Hanover Township Public Schools
61 Highland Avenue
Whippany, NJ  07981-1399

Vanessa M. Wolsky			973-515-2407
Business Administrator/Board Secretary	FAX	973-540-1023

January 10, 2024

VIA E-MAIL [opra+request-54624-6bb8f514@requests.opramachine.com] 
Jane Doe

	Re:  Open Public Records Act Request

Dear Ms. Doe:

The Hanover Township Board of Education (“District”) records custodian received your Open Public Records Act (“OPRA”) request on October 28, 2023. As you are aware, on December 11, 2023, the District provided you with a portion of the records responsive to your request and obtained an extension of time to respond the remainder until January 10, 2024. As such, the District is timely in responding to your OPRA request. 

Your OPRA request seeks the following records: 

All email conversations set [sic] from or received from current board members from September 1st through September 30th 2023, in which the word "5756" appears.

The District has reviewed and is producing the remaining 555 pages of records that it identified as responsive to your request, which can be found at the following Dropbox link:

https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/r0b108eeileot5px5ncs9/h?rlkey=yr0qp3w503c4r8ilg9mc9p6xe&dl=0

The table below identifies the records that are being denied in whole or in part, as well as the legal basis for each denial, as required by N.J.S.A. 47:1A-6.

	List of all records provided, with redactions, or denied in their entirety.
	If records are disclosed with redactions, give a general nature description of the redactions.
	If records were denied in their entirety, give a general nature description of the record.
	List the legal explanation and statutory citation for the denial of access to records in their entirety or with redactions.

	Bomengo 001-008
	Redactions contained deliberative material.
Redactions also contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	This record has been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).
Redactions were also made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 009-011
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	[bookmark: _GoBack]This record has been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Bomengo 013, 016, 020, 023-029, 035-044
	Redactions contained deliberative material.
Redactions also contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).
Redactions were also made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 018
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 033-034
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Bomengo 050-054, 057-059, 061-062, 066
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 075
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 076-136, 139-143
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Bomengo 148-149, 155-159
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 160
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 161-181
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Bomengo 261
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Bomengo 277-282
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Wright 04-59
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Amoresano 002-007, 009
	Redactions contained deliberative material.
Redactions also contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).
Redactions were also made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 008
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	This record has been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondence at issue is pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Amoresano 012-013, 017, 020-026, 030-036, 040-041
	Redactions contained deliberative material.
Redactions also contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).
Redactions were also made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 015
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 043-048
	Redactions contained deliberative material.
Redactions also contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).
Redactions were also made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 050
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 051-052
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 056-108
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Amoresano 109-115
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.

	Amoresano 116-130
	Redactions contained deliberative material.

	
	These records have been redacted pursuant to the District’s “deliberative process privilege.” See N.J.S.A. 47:1A-1.1 (exempting “intra-agency advisory, consultative, or deliberative material” from the definition of a “government record”). The correspondences at issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature.  See Educ. Law Ctr. v. N.J. Dep’t of Educ., 198 N.J. 274, 286 (2009); In the Matter of the Liquidation of Integrity Ins. Co., 165 N.J. 75, 88 (2000).

	Amoresano 170
	Redactions contained an attorney-client privileged discussion.
	
	Redactions were made to delete references to an attorney-client privileged discussion. N.J.S.A. § 47:1A-1.1 removes any records that are attorney-client privileged from the definition of a “government record.”  The record clearly is within the District’s attorney-client privilege as it reflects advice sought/rendered in the course of the lawyer-client relationship and in professional confidence.


Your OPRA request is now deemed answered and closed. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

Vanessa M. Wolsky

Vanessa M. Wolsky
Business Administrator/Board Secretary

Enclosures
