, but is not limited to, the
original and each and every copy and draft thereof having writings, notations, corrections
or markings peculiar to such copy of draft.

C. “Including” shall mean “including but not limited to™.

D. “Identify” or “identification” when used herein with reference to a document means to
state the date, author and addressee, if any, the type of writing (e.g. letter, memorandum,
telegram, chart, etc.), any other means of identifying the writing, its present location, and
the name, address and job classification of the person having custody or control thereof,
If any such writing was, but is no longer in the possession, custody or control of the
responding party, state what disposition has been made of it, the date thereof, the



identification of the person responsible for making the decision as to such disposition, the
identity of the person responsible for carrying out such disposition, the reasons for the
disposition, the content of the document, and the location of any copies of the document.
In each instance, you may attach a copy of the writing to the answers to these

Interrogatories in lieu of so identifying the writing.

. “Identify” or “identification” when used herein with reference to an individual means to

state his’her full name and present or last known business and home addresses, if known,
his/her employer and position at the time referred to in the Interrogatory, and his/her
present or last known business affiliation

. “Identify” or “identification” when used in reference to a business firm or entity means to

state its full name, the type of entity (e.g. corporation, partnership, etc.), and principal
place of business.

. “Identify” or “identification” when used in reference to a meeting or oral communication

means to state the date, time, and location of the meeting or communication, the means
of communication (e.g. telephone, luncheon meeting, etc.), the identity of each person at
the meeting or a party to the communication, the identity of the person who initiated the
meeting or communication, and the substance of the matters discussed at the meeting or
during the communication,

. “Communication” shall mean the transfer of any information from one person to another

by any means, including but not limited to, a document, email or text message.

A communication or document “relating t0” or “referring to” or that “relates to” or
“refers to” any given subject means any communication or document that, in whole or in
part, constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects, contradicts, evidences, identifies, states,
discusses, analyzes, refers to, describes, deals with or is any way pertinent to that subject,

When asked to “describe” or “state” a communication, meeting, statement, conversation,
discussion, action, event, transaction or incident: (a) state the date, place and time of the
occurrence; (b) state the substance and subject matter of the occurrence; (c) identify all
persons involved in the occurrence and the nature of their involvement; and (d) identify
all documents that relate or refer to the occurrence.

. “Evidence” shall mean documents, facts, testimony, deposition testimony, affidavits,

statements and information of any kind, whether oral or written.

. “You” and “your” shall mean or refer to Plaintiff or Philip Godlewski.

. “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by Philip Godlewski in Case No: 2021-

CV-2195 in the Court of Common Pleas of Lackawanna County.



N. “Lawsuit” shall mean case No. 2021-CV-2195, Philip Godlewski v. Chris Kelly, Times
Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-Tribune, Larry Holeva

O. “Plaintiff” means Philip (“Phil”) Godlewski his agents and representatives, including,
without limitation, his attorneys, and all other persons acting or purporting to act on his

behalf,

P. “Defendants” mean Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva.

Q. “Social Media” means any interactive technology that allows the creation or
sharing/exchange of information, ideas, career interests, and other forms of expression
via virtual communities and networks.

R. “Followers” means someone who has subscribed to a social media account in order to
receive all the updates. It refers to a user who consciously chooses to see all the posts of
another user in their newsfeed.

S. “Article” means the newspaper article written by Chris Kelly and attached to the
Complaint.

INTERROGATOQORIES SET II1
1. Please identify the members of Plaintiff’s security detail at any time during the years

2009 and 2010.

ANSWER:

2. Does Plaintiff still have the cell phone number (570) 780-4567 in use?

ANSWER:

3. Does Plaintiff have possession of the actual cell phone he used for phone number (570)

780-4567 during 2009 and 20107




ANSWER:

4. Has Plaintiff communicated with his wife, Dorothea Godlewski, about his Lawsuit or
his damages from the Article?

ANSWER:

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications, the form of
such communieations (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each
communication (such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication.

ANSWER:

5. Has Plaintiff communicated with his mother, Marie Godlewski, about his Lawsuit or
his damages from the Article?

ANSWER:

If Plaintiff answers “yes™, please state the dates of such communications, the form of
such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each
communication (such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication,

ANSWER:




6. Has Plaintiff communicated withdj NI 2bout his Lawsuit or his damages
from the Article?

ANSWER:

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications, the form of
such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each

communication (such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication.

ANSWER:

Respectfully submitted:

Date: |{-Y-10rV /Q‘ A MQA

J/Timothy Hinton, Jr."
aggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP

PA LD, No, 61981
1401 Monroe Ave,, Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiff : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY

v. . CIVIL DIVISION

CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK : JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA

Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire, certify that on this iftiay of NoVywbes 2022, 1
caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing Interrogatories (Set III) to Plaintiff to be served
upon the following parties via United States Mail postage prepaid and by email:

Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047

TKolman@kolmanlaw,com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Respectfully submitted:

Date: [{-¢{- 17 2 /- Md
J. Tighothy Hintén, Jr.
Hajggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PALD. No. 61981
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants,
Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. : CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS’ INTERROGATORIES (SET IIT)
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent they are
ambiguous, vague, over-broad, and/or unduly burdensome.

2. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent they seck
information protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work-product
doctrine.

3. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent they
improperly seek information that is not relevant to any of the issues in this dispute and/or
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

4. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) as discovery has not yet
closed and this matter has not yet been prepared for trial.

5. Accordingly, these Answers are made without prejudice to Plaintiff’s right to amend the
answers set forth herein and/or to present additional information that is hereafter obtained
or evaluated.

6. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent they cause
unreasonable annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, burden and/or expense.

7. Plaintiff generally objects to each of Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent
that their scope exceeds the scope of discovery permitted by the Pennsylvania Rules of
Civil Procedure.

8. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extend that
formulating full and complete answers would require Plaintiff to review documents not
presently in Plaintiff’s possession, custody and/or control.

9. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) to the extent they imply
that information is to be provided by more that one person other than the responding
Plaintiff. These Interrogatory Answers have been made to the best of Plaintiff’s

1




knowledge, with the assistance of counsel. These answers do not represent the
knowledge of any person other than the answering Plaintiff.

10. Plaintiff generally objects to the instructions provided in Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set
III) to the extent they are inconsistent with or exceed the requirements of the
Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

11. Plaintiff responds to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) subject to and without waiver of
all the foregoing General Objections. Plaintiff has made reasonable efforts to respond to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III) as Plaintiff understands and interprets them. If
Defendant(s) subsequently seek(s) information not yet identified, Plaintiff reserves the
right to supplement these Answers. Further, Plaintiff specifically reserves the right to

supplement these Answers base upon information which is discovered in the process of
preparing for hearings or trial and information not yet obtained.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

Without waiver of the foregoing General Objections, Plaintiff responds as follows to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set III).

INTERROGATORIES
1. Please identify the members of Plaintiff’s security detail at any time during the years

2009 and 2010.

ANSWER: Plaintiff did not have security detail at any time during the years of 2009
and 2010.

2. Does Plaintiff still have the cell phone number (570) 780-4567 in use?

ANSWER: Yes.

3. Does Plaintiff have possession of the actual ceil phone he used for phone number (570)

780-4567 during 2009 and 2010?

ANSWER: No.

4. Has Plaintiff communicated with his wife, Dorothea Godlewski, about his Lawsuit or

his damages from the Article?




ANSWER: Yes.

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications, the form of
such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each
communication (such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication.
ANSWER: Plaintiff does not recall the specific dates of communication. Plaintiff
communicated via telephone and in person regarding the effects of defamation on
PlaintifPs children. Plaintiff and ex-wife discussed how to navigate the very
defamatory statements made by Defendant Kelly, with regards to children’s schooling,
their teachers, their friends, etc.

5. Has Plaintiff communicated with his mother, Marie Godlewski, about his Lawsuit or

his damages from the Article?

ANSWER: No.

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications, the form of
such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each
communication (such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication.

ANSWER: N/A,

6. Has Plaintiff communicated with‘-about his Lawsuit or his damages
from the Article?

ANSWER: Yes.

If Plaintiff answers “yes”, please state the dates of such communications, the form of

such communications (live in person, phone, text or email) and the substance of each

communication {such participant stated) on each specific date of the communication.

ANSWER: Plaintiff does not recall the specific date of communication. Plaintiff spoke
with -n person regarding the filing and warned that it was eminent. Plaintiff asked

3




if iifiwould rather Plaintiff forego filing, so as to avoid any stress into her life. (-
said to file so that they could both set the record straight.

Respectfully Submitted,

KOLMAN LAW, P.C.

/5/ Cimethy M. Kolman

Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire
414 Hulmeyville Ave
Penndel, PA 19047

(215) 750-3134

Attorney for Plaintiff

Dated: November 8, 2022




PHILIR GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiff : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
V. CIVIL DIVISION

CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire, certify that on this 7% day of November 2022, I caused a
true and correct copy of the foregoing Interrogatories (Set III) to Plaintiff to be served upon the

following parties via United States Mail postage prepaid and by email:

J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire
Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2
Dunmore, PA 18509
Attorneys for Defendants

Respectfully Submitted,

KOLMAN LAW, P.C.

/s/ Timathy ;M. Kolman

Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire
414 Hulmeville Ave

Penndel, PA 19047

(215) 750-3134

Attorney for Plaintiff

Dated: November 8, 2022




VERIFICATION

I, Philip Godlewski, verify that the statements made in Plaintiff’s Response to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set I1I), are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.
I understand that false statements made herein are subject to the penalties of 18 PA. C.S,,
Subsection 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authoritie

S.
Date: T/8/22 \ L/@ N

Philip Godlewski — Plaintiff




PHILIP GODLEBWSKI, ' IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiff : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY '

v. . CIVILDIVISION |
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :

Defendants. . No. 2021-CV-2195
PSSR HM TR NN iﬁiﬁ)ﬁ;}i‘*w"" ..... et nietetuaterunnasuriarstarvbotirrennrnin %
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA :
COUNTY OF LACKAWWANA >

1, I, = adu!t individual who resides at [N
B being duly sworn according to law hereby swears and affirms as follows:

1. My date of birth is Il A copy of my driver's license is attached to this Affidavit.

2. 1was the minor victim in the criminal case brought against Philip Godlewski in July
2010.

3. In September of 2008 I began ninth (9™ grade at Riverside High School at the age of 15
years old.

4, On November 10, 2008, my boyfriend, Joseph Strok, ITI, committed suicide, I was very

upset by his death.

5. Shortly before Joseph Strok’s death I met Philip Godlewski, I began communicating with
him after Joseph’s death. Philip Godlewski was 10 years older than me.

6. Within a couple of months after Joseph Strok’s death I began having a sexual relationship i

with Philip Godlewski. I was fifteen {15) years old when we started our sexual

relationship.

7. Philip Godlewski bought me gifts including jewelry, a hat and other items during the first

few months of our relationship.

ST 1511




| 8. Philip Godlewski and I had sex multiple times while I was a nineth (9'") grade and tenth
(10™) grade student at Riverside High School.

} 9. Philip Godlewski was charged with crimes relating to our sexual relationship in July of
2010,

10. Philip Godlewski and I continued to communicate with each other while the criminal

case was pending against him.

11, After Philip Godlewski was arrested, he pleaded with me not to testify against him and
said he would commit suicide if I testified against him.,

12. In response to Philip Godlewski’s pleas and just wanting the situation to end, I stopped
coopetating with the District Attorney’s office during the criminal case against him and I
refused to testify against Philip Godlewski at the preliminary hearing in the criminal case,

13, Philip Godlewski and I continued our sexual relationship in the 2014-16 time period after
his criminal case was over,

L [ o bereby swear and affirm that the statements made in this

affidavit are true and correct to the best of my personal knowledge, information, and/or belief. [

am of sound mind and I make this Affidavit of my own free will, I understand that false

statements herein are made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.5.A, § 4904 relating to unsworn

falsification to authorities.
Sworn to and Subscribed
before me this 3' ‘ﬁ’ day Commonwenlih of Pennsﬂvanll- Notary Ssal f
Jannifer Smolley, Notary Public !
Lackawanna County i
of C](‘.,\-c\a_cf , 2022, My commiasion expires Ssptember4, 2024
Commission number 1377207
‘ v Member, Pannaylvania Association of Nolerles
Notary Public (]
2
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670-562-7681 p2

Jo21p Riverside High_School

4 '
LY

.

~ . . " DATE: Jammy27, 2009

TO: Mr. I Moceyunas .. .
Riverside Fanior/Senior Hiph *icheot

FROM: Mr. Paul
Ms. Linda

RE: Ralationship between Phi Godlewsky and our Daughter,-

Per your.request, we arc ths disturbing fact that we have recently beceine aware
that our daiighter, I 15 mdFFreshman at Riverside, has been engaged in &

relationship with an adult malelsmployed by the Riverside School District. His neme is
Phil Godlewsiy. - ! ~

b . Our denghter has admitted this onship to both of us as well as to her cownselor.

+ From @ November 0f 2008 to preseat, she has received riumerous gifts fiven this man
including diemond carrings ($2,859) from Zales Jewelers, a diemond and sapy hire
necklace (@$289), an cxpensivé hat ($95), as well as soms other items, .

Linda has heard them speaking | tl;ephoneandhaspbo:iereco;datopmveﬂ: nt they
have spoken and texted @dgg_%@Lm throughout the days and long into the nights.
This relationship is clearly inay iste and we fully support any action takes. 3y the
district such as the removal of man from the coaching staff, _

Thenk you for your sttention to this matter.

Sincerely, : E

R |

Paul

.

ST 0512
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but yes we did and | mean it makes sense considering we ve probably had sex in like 407,
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752 bytes)

Source Extraction:
Logical } &ammm Legical (1)
iPhone/mobile/t ibrary/SMS/sms. di - 0x23B900 (Table: message. handle, chat, Size' 20842752 bytes)

Frc
To «15rure [adalll

I cant meet up or see anycne right nove | m goirg tarcugh some stuff poysically
basically deing a cleanse of my syslem a1a aot my pen y and fm bar

FParticipant

4567 Frul

Status: -

| Source Extraction:
Advanced |ogical (1)

“umb‘uleﬂ.lbrwy.‘SMSl‘sms.db 1 Ox23IBECS (Table: message, chat, handle. Size: 29642752 byles)

ST 1464




I W

“Home stuff physically 7 Wif?

Seource Extraction;
Advanced Logical (1)

mobile/Library/SMS&/sms.dh | (23CFE3 (Table: message, handle, chat; Size: 20842752 bytes)

Status i

Source Extraction: .
Logical m‘.’_Mumd Logical (1)
;msz b'ytmw] de/Library/SMS/sms.do - Ox23CA 1S (Table: message, handle, chat; Size:
es)

Slatus: Sent

Sourca Extraction;
Logical :1)6Advlnoad Logical {1)
res Info:
%mmt))biluubrwfsmstms.db : Ox23C813 {Table: message, chat, handle; Size:
L)

ST 1465




2

Status: swent

Scurce Extraction:
Logical Iu . Advanced Logical {1}
& Info:
{Phons/mobiie/Library/SMS/sms.db | 0x23C5F7 (Table: message, chat, handle; Size: 20642752 bytes)

Slatus -

Source Extracbon:
Logical ;'HDAOVM Logical (1)
i_gzmw'ofwlsus‘sms.m Ox23C364 (Table: message. handie, chat, Size:

Stalus; bt

Source Extraction:
Logical (). Advanced Logical 1)

iPﬁgog;fmt]ﬁlﬁﬂJbrlnyMSflml.:h : (h230F B0 (Table: message, chat, handle; Size:
oS

ST 1466
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Source Extraction:
Logical E1). Advanced Logical (1)
fo:
frabite/Library/SMS/sms. db - Ox230078 (Tabla: massage, nandls, chat; Size: 28642752 bytes)

rom o+
To «i5-u: aberin 3l

No | m very okay | just legit went throwgh & ths of sem

days agn so I'm trying o do the nght thing ana get my nund

of medication | ve been on since | got sober § yes (

got hacked and | can't talk to anyone about anything untl 't my ans
exacily I'm going to be doing for work which will be on Tues I m hone
and healing

Status: et

Source Extraction:
Logical (1), Advanced Logical (1)

mobile/Library/SMS/sms.db : $x230817 (Table: message, chat, handie. Size 29642752 bytes)

From
To t1oiuinus

Truly

Status: Sent

40711 PR T4y

Sourca Extraction:
Logical f1k’a\dvancod Logicsl (1)
nfo:
%raog:m?bclen.ibrmlsuwms.db . Ox2ID1AD (Table: message. chat, handle: Size:
es)

ST 1467
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Source Extractien:
Logicat WOAW Logical (1)

lﬁnﬁumﬁmﬁhﬂs&ms.w | Ox23EFB3 (Table: message, handie, chat; Size: 26842752 tytes)

Status: e

Source Extraction:
Logical i:} Advanced Logical (1)
o:

From

To +1a urovens, Froy

I know {'ve been wanting te talk to you about almost the same thing we.d y

been the one who has wanted to square things up with you thal has noting

romance or Amanda that would save both of our reputations ot Ldidn tplan

you abaut anythirg until my school stuff was ave | go orrma ard ny

in stong. I m sure Amanda tald you a httle bit which 1s ckay : !

not from you we got our hves dragged through the mud for years toge arid it has &
; o5 and mworals

that pet
were some creep or | was some homew = tramp and | think us n
other's backs in some regards benehts both of us

Status: Sent

Source Extraction:
Logical i1LAdvanud Logical {1}
rca info:

iPhone/mobile/| ibrary/SMS/sms.db : Cx23EBBD (Table: message, chal, handle; Size; 20042752 bytes)

stuation. and unless 1t s handted properly by both of us, we

y Nething

And there is a financial windfall here if handled
through text. | don tirust those motherfuckers and | am

St o take them down once and for alt

iPhone/mobile/Lsbrary/SMS/sms.db | 0x23FF83 (Table: message, handle. chat; Size: 29642752 bytes)

ST 1468
12




rcnlveltooay Jdvew 1Iroin pﬂps‘_”[_mjph" |_godiewskila20 J{__searcn ) 19 FOD LULT V4701 U
sebpage caph cther snapshols rom
. e All snapshots from host L, me ” own
[w.bpm | l Scraanshat I GOaun  Soownlosd 2o N-pooribeooreee W towt

Don't have Telegram yet? Try it now!

” ; Phil Godiewski

| will be suing the Scrantion Times Tribune for Defamation

and Libel. | was hoping the reporter would do exactly what -
he did. He took the bait. 1‘
t.me/phil_godlewski/420 8.3  Feb14at14:21 ﬁ

EMBED VIEW IN CHANNEL CONTEXT

ST 0295




HAGGERTY
HINTON &
COSGROVE LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Telephone 570-344-9845 + Fax 570-343-9731 « 1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2, Dunmore, PA 18509 - hhe@haggertylaw.net

Joseph O. Haggerty, Jr.
J. Timothy Hinton, Jr.*
Michael F. Cosgrove
Matthew E. Haggerty - Of Counsel
November 10, 2022
VIA EMAIL AND FIRST-CLASS MAIL

Tkolman@kolmanlaw.com
Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.
414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047
Re:  Philip Godlewski vs. Chris Kelly,
et al.
No. 2021-CV-2195

Dear Attorney Kolman:

Enclosed are Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) directed to Plaintiff in the above-referenced

case.
Thank you,
Very truly yours,
,VQ T e
? Timothy Hinton, Jr.
JTH:jls
Encls.

*Certified Civil Trial Advocate By National Board Of Trial Advocacy,
A Pennsylvania Supreme Court Accredited Agency




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff : OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

DEFENDANTS' INTERROGATORIES (SET IV)
DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

Pursuant to Rules 4006 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, you are requested
to answer the following Interrogatories. You are requested to answer the Interrogatories
separately and under oath, within thirty (30) days after service hereof. In answering these
Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that is available to you, that which can
be learned through reasonable inquiry.

The Answers shall be inserted in the spaces provided following the Interrogatories. If
there is insufficient space to answer the Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow
on a supplemental sheet.

If any of these Interrogatories cannot be answered in full, please answer to the extent
possible and specify the reason for your inability to answer the remainder.

These Interrogatories are continuing in nature and require you to file supplementary
answers pursuant to Rule 4007.4 of your inability to answer the remainder.

INSTRUCTIONS

A. Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and under oath. No Interrogatory should be
left blank. If the answer to any Interrogatory is no, none, or unknown, such response should be

written.

B. In answering these Interrogatories, you shall furnish all information available to you at the
time of answering and shall supplement your answers without demand as soon as any additional
information is known.

C. If a privilege or the work product doctrine is asserted with respect to a document or
communication, state the following: (a) the nature of the privilege or reason for the withholding
which you contend applies; (b} the factual basis for your assertion of privilege or the reason for
withholding; (c) the type of document (e.g. letter, memorandum, telex, etc.); (d) all persons to
whom the document was distributed, shown or explained; (e) all authors and addresses; (f) all
indicated and blind copies; (g) the document's date; (h) a summary description of the document's

1




subject matter; (i) the number of pages and attachments or appendices comprising the document;
and (j) its present custodian,

DEFINITIONS

As used herein, the following terms when used in an Interrogatory shall have the
following meanings:

A. “You” and “your” shall mean or refer to Plaintiff or Philip Godlewski.

B. “Lawsuit” shall mean No. 2021-CV-2195, Philip Godlewski v. Chris Kelly, Times
Shamrock Communications, The ScrantonTimes-Tribune, Larry Holeva.

C. “Plaintiff” means Philip (“Phil”) Godlewski his agents and representatives, including,
without limitation, his attorneys, and all other persons acting or purporting to act on his
behalf.

D. “Defendants” mean Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock Communications, The Scranton
Times-Tribune and Larry Holeva.

E. “Social Media” means any interactive technology that allows the creation or
sharing/exchange of information, ideas, career interests, and other forms of expression
via virtual communities and networks.

INTERROGATORIES

1. What year did you first become a real estate agent?

ANSWER:

2. When did you first meet Keri Maher? Was this first meeting in person or through social
media?

ANSWER:

3. Where and when did you first meet Keri Maher in person?

ANSWER:




4. What is your custody schedule for your children ||| NG

ANSWER:

5. Did you have sex or & sexual relationship with Miranda Polidori at any time?
ANSWER:
If “yes” when did you have sex or a sexual relationship with her and how long did the
sexual relationship last?

ANSWER:

6. Did you have sex or a sexual relationship with Amanda Turoni at any time?
ANSWER:
If “yes” when did you have sex or a sexual relationship with her and how long did the
sexual relationship last?

ANSWER:

7. Did you have sex or a sexual relationship with _at any time?
ANSWER:

If “yes” when did you have sex or a sexual relationship with her and how long did the

sexual relationship last?

ANSWER:




Date:

H-nw -2l

Respectfully submitted:

A T bt

J. fimothy Hinton, Jr. Y

Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA LD. No. 61981

1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2

Dunmore, PA 18509

Attorneys for Defendants,

Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff . OFLACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA :
Defendants. : No.: 2021-CV-2195

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
¥4
I, J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire, certify that on this ﬁ day of November 2022, 1

caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing Interrogatories (Set IV) to Plaintiff to be served
upon the following parties via United States Mail postage prepaid and by email:
Timothy M. Kolman, Esq.

414 Hulmeville Ave.
Penndel, PA 19047

TKolman@kolmanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Respectfully submitted:

Date: 1710 -1r00r /Q : TMQL

.;ffimothy Hinton, Jr. 7

aggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
PA LD, No. 61981

1401 Monroe Ave., Suite 2

Dunmore, PA 18509

Attorneys for Defendants,

Chris Kelly, Times Shamrock
Communications, The Scranton Times-
Tribune and Larry Holeva




PHILIP GODLEWSKI, : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Plaintiff i OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. . CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK ~ :  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA
Defendants. : No.: 2021.CV-2195
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PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT’S INTERROGATORIES SET IV
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. -Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent they are
ambiguous, vague, over-broad, and/or unduly burdensome.

2. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent they seek
information protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work-product
doctrine.

3. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants® Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent they
improperly seek information that is not relevant to any of the issues in this dispute and/or
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

4, Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set [V) as discovery has not yet
closed and this matter has not yet been prepared for trial.

5. Accordingly, these Answers are made without prejudice to Plaintiff’s right to amend the
answers set forth herein and/or to present additional information that is hereafter obtained
or evaluated.

6. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent they cause
unreasonable annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, burden and/or expense.

‘ 7. Plaintiff generally objects to each of Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set 1V) to the extent
‘ that their scope exceeds the scope of discovery permitted by the Pennsylvania Riiles of
Civil Procedure.

8. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent that
formulating full and complete answers would require Plaintiff to review documents not
presently in Plaintiff’s possession, custody and/or control.

9. Plaintiff generally objects to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) to the extent they imply
that information is to be provided by more than one person other than the responding
Plaintiff. These Interrogatory Answers have been made to the best of Plaintiff*s
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knowledge, with the assistance of counsel. These answers do not represent the
knowledge of any person other than the answering Plaintiff.

10. Plaintiff generally objects to the instructions provided in Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set
IV) to the extent they are inconsistent with or exceed the requirements of the
Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

11. Plaintiff responds to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV) subject to and without waiver
of all the foregoing General Objections. Plaintiff has made reasonable efforts to tespond
to Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set [V) as Plaintiff understands and interprets them. If
Defendant(s) subsequently seek(s) information not yet identified, Plaintiff reserves the
right to supplement these Answers. Further, Plaintiff specifically reserves the right to
supplement these Answers base upon information which is discovered in the process of
preparing for hearings or trial and information not yet obtained.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

Without waiver of the foregoing General Objections, Plaintiff responds as follows to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV).

INTERROGATORIES

1. What year did you first become a real estate agent?

ANSWER: Around 2007 or 2008,

2. When did you first meet Keri Maher? Was this first meeting in person or through social
media?

ANSWER: Plaintiff first met Keri Maher in August 2021 through social media.

3. Where and when did you first meet Keri Maher in person?
ANSWER: Plaintiff first met Keri Maher in October 2021 and she stayed at

Plaintiff’s home for 1 week.

4, What is your custody schedule for your children _

ANSWER: Plaintiff has 50% custody of children.

2




5. Did you have sex or a sexual relationship with Miranda Polidori at any time?
ANSWER: Yes,
If “yes” when did you have sex or a sexual refationship. with her and how long did the
sexual relationship last?
ANSWER: Plaintiff had sexual relationship with Miranda Polidori for a month or

two in 2018, Plaintiff does not recall specifics.

6. Did you have sex or a sexual relationship with Amanda Turoni at any time?
ANSWER: No.
If “yes™ when did you have sex or a sexual relationship with her and how long did the
sexual relationship last?

ANSWER: N/A.

7. Did you have sex or a sexual relationship witht any time?

ANSWER: No.
If “yes™ when did you have sex or a sexual reiationship with her and how long did the
sexual relationship last?

ANSWER: N/A.

Respectfully submitted:

Date: 11/18/2022 (s Tmathy IN. Kolmar,

Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire
Kolman Law, P.C.

414 Hulmeville Avenue
Penndel, Pennsylvania 19047
Attorney for Plaintiff




PHILIP GODLEWSKI,

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiff

OF LACKAWANNA COUNTY
v. CIVIL DIVISION
CHRIS KELLY, TIMES SHAMROCK JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMMUNICATIONS, THE SCRANTON :
TIMES-TRIBUNE, LARRY HOLEVA !

»
Defendants. No.: 2021-CV-2195
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| CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
: P R L A )

I, Timothy M. Kolman, Esquire, certify that on this 18% day of November 2022, I

caused a true and correct copy of the Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant ’s Interrogatories Set (IV)

to be served upon the following parties via email:

J. Timothy Hinton, Jr., Esquire
Haggerty Hinton & Cosgrove LLP
1401 Monroe Avenue, Suite 2
Dunmore, Pennsylvania 18509

Attorney for Defendants :\\3

Respectfully submitted: T

Y

Date: 11/18/2022 I8/ ™~

Timothy M. Kolman, .Esquirez
Kolman Law, P.C,

414 Hulmeville Avenue
Penndel, Pennsylvania 19047
Attorney for Plaintiff




YERIFICATION

I, Philip Godlewski, verify that the statements made in Plaintiff’s Response to
Defendants’ Interrogatories (Set IV}, are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief,
I understand that false statements made herein are subject to the penalties of 18 PA. C.§,,
Subsection 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

Philip Godtewski — Plaintiff

Date: 11/18/22




