Log of Confidential Communications
Northwestern District Attorney’s Office to Counsel

All communications listed below do not constitute public records because they were
communicated during the course of seeking and receiving legal advice, were made in confidence,
and the privilege was not waived. Suffolk Constr. Co. v. Div. of Capital Asset Mgmt., 449 Mass.
444, 449 (2007)

PH — Attorney Patrick Hanley, Associate at Butters Brazilian
JS- Deputy District Attorney Jennifer Suhl

SG — First Assistant District Attorney Steven Gagne

BM — Assistant District Attorney Becky Michael

CVF — Assistant District Attorney Cynthia Von Flatern

1. PHtoJS & response 3/30/26 re dismissal of litigation with stipulation
2. PHtoJS & SG 3/25/26 re close of litigation

3. PHtoJS & SG 3/19/26 re documents to plaintiff

4. PHto SH 2/10/26 re joint status report in litigation

5. PHto SG 2/5/26 re fees cost of litigation

6. SG to PH & response 2/5/26; SG to PH 2/18/26; PH to JS & response 2/20/26; PH to JS
& SG & JS to PH 2/24/26 & 3/3 & 3/5/26 re cost of litigation, plaintift’s costs

7. PH to SG 1/28/26 re plaintiff’s fees

8. SG to PH & response 1/6/26 re judge’s decision on litigation

9. JSto PH 4/18/25 Discussion regarding position in litigation

10. BM to PH 5/15/24 Review of proposed answer to amended complaint

11. BM to PH & response 5/1, 5/2,5/5, 5/7/24 re caselaw impact on public records
obligations

12. PH to SG, JS & CVF 8/23/23 re Answer to Complaint



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

25.

26.

27.
28.

PH to JS, BM, CVF & SG 6/30/25 re Motion for Summary Judgment & response from SG
PH to SG & JS 4/21/26 re media inquiry

CVF to PH 9/27/24; PH to CVF & BM 9/27/24 & CVF to PH 10/11/24 re proposed
answer to complaint

PH to SG, JS, BM, CVF 8/3/25 re summary judgment memo
PH to BM 4/13/25 re proposed answer to amended complaint

PH to JS, SG, BM, CVF 3/26/25; IS to PH 3/27/25; JS to PH 3/28/25; PH to JS 4/2/25;
PH to JS 4/9/25; CVF to PH 4/9/25; PH to CVF 4/9/25;; PH to CVF, JS 4/9/25;JS to PH
4/10/25; JS to PH 4/10/25;; JS to PH 4/14/25; JS to PH 4/15/25; PH to JS 4/29/25; IS to
PH 4/29/25 all regarding proposed answer to amended complaint

SG to PH and PH to SG 1/26/26 re proposed stipulation

SG to PH 1/6/26 and PH response to SG 1/9/26 re decision

PH to BM & CVF 7/29/24 & 9/20/24 re draft motion to file 24 amended complaint
PH to SG 2/3/26 re joint agreement on fees/costs & response

J.S. to PH 2/18/26; PH to JS 2/20/26; PH to JS & SG 2/23/26; JS to PH 2/23/26 re joint
motion for stay/status

PH to JS & SG 3/20/26 re proposed stipulation of dismissal

SG to PH and PH to SG and SG to PH 2/5/26 re consideration of fees/costs

PH to SG 1/28/26 re hours for attorney’s fees

PH to JS, BM, CVF, SG 8/20/25; PH to JS, SG, CVF 11/30/25; SG to PH, JS, and CVF

and response from PH 12/1/25; PH to SG 12/3/25 & response from SG on 12/4/25 all re
court hearing

29.

PH to SG 1/28/26 and response on 1/29/26 re plaintiff’s fees



