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FINAL DETERMINATION  

 
IN THE MATTER OF  : 
 : 
ALAYNE MORENA, : 
Requester : 
 :  
v.  : Docket No.: AP 2016-1230 
 : 
WEST HAZLETON BOROUGH, : 
Respondent : 
 

On July 5, 2016,
1
 the Request was filed, seeking a “[d]ocument pertaining to who is 

responsible under the [International Property Maintenance Code (“IMPC”)] and/or [Uniform 

Construction Code] where it is mandatory that the owner contact the Borough to reinspect after a 

notice of violation has been issued.”  The Borough did not respond within five business days, 

and the Request was deemed denied on July 12, 2016.  See 65 P.S. § 67.901.  On July 19, 2016, 

the Requester appealed to the OOR, challenging the deemed denial and stating grounds for 

disclosure.   

 

On July 27, 2016, the Borough submitted a copy of correspondence that it sent to the 

Requester containing the requested information.  The Requester did not submit any additional 

information on appeal. 

 

On appeal, the Borough sent the Requester correspondence containing the requested 

information; specifically, citations to the IMPC and form language from the Borough’s Notices 

of Violation.  Therefore, because the Borough has granted access to the requested information, 

the appeal is dismissed as moot.   

 

For the foregoing reasons, the Borough is not required to take any further action.  This 

Final Determination is binding on all parties.  Within thirty days of the mailing date of this Final 

Determination, any party may appeal to the Luzerne County Court of Common Pleas.  65 P.S. § 

67.1302(a).  All parties must be served with notice of the appeal.  The OOR also shall be served 

notice and have an opportunity to respond according to court rules as per Section 1303 of the 

                                                 
1
 While the Request was transmitted via e-mail on July 3, 2015, a Sunday, neither that day nor the next day (July 4, 

2016) were business days.  See 65 P.S. § 67.901.  As a result, the Request was therefore filed on the first following 

business day, July 5, 2016. 
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RTKL.  However, as the quasi-judicial tribunal adjudicating this matter, the OOR is not a proper 

party to any appeal and should not be named as a party.
2
  This Final Determination shall be 

placed on the OOR website at: http://openrecords.pa.gov. 

 

FINAL DETERMINATION ISSUED AND MAILED:  August 10, 2016 
 

/s/ Kyle Applegate 

_______________________ 

APPEALS OFFICER  

KYLE APPLEGATE, ESQ.  

 

Sent to: Alayne Morena (via e-mail only); 

  Lisa Barkus (via e-mail only); 

  Christopher Slusser, Esq. (via e-mail only) 

   

                                                 
2
 Padgett v. Pa. State Police, 73 A.3d 644, 648 n.5 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2013). 

 

http://openrecords.pa.gov/

