
DAN MORALES 
ATTORNEY GEXERAL 

@ifice of tbe Bttornep @eneral 
State  o f  PCexse 

July 31, 1996 

Mr. Christopher V. Bacon 
Feldman & Rogers, L.L.P. 
12 Grcenway Plaza, Suite 1202 
I-iouston, Texas 77046 

Dear Mr. Bacon: 

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under 
the Texas Open Records Act, chapter 552 of the Government Code. Your request was 
assigned ID# 100289. - 

a The Klein Independent School District, who you represent, has received a request 
for, among other things, copies of attorney fee bills regarding specified lawsuits. You 
have not submitted the records for our review because our office is a party to one of the 
lawsuits. You claim that the attorney fee bills in their entirety are excepted from 
disclosure under section 552.103 of the Govemment Code. 

To secure the protection of section 552.103(a), a governmental body must 
demonstrate that requested information "relates" to a pending or reasonably anticipated 
judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding. Open Records Decision No. 551 (1990). In this 
instance you have made the requisite showing that much of the requested information 
relates to pending litigation for purposes of section 552.103(a). We conclude that the 
school district has met its burden of demonstrating that the descriptions of the services in 
the entries relating to the lawsuits are related to pending litigation and, therefore, may be 
withheld under section 552.103.' You have not explained, however, how the amounts or 
nature of attorneys' fees are at issue in this litigation. Therefore, you may not withhold 
the dates of services, the initials of the providers, or the time and dollar amounts 
associated with these services under section 552.103(a). 

'Because w e  conclude that you may withhold the description fields under section 552.103, we do 
not address your arguments regarding the applicability of other exceptions to disclosure under the Open 
Records Act. 
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We also conclude that the dates of services, the initials of the providers, and the 
time and dollar amounts associated with these services may not be withheld under 
sections 552.101 or 552.107(1) as they do not reveal client confidences or an attorney's 
legal advice. Open Records Decision No. 589 (1991). 

We are resolving this matter with an informal letter ruling rather than with a 
published open records decision. This ruling is limited to the particular records at issue 
under the facts presented to us in this request and should not be relied upon as a previous 
determination regarding any other records. If you have questions about this ruling, please 
contact our office. 

Yours very truly, 

Loretta R. DeHay 
Assistant Attorney General 
Open Records Division 

Ref.: ID# 100289 

cc: Penny A. Morris Smith, PhD 
8010 Twining Oaks Lane 
Spring, Texas 77379 


