
 
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY   

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
CIVIL DIVISION 

 
WILLIAM BLASI,     : 

       : 
    Petitioner,  : No. 2009-3706 

       : 
 v.      : 

       : 
PEN ARGYL AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT, : 

       : 
    Respondent. : 

 
OPINION OF THE COURT 

 
 This matter is before the Court on Petitioner’s Petition for Review of the 

Final Determination of the Office of Open Records. Petitioner appeals the Final 

Determination of the Office of Open Records, which confirmed Respondent’s 

denial of access to certain information requested by Petitioner pursuant to the 

Right to Know Law (RTKL), 65 P.S. § 67.101 et seq. The matter is properly 

before the Court pursuant to 65 P.S. § 67.1302(a), which provides that either 

party may file a petition for review with the court of common pleas in the 

county in which the local agency is situate following the final determination of 

the appeals officer of the Office of Open Records. 

 This matter arises from Petitioner’s request, pursuant to the RTKL, for 20 

types of records from Respondent Pen Argyl Area School District. The record 

reflects that 17 of Petitioner’s requests for information were granted, some of 

those issued with redactions. Only the remaining three items of information are 



at issue here. Those items of information, numbered according to Petitioner’s 

original request, are: 

 8. Copies of each of the class rosters of all classes (including 
“German”) taught by Dwight Repsher during the Fall 2008 and the Spring 

2009 term in the Pen Argyl Area School District. (The purpose of this 
request is to determine how many students Repsher teaches in any given 

term and to determine if Repsher’s classes are overrepresented by 
students involved in District organized Student Athletics.) 

 
 14. With respect to the school district’s requirement that all coaches 

provide a plan of improvement for the teams they coach, for every pen 
Argyl Area School District basketball coach (any level of boys and girls 

teams) and baseball coach (any level for boys teams) employed during 
the 2007-2008 school year season and 2006-2007 school year season, 

please provide me with those coaches’ plans for improvement for the 
2007-2008 and 2008-2009 seasons. 

 

 15. Please provide me all the names and mailing addresses of each and 
every parent or guardian who has a child or children currently attending 

school in the Pen Argyl School District this academic year. I do not want 
the names of the children, just the names and addresses of the 

responsible adults. (Contact information is required for a direct mailing to 
the parents/guardians of students to inform them of educational issues in 

our district, gather support to overthrow the school board, and to seek 
out responsible, educated board nominees with a stake in the educational 

system.) 
 

 Respondent Pen Argyl Area School District declined to provide this 

requested information, on the grounds that such information was exempt from 

disclosure under the RTKL, pursuant to certain enumerated exceptions 

contained in 65 P.S. §67.708(b). Following this denial, Petitioner made a timely 

appeal to the Pennsylvania Office of Open Records. The Office of Open Records 

concluded that the Respondent had properly applied the exemptions to the 



RTKL contained in Section 708(b), and the appeal was denied. Following that 

determination, Petitioner filed the instant Petition for Review with this Court.1 

Upon a thorough review of the record in this case, we find that Petitioner 

is not entitled to the information which is the subject of his Petition, and we 

affirm the decision of the Office of Open Records, finding no error of law. 

 First, Petitioner’s Request No. 8 seeks the names of all students enrolled 

in the classes of Mr. Repsher, an athletic director. On its face, this request is 

clearly a request for records “identifying the name, home address, or date of 

birth of a child 17 years of age or younger.” Petitioner does not dispute this 

fact. Because this information is clearly exempt from disclosure under the RTKL, 

pursuant to 65 P.S. § 67.708(b)(30), we find that the denial of this information 

was proper, and affirm the decision of the Office of Open Records on this point. 

 Next, Petitioner’s Request No. 14 seeks the coaching plans of various 

baseball and basketball coaches in the Pen Argyl Area School District. These 

plans are used by the school district in the evaluation of coaches’ performance, 

and are used in part by the school district to determine whether or not to renew 

coaches’ annual appointments. Respondent argues that this information is 

protected under 65 P.S. § 67.708(b)(7), which exempts from public disclosure 

records “relating to an agency employee […] performance rating or review.” 

Petitioner disagrees. We concur with Respondent’s position, and find that the 

                                                 
1 In his Petition, Petitioner also addresses the fees charged by Respondent for photocopying 

the requested records. However, the record reflects that he did not base any portion of his 

appeal to the Office of Open Records on that contention, nor did the Office of Open Records 

address it in its Final Determination. Accordingly, we do not discuss it here. 



information sought by Petitioner in this request is exempt from public 

disclosure. Accordingly, we affirm the Office of Open Records’ denial of 

Petitioner’s appeal on this point. 

Finally, Petitioner’s Request No. 15 seeks the names and addresses of the 

parents or guardians of all children attending school in the Pen Argyl Area 

School District. We find that this information is also exempt from public access 

under 65 P.S. § 67.708(b)(30), which exempts from disclosure records 

“identifying the name, home address, or date of birth of a child 17 years of age 

or younger.” (emphasis added). While Petitioner’s request purports to seek only 

information pertaining to adults, which Petitioner correctly argues would not be 

exempt from disclosure under this exemption, we find that Petitioner’s request 

does in fact constitute a request for records that identify the home addresses of 

children. The addresses of parents or guardians of children in the school district 

are necessarily also the addresses of children in the school district. We note, as 

the Office of Open Records did, that the exemption contained in Section 

708(b)(30) does not require that both the names and addresses of children be 

requested in order for the information to be protected. Accordingly, we affirm 

the Office of Open Records’ denial of Petitioner’s appeal on this point. 

WHEREFORE, we enter the following: 

 

 

 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY   
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 
 

WILLIAM BLASI,     : 
       : 

    Petitioner,  : No. 2009-3706 
       : 

 v.      : 
       : 

PEN ARGYL AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT, : 
       : 

    Respondent. : 
 

ORDER OF COURT 
 

 AND NOW, this 11th day of September 2009, upon consideration of 

Petitioner’s Petition for Review of the Final Determination of the Office of Open 

Records, as well as the briefs and arguments of the parties, it is hereby 

ORDERED that said Petition is DENIED.  

 

        BY THE COURT: 
 

 
        _____________________ 

        PAULA A. ROSCIOLI, J. 
  
 

 


