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to me 

Hello Gina Proctor.

I wish to make an appeal of the denial.

Attached in this email are the original GRAMA request, the 
denial letter, my counterpoints to the rejection a email chain of 
the corresponding with the GOED. 

Please let me know if there is anything else needed for the 
appeal. 

Thank you. 

 My response to the denial letter and points are as follows:

The GOED in particular Aimee Edwards placed unlawful conditional access demand 
as part of this fishing expedition.  I provided the legally required legal person on the 
request and Aimee Edwards demanded a human being vs a legal definition of a 
person.( see " 63G-2-103" ) She made the GRAMA records conditional on receiving 
information above and beyond what is legally required from Utah GRAMA laws. 
Essentially making up new laws on the stop which do not exist to create this unlawful 
conditional access to public records. 

Secondly I have been desperately trying to reach the chief administrative offer (CAO) 
for the GOED started to use my  GRAMA request to  engage in their fishing 
expedition to retaliate against the requester instead of providing the public records 
like they were supposed to. 

As recent as April 16 2019, I was told that “ Upon receipt of this information, 
GOED stands ready to respond to request that identifies a public record or 
records with reasonable specificit” – Aimee Edwards. 



This confirms that the GRAMA request had not yet been denied as well 
as an unlawful condition placed on the public records.  There is no 
mention of any other problem other than the demand for a natural 
person name vs a legal name. 
  

 I have been trying for around 6 months to just get the name of the CAO and finally I 
had to just randomly guess from the website because Aimee Edwards and 
Christopher Pieper have refused to tell me who the CAO was in order to  prevent my 
appeal. 

 Under the  Clean hands doctrine, the GOED is responsible for any delay in the appeal 
process due to the refusal to provide me with the name of their CAO in order to 
obstruct the appeal process. However the context of their  email would indicate they 
did not consider the request denied at that point. 

  

The entire issue about an  “ insufficiency GRAMA request”, what they are referring 
to the GOED  department demanding a natural person name vs a legal person’s 
name. 

The GRAMA rules call for a Legal person name not a natural person name. So there 
was no legal basis for this conditional requirement placed on public records access. 

 The legal definition of a person  per " 63G-2-103"  

(17) "Person" means: 

(a) an individual; 

(b) a nonprofit or profit corporation; 

(c) a partnership; 

(d) a sole proprietorship; 

(e) other type of business organization; or 

(f) any combination acting in concert with one another.""  

  

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S103.html  “ 

   



Lack of Reasonable Specificity. This is new information to me. I was told that once I 
provided a human being name, the GOED stand ready to fulfill the request. It was only 6 
months after the law was quoted that a legal define person could make the request did 
this issue arise. Essentially a plan B when the first wave of attacks was refuted.    This 
was never raised as an issue at any point in time even after 6 months of back and 
forth.   
 
Secondly, the subject person of the records request only joined in 2014 and 
left around May 22, 2017, so less than 3.5 years. In addition, this was not a full time 
but rather a side job and perhaps evens more of an honorary position.   
Third, its 2019 and most if not all the records are probably already in digital format. I do 
not believe there is a voluminous about of records being requested. In fact, it may be the 
opposite. All records from the GOED were not asked for rather just a single individual 
part time member for less than a 3.5 year period which most files were already in digital 
format. If this was an issue, it should have been raised at the beginning not 6 months 
after the fact and after you learned that a Legal define person included more than just a 
natural born human being.  That being said, if it turns out that the documents are not 
already in digital format and voluminous, then I would be willing to narrow the scope 
further however I have never been asked to or this has never been raised as an issue 
until now. 
  

There is no  GRAMA  law requiring “registered as a business organization in Utah” as being a 
prerequisite requirement for access to public records. I have done a keyword search of the Utah 
Code 63G-2 and have found no such requirement. Secondly I requested the documents in 
electronic format (preferable PDF) to be emailed to me. If the documents are too large for an 
email, I could provide a link to a Drobox location. I do show a phone call on my call logs 
however no voice message was ever left. There is no law making public records conditional on 
pickup a phone call on a single attempt. 
  
As far as “ It appears to be a fishing expedition”, the only fishing expedition is the 
GOED  attempt to fabricate conditional access to public records to locate private information to 
retaliate against me. As evident as the extraordinary steps taken in contacting the attorney 
general’s office over a simple GRAMA request as well as the steps you have taken to look up 
registered business in the state of Utah.  If the public record is public, it’s owned by the public 
and the public has the right to access those documents. They are violating both the letter and 
spirit of the law. We are not supposed to have a 2-tier system, If the records are public record 
and they are being requested, then they need to be provided. 
  
There has been no claim that they are not public only they are unhappy at me not volunteering 
additional information that I'm  not legally required to provide for the purpose of  researching 
and retaliating against the GRAMA requester.  
  
Thank you.  


