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I. INTRODUCTION 

This Public Records Act (PRA) case involves a man's 

request for two Fed.Ex invoices possessed by the Department of 

Corrections and qualifying as public records under the PRA. 

Specific infonnation including tracking numbering was provided 

to the agency holding the records, and a sample invoice fran a 

previous request was subnitted as an aid in describing and 

locating the requested records. CP 54-55. Included with the Fed.Ex 

package tracking infonnation was the language, "The records are 

nost likely available fran the MCC Business Off ice (MS. Karen 

looney) where the payables are batched for payment." The Requester 

Faulkner sought the records to verify whther or not he had been 

overcharged by the agency Department of Corrections. 

Though defendants state, "All payments and invoices are 

handled through Department head.quarters," (Brief of Defendant 

[hereinafter OOD] at 1 ,-i2) production of the two invoices required 

the filing of two agency appeals, the conducting of three searches, 

and the elapsing of 161 days after being requested. The issue 

should not be shrouded by the volume of irrelevant Department of 

Corrections Property and Transfer Policy. CP 45-63. Faulkner did 

not violate any portion of the i:olicy and canplied with the 

Department's demands to prepay $45.00 for shipnents that were 

later invoiced for much less. CP 42-43 and CP 90-92. 
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II. REPLY 

With reference only to the record, Appellant Faulkner 

respectfully replies to three important misstatanents and 

anissions made by the defendants in their BRIEF OF DEFENDANI'/ 

APPELLEE. 

1. Faulkner did not indicate that the records were at the 

prison facility. OOD 1 at f[3. Faulkner suggested, 11'.rhe records 

are rrost likely available fran the MCC Business Off ice (Ms. 

Karen Looney) where the payables are batched for payment." 

At no time did the agency seek clarification from Faulkner 

after the MCC mailroan notifying the public records specialist 

that they had no records qualifying as invoices. Defendants do 

not dispute Faulkner's assertions that MCC's Business Manager 

Karen Looney was not contacted for inf o:rmation on the location 

of the FedEx invoices. CP 76, 79-80, and 106. To parse out 

Faulkner's suggestion is an ilnJ;:ortant omission of the facts. 

2. Defendants do not dispute, nor give any explanation, 

why they were able to pranptly provide the FedEx invoice 

Faulkner attached as an example of what he sought. It should 

be no stretch of reason to expect that a specialized public 
w,,uJ.J 

records unit ~ review and repeat the inquiries on the recent 

successful records request example. 

3. The failure of the agency's specialized Public 

Disclosure Unit to prcmptly resolve the request absent two 

agency appeals and three searches should not be excused due 
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to a heavy workload. The prison system is a records intensive 

environment where each prisoner's request to review their 

central file constitutes a public records request, and it is 

further canpounded when a PRA request is required for records 

which were previously offered in-the course of conducting 

business. This case does not display a record of giving the 

requester anything near, 11 
•.•• the fullest of assistance," 

rather it dem:::mstrates a willingness to resist production of 

a carm:m accounting record of importance. The request was a 

non-frivolous, non-abusive, use of the PRA to uncover payment 

records which ultimately showed that Faulkner and many others 

had been overcharged for their FedEx outbound ship:nents fran 

the Monroe Correctional canplex encanpassing a lengthy period 

lasting fran July, 2010 through November, 2014. 

Appellant Faulkner respectfully requests this Court to 

closely review the record and find that the defendant agency 

violated the PRA, and did so in a "bad faith" willful 

dereliction of duty and/or resistance to follow the requirements 

and provisions of the PRA. 

Respectfully subnitted this 10th day of August, 2015. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Clarence J. Faulkner, certify that I served the original 

and a copy of the foregoing Appellant's Reply Brief, Court of 

Appeals Division III No. 33180-6-III, with the Clerk of the 

Division III Court of Appeals, and I served a copy on Respondent's 

counsel of record by ma.iling it through the "Legal Mail" 

process of the Airway Heights Corrections Center, via the 

U.S. Mail postage prei:aid on this the 10th day of August, 2015. 

addressed to: 

Clerk, Court of Appeals Division III 
500 N. Cedar St. 
Spokane, WA 99201-1905 

and to: 

Candie M. Dibble, WSBA# 42279 
Assistant Attorney General 
1116 W. Riverside Avenue, Suite 100 
Spokane, WA 99201-1194 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 

and correct. 

Executed this 10th day of August, 2015 at Airway Heights, WA. 
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