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SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER PURSUANT TO Pa.R.A.P. 1925(a)

By Memorandum and Order dated August 30, 2024, the motion for summary judgment
filed by defendants, Chris Kelly and The Scranton Times, L.P., was granted in Godlewski v.
Kelly, 2024 WL 4012102 (Lacka. Co. 2024), and the defamation and false light invasion of
privacy claims asserted by plaintiff, Philip Godlewski (*Godlewski), were dismissed. (Docket
Entry No. 116). Godlewski filed a motion for reconsideration on September 13, 2024, and
following the parties’ submission of additional briefs, an Order was filed in Godlewski v.
Kelly, 2024 WL 4359984 (Lacka. Co. 2024) on September 30, 2024, denying that motion for
reconsideration. (Docket Entry No. 124). On that same date, Godlewski filed a Notice of
Appeal to the Superior Court of Pennsylvania. (Docket Entry No. 126).

On October 1, 2024, an Order was issued directing Godlewski to file “a concise
statement of the errors complained of on appeal” pursuant to Pa.R.A.P. 1925(b). (Docket Entry
No. 130). On October 18, 2024, Godlewski filed his timely “Concise Statement of Matters
Raised on Appeal” asserting that the court erred in (1) holding that Godlewski failed to adduce
sufficient evidence of falsity and actual malice in support of his defamation claim, (2) finding

that the statements in the subject article were not capable of a defamatory meaning, and (3)




granting summary judgment with respect to his “false light invasion of privacy for the same
reasons.” (Id. at 11 (AX1)-(3), (B)). Godlewski further states that his identification of those
four issues is “[w]ithout waiver of any subsidiary issues raised before the Trial Court.” (Id. at
p. 1).

With respect to the four issues identified insufficient detail pursuant to Pa.R. A.P.
1925(b)(4), the reasons supporting the rulings on those issues are set forth at length in the
Memorandum and Order of August 30, 2024, and the subsequent Order of September 30, 2024,
which are both incorporated by reference. (Docket Entry Nos. 116, 124). Absent identification
of the alleged “subsidiary issues,” a determination cannot be made as to the need to provide
further reasons under Pa.R.A.P. 1925(a)1), or the necessity of having another judge, such as
Senior Judge Carmen D. Minora, furnish reasons for earlier rulings made by that judge in this

case.! See Keystone Specialty Services Company v. Ebaugh, 267 A.3d 1250, 1254 (Pa. Super.

2021) (holding that a Rule 1925(b) statement that does not specifically identify the error(s)
complained of on appeal “is too vague to identify the issues raised on appeal and constitutes a

waiver of appellate issues”™).

BY THE COURT:

A,

Terrence R. Nealon

! Judge Minora presides over Civil Discovery Motions Court, and in that capacity filed 14 Discovery Orders in this
matter. {Docket Entry Nos. 21-22, 34, 49, 53-54, 85, 87-88, 91, 93, 96-97, 100, 111).
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