
G R E G  A B B O T T  

January 8,2007 

Ms. Amy L. Sims 
Assistant City Attorney 
City of Lribbock 
P.O. Box 2000 
Lubbock, Texas 79457 

Dear Ms. Sims: 

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the 
Public Information Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 ofthe Government Code. Your request was 
assigned ID# 268672. 

The City of Lubbock (the "city") received a request for e-mails sent and received by three 
named individuals during a specified time period. You indicate that some responsive 
inibmmation has been released to the requestor. You claim that some of the remaining 
req~~ested information is excepted fro111 disclos~~reunder sections 552.101,552.103,552.106, 
552.107, 552.108, and 552.137 of the Government Code. We liave considered the 
exceptions you claim and reviewed ilie submitted information. 

Section 552.101 of the Govenirucnt Code excepts from req~rired public disclosure 
"information considel-ed to be confidential by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by 
judicial decision." Gov't Code S; 552.101. This exception encompasses information that is 
made confidential by other statutes. We understand that the city is a civil service city under 
chapter 143 of the Local Government Code. Section 143.089 contemplates two different 
types of personnel files, a police officer's civil service file tliat the civil service director is 
required to maintain, and an internal file that tile police department may maintain for its o\vn 
use. Local Gov't Code $ 143.089(a), (g). In cases in which apolice departnient investigates 
a police officer's misconduct and takes disciplinary action against an officer, it is required 
by section 143.089(a)(2) to place all investigatory records relating to the investigation and 
disciplinary action, including backgro~ind docunients si~cli as complaints, witness statements, 
and docinilents of like nature from individnals who were not in asupervisory capacity, in the 
police officer's civil service file maintained under section 143.089(a). Abhoti r;. C?/y of 
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Corpus Christi, 109 S.W.3d 113, 122 (Tex. App.-Austin 2003, no pet.). All investigatory 
materials in a case resulting in disciplinary action are "from the employing department" 
when they are held by or in possession of the city because of its investigation into a police 
officer's misconduct, and the city must forward them to the civil service commission for 
placement in the civil service personnel file. Id. Chapter 143 prescribes the following types 
of disciplinary actions: removal, suspension, demotion, and uncompensated duty. See Local 
Gov't Code $$ 143.051-143.055. Such records are subject to release under chapter 552 of 
the Govertiment Code. See Local Gov't Code $ 143.089(0; Open Records DecisionNo. 562 
at 6 (1990). However, information maintained in a police department's internal file pursuant 
to sectio~i 143.089(g) is confidential and must not be released. City o/'Srit~ Atzlor~io v. Te.x. 
Attortrey Gete, 85 1 S. W.2d 946, 949 (Tex. App.-Austin 1993, writ denied). 

You state that the information in Exhibit I is maintained in the police department's internal 
files pursuant to section 143.089(g). Upon review; we agree that the information in Exhibit 
I is confidential pursuant to section 143.089(g) of tlie Local Gover11ment Code and, thus, 
must be withheld pursuant to section 552.101 of the Govemment Code.' 

Youraisesection 552.101 inconjunction withsections41 8.176,418.177,and418.181 ofthe 
Texas Homela~id Security Act, chapter 418 of the Government Code (the "HSA"). 
Section 41 8.176 of the Government Code provides in relevant part: 

(a) Infom~ation is confidential if the information is collected, assembled, or 
maintained by 01. for a governmental entity for the purpose of preventing, 
detecting, responding to, or investigating an act of terrorism or related 
crinlinal activity and: 

( I )  relates to staffing requil-en~ents of an emergency response 
provider, inclnding latv enforcement agency, a fire-fighting agency, 
or an emergency senices agency; 

(2) relates to a tactical plan of the provider; or 

(3) consists of a list or compilation of pager. or- telephone numbcrs, 
including mobile and cellular teieplioile ~~uinbcr-s, of the provider. 

Gov't Code $ 418.176(a). Section 418.177 provides as folio\vs: 

Infonnation is confidential if the infor~~lation: 

i As \ye are able to ii~iikc tliis dctci-iiiinatioii. \ i c  ilo iior address !.oiir oilici- c1;iiiiis for exception ofthis 
iiifor~ii;itioii 
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(1) is collected, assembled, or maintained by or for a governmental 
entity for the purpose ofpreventing, detecting, or investigating an act 
of terrorism or related criminal activity; and 

(2) relates to an assessment by or for a governmental entity, or an 
assessment that is maintained by a governmental entity, of the risk or 
vulnerability ofpersons or property, including critical infrastructure, 
to an act of terrorism or related criminal activity. 

Id. $ 418.177. Section 41 8.18 1 provides as f o l l o ~ ~ + :  

Those documents or portions of documents in the possession of a 
governmental entity are confidential if they identify the technical details of 
particular vulnerabilities of critical infrastructure to an act of terrorism. 

Id. $ 418.181. The fact that information niay relate to a governniental body's security 
concerns or emergency management activities does not make the information per se 
confidential under the HSA. See Open Records Decision No. 649 at 3 (1996) (language of 
confidentiality provision controls scope of its protection). Furthennore, the mere recitation 
by a governnlental body of a statute's key terms is not sufficient to demonstrate the 
applicability of a claimed provision. As with any exception to disclosure, a governmental 
body asserting one ofthe confidentiality provisions ofthe HSA ni~ist adequately explain how 
the responsive records fall within the scope of the claimed provision. See Gov't Code 
5 552.301(e)(l)(A) (governmental body niust explain l-iow claimed exception to disclosilre 
applies). 

You seek to withhold Exhibit K under sections 418.176, 418.177, and 418.181 of the 
Government Code. You generally assert that the inforniation in Exhibit K was collected and 
asse~iibled or is maintailled for the purpose of preventing, detecting, responding to, and 
investigating possible terrorist or related criminal activity. We note, however, that 
sections 418.176, 41 8.177, and 41 8.18 1 are applicable only to certain clearly defined 
categories of information. 111 tliis instance, you have not niarked ally information that you 
specifically contend is confidential tinder section 418.176, section 418.177: or 
section418.181. Seeid  $: 552.301(e)(2). Likewise, you haveiiot specifically explainedhow 
or why these sections are applicable to any of tile irlfonnation at issue. See id. 
5 552.301(e)(l)(A). Thiis, you have not showrr that any of the information in Exhibit K 
relates to an emergency response provider's staffing reqvirements, iaciical plan, or list or 
compilation of pager or telephone numbers. See id. $ 418.176. Likewise, you have not 
established that any of the iiiforniation at issrie relates to ail assessmelit of the risk or 
vuliierability of persolis or property to an act of tei-rorisiii or related criminal activity. See 
id. $ 418.177. Furtitermore, you have not demonstrated that any of the il~foriuation in 
Exhibit K identilies the technical details ofparticrrlar vulnerabilities ofcritical infrastructure 
to an act of tcrrorisrri. See iii 5 41 8.181. Tllerefoi-e. we concli~de thal the city may not . . 
withliold any ofthe iiiforiilation in Exhibit K ~irider section 552.101 ofllie Govcr~irneiit Code 
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inconjunction with section 418.176, section418.177, or section418.I81 ofthe Government 
Code. 

You next contend that the infoitnation in Exhibit B is excepted from public disclosure under 
section 552.103 of the Government Code, which provides in relevant part as follows: 

(a) Information is excepted from [required public disclosure] if it is 
information relating to litigation of a civil or criminal nature to which the 
state or a political subdivisio~i is or may be a party or to which an officer or 
ernpioyee of the person's office or employment, is or may be a party. 

(c) Information relating to litigation involving a governmental body or an 
officer or employee of a governmental body is excepted from disclosure 
under Subsection (a) only if the litigation is pending or reasonably 
anticipated on the date that the requestor applies to the officer for public 
infornlation for access to or duplication of the inforn~ation. 

Gov't Code S 552.103(aj, (c). A governmental body has the burden of providing relevant 
facts and docun~ents to show that the section 552.103(a) exception is applicable in a 
particular situation. The test for meeting this burden is a showing that (1) litiration was 
pending or reasonably anticipated on the date that the governmental body received the 
request for infomiation, and (2) the information at issue is related to that litigation. Urziv. 
of Teu Law Sch. v. Tex. LegalFoilnd., 958 S.W.2d 479,481 (Tex. App.-Austin 1997, no 
pet.); Heard v. ffousto~z Post Co., 684 S.W.2d 210, 212 (Tex. App.-Houston [Ist 
I1ist.j 1984, writ ref d n.r.e.); Open Records Decision KO. 55 1 at 4 (1990). A governinental 
body must meet both prongs of this test for information to be excepted under 
section 552.103(a). 

You siate, and provide doc~n~~ciltation sl~owing, that a pending laxmuit, Cause 
Number 2006-535,305, has been tiled in Lubbock County District Court against the city. 
Upon review, we find that this litigation was pending on the date the city received the 
requesi for information. Further, we find that the information at issue is related to the 
pending litigation. Therefore, the city may generally withliold this information under 
section 552.103. 

We note, however, once infornlation 11as been obtained by all parties lo the litigatioii through 
discovery orother\\~isc, no scction 552.103(a) interest exists with respect to that information. 
Open Records Decision Nos. 349 (1 982), 320 (1 982). Thus, iilforniation that lias either been 
obtained from or provided to the opposing parties in the anticipated litigation is not excepted 
fi-orn disclosure under section 552.103(a), and it must be disclosed. Further, tile applicability 
of section 552.103(a) ends once the litisation has been concliided. Attorney General 
Opinion MW-575 (1982); Ope11 Records Decision No. 350 (1982). 
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Section 552.106 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure "[a] draft or working 
paper involved in the preparation of proposed legislation" and "ja]n inte~ual bill analysis or 
working paper prepared by the governor's office for the purpose of evaluating proposed 
legislation." Section 552.106 ordinarily applies only to persons with a responsibility to 
prepare information and proposals for a legislative body. Open Records Decision No. 460 
(1957). The purpose of section 552.106 is to encourage frank discussion on policy matters 
between the subordinates or advisors ofa legislative body and the members ofthe legislative 
body, and therefore, it does not except from disclos~~re purely factual infomiation. Id. at 2. 
However, a comparison or analysis of factual information prepared to support proposed 
legislation is within the ambit of section 552.106. Icl. A proposed budget constitutes a 
reco~nmendation by its very nature and may be withheld under section 552.106. Id. This 
office has also concl~tded that the drafts of niunicipal ordinalices and resolutions which 
reflect policy judgments, recomniendations, and proposals are excepted by section 552.106. 
Open Records Decision No. 248 (1980). 

You state that the information submitted as Exhibit L is a draft of a city ordinance that was 
prepared by the city attorney's ofiice. Based on your representations and our review of the 
information at issue, ure agree that portions of Exhibit L consist of the drafts and working 
papers involved in the preparation of a proposed ordinance and, as such, may be withheld 
under section 552.106. You have failed to demonstrate, however, that the remainder of 
Exhibit L consists of the drafts and working papers involved in the preparation of a proposed 
ordinance, and that information may not be withheld under section 552.106. \Tie have 
marked the records in Exhibit L that the city may withhold under section 552.106 of the 
Gover-11ment Code. 

Next, we address your arguments under section 552.107 of the Government Code, which 
protects inforniation coming within the attorney-client privilege. W1ie11 asserting the 
attorney-client privilege, a gove~~~~lieeiltal body has the burden of providing the riecessary 
facts to demolistrate the ele~iients of the privilege in order to withhold the information at 
issue. Open Records Decision No. 676 at 6-7 (2002). First, a governmental body must 
deiilonstratc tliat the information co~istitiites or doci~rnents a comni~~nication. Id. at 7. 
Second, the cornn~unication must have been made "for the purpose of facilitating the 
rciiditioii of profcssio~lal legal services" to tlie client govcrnnicntal body. Tcx. R. 
Evid 503(b)(l). The privilege does not apply when an attorney or representative is involved 
in some capacity other than that ofproviding or f.ncilitatingprofessional legal services to the 
cliciit govemnlental body. Iri re Te.r. Foi.~iers Iiw. E,rch., 990 S.W.2d 337, 340 (Tex. 
App.--Texarkana 1999, orig. proceeding) (attorney-client privilege does not apply if 
attorney acting in a capacity other than that of attorney). Governmental attorneys often act 
in capacities other tlra~i that of professional legal counsel, such as administrators, 
investigators, or managers. Thus, the mere fact that a con~ri~~inication involves ail attorney 
for tile government does riot demonstrate this element. Third, tlie pi-ivilege applies only to 
comm~~nicatio~is between or among clients, client representatives, lawyers, and lawyer 
representatives. TFY. R. EVID. 503(b)(l)(A), (B), (C), (D), (E). Tl~us, a govcrn~iiental body 
m~ist illform this office of the identities and capacities of tlie individiials to \\rhoin each 
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communication at issue has been made. Lastly, the attorney-client privilege applies only to 
a confidential communication, id. 503(b)(l), meaning it was "not intended to be disclosed - 
to third persons other than those to whom disclosure is made in furtherance ofthe rendition 
of professional legal services to the client or those reasonably necessary for the transmission 
of the communication." Id. 503(a)(5). 

Whether a com~iiunication meets this definition depends on the itztc~it ofthe parties involved 
at the time the inforn~ation was comniunicated. Osborne r: Johnsorl, 954 S.W.2d 180, 184 
(Tex. App.-Waco 1997, no writ). Moreover, because the client may elect to waive the 
privilege at any time, a governmental body must explain that the confidentiality of a 
comniunication has been maintained. Section 552.107(1) generally excepts an entire 
communication that is demonstrated to be protected by the attorney-client privilege unless 
otherwise waived by the govemniental body. See Uuie v. DeSlzazo, 922 S.W.2d 920, 923 
(Tex. 1996) (privilege extends to entire communicatioii, including facts contained therein). 

You state that some of the submitted inforniatioii includes correspondence between city 
attorneys and en~ployees. You indicate that these communications were made for the 
pnrpose of facilitating the rendition of professional legal services and that the 
communications have remained confidential. Therefore, based on your representations and 
our review, we find that the comniunications we have ~iiarked are protected under the 
attorney-client privilege and may be withheld under section 552.107 of the Government 
Code. We find: howeyer, tbat you have failed to establish that the reniaiiiiug information 
in Exhibit D coiistit~~tes confidential comniuiiications between protected parties. Therefore, 
the city may not withhold the remaining information in Exhibit D irnder section 552.107. 

We next address your clainis nnder section 552.108 of the Gove~nrnent Codc, which 
provides in pertinent part as follows: 

(a) Inforniatioii held by a law enforcenient agency 01- prosecutor that deals 
with the detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime is excepted from 
[required public disclosure] i f  

( I )  release of the information n>ould interfere with the detection, 
investigation, or prosecutioi~ of crime; 

(2) it is information that the deals wit11 the detection, investigation, 
or prosecution of ci-ime only in relation to an investigation that did 
not result in conviction or deferred adjudication; 

(b) An internal I-ecord or notation ol'a laii~ enforcement agency or prosecutor 
that is maintained for internal use i n  inatters relating to law enforcement or 
prosecution is excepted fro~n [required public disclosure] iF 
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(I)  release of the internal record or notation would interfere with law 
enforcement or prosecution[.] 

Gov't Code 5 552.108(a)-(b)(l). Generally, s~1bscctio1l552.108(a)(l) and552,108(a)(2)are 
mutually exclusive. Section 552.108(a)(1) protects information, the release ofwhich would 
interfere with a particular pending criiuinal investigation or prosecution. In contrast, 
section 552.108(a)(2) protects infomiation that relates to a concluded criminal investigation 
or prosecution that did not result in conviction or deferred adjudication. A go\~ernmental 
body that claims an exception to disclosure under section 552.108 must reasonably explain 
how and why this exception is applicable to the information that the governmental body 
seeks to withhold. See Gov't Code 5 552.301(c)(l)(A); E.rpnrte Pntitt, 551 S.W.2d 706 
(Tex. 1977). You state that the information in Exhibits F, H, and J relates to pending 
criminal cases. Based on this representation, we conclude that the release ofthe information 
we have marked would interfere with the detection, investigation, or prosecutio~i of crime. 
See Hoz~ston Chr-oizicle Publ g Co. v. Cify of Ho~istori, 53 1 S.W.2d 177 (Tex. Civ. 
App.-Houston [l4th Dist.] 1975), rtrit i-ef'd iz.r.e., 536 S.W.2d 559 (Tex. 1976) (court 
delineates law enforcement interests that are present in active cases). Accordingly, you may 
withhold the information we have marked under section 552.108(a)(I) of the Government 
Code. You fail to establish, however, how release of the remaining information in Exhibits 
F, H, and J would interfere with the detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime. Id. 
Therefore, section 552.108(a)(1) is inapplicable to this informatioil, and it may not be 
withheld from disclosure on that basis.' 

Section 552. I08(b)(l) excepts fronip~~blic disclosrlre an internal record ofa law enforcement 
agency that is maintained for internal use in matters relating to law enforcement or 
prosecution if "release of the internal record or notation would interfere with law 
enforcement or vrosecution." See Citv ofFort PV'orth v. Com~ln. 86 S.W.3d 320. 327 iTex. , " 

App.-Austin 2002, no pet.) (section 552.108(b)(1) protects information which, if released, 
would permit private citizens to aiiticipate\\~eaknesses in police dena~tment, avoid detection, 
jeopardize officer safety, and generally undermine police efforts to effectuate state la\vs). 

The statutory predecessor to sectioii 552.108(b)(l) protected informatioli that woiild reveal 
law enforcemcnt tecliniques. See, e.g., Open Records Decision Nos. 53 1 (1 989) (release of 
detailed use of force guidelines would interfere with law enforcement), 456 (1 987) (release 
in advance of information regarding location ofoff-di~ty police officers would interfere with 
law enforcement), 413 (1984) (release of sketch showing security measures to be used at 
next execution would interfere with law enforcement): 409 (1984) (informatioil regarding 
certaiii burglaries protected if it exhibits pattern that reveals investigative tcchniqi~es), 341 
( I  982) (release ofcertain iilfor~nation from Department of Public Safety \vould interfere with 
law enforcemcnt because disclosure would harnpcr departmental efforts to detect ibrgeries 

'AS u.e arc able to make this deterrnin:ition, we do 1101 addrcss your other clainis fix exception ot'this 
in formatior?. 
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ofdrivers' licenses), 252 (1 980) (statutory predecessor was designed to protect investigative 
techniques and procedures used in law enforcement), 143 (1976) (disclosure of specific 
operations or specialized equipment directly related to investigation or detection of crime 
may be excepted). The statutory predecessor to section 552.108(b)(1) was not applicable, 
however, to generally known policies and procedures. See, e.g., Open Records Decision 
Nos. 53 1 at 2-3 (Penal Code provisions, common law n~les ,  and constitutional limitations 
on use of force not protected), 252 at 3 (governmental body failed to indicate why 
investigative procedures and techniques requested were any different from those conimonly 
known). 

A governmental body that relieson section 552.10S(b)(l) must sufficiently explain how and 
why the release of the information wo~ild interfere with law enforce~ilent and crime 
prevention. See Open Records Decision Nos. 562 at 10 (1990), 531 at 2 (1989). You state 
that the submitted records in Exhibit G are "maintained for internal use in matters relating 
to law enforcement[.]" You assert that release of this information would interfere with law 
enforcement and "co~~ld  place officers at a disadvantage in detecting crime." You also 
contend that this infonnation "could give clear advantages to criminals[.]" Based on your 
representations and our review of tlie inforn~ation at issue, we have marked the information 
in Exhibit G that the city may withhold under section 552.108(b)(l) of tlie Govemment 
Code. As you have not sufficiently shown that release of any of the remaining information 
in Exhibit G would interfere with law enforcement and crime prevention, the city may not 
withhold any of the remaining information under section 552.108(b)(l). 

Next, tlie city contends that the yellow highlighted e-mail addresses in Exhibit E are 
excepted from disclosure under section 552.137. Section 552.137 of the Govemment Code 
provides: 

(a) An e-mail address of a me~iiber of the piiblic that is provided for the 
pui-pose of conin~unicatiiig electronically with a goveri~niental body is 
confidential and not subject to disclosure under this chapter. 

(b) Confidential infor~iiation described by this section that relates to a 
member of the public niay be disclosed if the iiiember of the public 
affirniatively consents to its release. 

Gov't Code 5 552.1 37. \Vc note that section 552.137 does not apply to a pliblic cniployee's 
governmental e-mail address or a busiiiess's ge~ieral e-mail or web page address. You do 
not itiiorni us that any memberofthe public has affirmatively consented to tlic release ofany 
c-mail address contained in Exhibit E. Tile city niust, therefore, withliold the e-mail 
addresses that we have marked ~iiider scction 552.137. The remaining e-mail addresses are 
not excepted from piiblic disclos~it-e under scctio~i 552.137, and n ~ a y  not be withllcld on that 
basis. 
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We note that some of the remaining information in Exhibit G is protected by common law 
privacy, which is also encompassed by section 552.101 of the Government Code. The 
common law right of privacy protects information that is ( I )  highly intimate or 
embarrassing, such that its release would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and 
(2) not of legitimate concern to the public. Indtrs. Follt~d. v.  Tex. Indus. Acciderii Bd., 540 
S.W.2d 668 (Tex. 1976). The types of information considered intimate and embarrassing 
by the Texas Supreme Court in Irzdustvinl Follndatiori included information relating to 
sexual assault, pregnancy, mental or physical abuse in the workplace, illegitimate children, 
psychiatric treatment of mental disorders, attempted suicide, and injuries to sexual organs. 
Id. at 683. In addition, this office has found that some kinds of medical information or 
information indicating disabilities or specific illnesses are excepted from required public 
disclosure underconlmon lawprivacy. See Open Records Decision Nos. 470 (1 987) (illness 
from severe en~otional and job-related stress), 455 (1987) (prescription drugs, illnesses, 
operations, and physical handicaps). We have marked the information that tile city must 
withhold pursuant to section 552.101 in conj~~nction with comrnon law privacy. 

In summary, the information in Exhibit I is confidential pursuant to section 143.089(g) of 
the Local Government Code and must be withheld pursuant to section 552.101 of the 
Government Code. The city may withhold (I)  the information in Exhibit R under 
section 552.103 ofthe Government Code; (2) the records we have marked in Exhibit L under 
section 552.106 of the Government Code; (3) the con~munications we have marked in 
Exhibit D under section 552.107 of the Government Code; and (4) the information that we 
have marked in Exhibits F, G, H, and J under section 552.108 of the Government Code. We 
have marked the information that the city must withhold pursuant to section 552.137 ofthe 
Govern~nent Code, and under section 552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with 
common law privacy. The rest of the submitted information niust be released. 

This letter ruling is limited to the pal-ticuiar records at issue in this request and limited to the 
facts as presented to us; therefore, this ruling must not be relied upon as a previous 
determination regarding any other records or any other circumstances. 

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the 
governmental body and of the requestor. For example, governmental bodies are prohibited 
from asking the attorney general to reconsider this ruling. Gov't Code /! 552.301(f). If the 
governmental body wants to challenge this ruling, the governmental body n~ust  appeal by 
filing s ~ ~ i t  i11 Travis Co~lnty within 30 calendar days. Itf. 4 552.324(b). In order to get the 
full benefit of such an appeal, the governmental body must file suit within 10 calendar days. 
I 552.353(b)(3), (c). If the governn~ental body does not appeal this niling and the 
qovernn~ental body does not comply with it, then both the requestor and the attorney general < 

have the right to file suit against the governmental body to enforce this ruling. Id. 
4 552.321(a). 

If' this ruling requires ihc governmental body to release all or part of the rcqiiested 
infornation, the go\~einmentaI body is responsible for taking the next step. Based on the 
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statute, the attorney general expects that, upon receiving this ruling, the governmental body 
will either release the public records promptly pursuant to section 552.221(a) of the 
Government Code or file a lawsuit challenging this ruling pursuant to section 552.324 of the 
Government Code. If the governmental body fails to do one of these things, then the 
requestor should report that failure to the attorney general's Open Government Hotline, toll 
free, at (877) 673-6839. The requestor may also file a complaint with the district or county 
attorney. Id. 3 552.3215(e). 

If this ruling requires or permits the governmental body to withhold all or some of the 
requested information, the requestor can appeal that decision by suing the governmental 
body. Id. 5 552.321(a); Texas Dep't of Pub. Safetj v. Gilbt-eath, 842 S.W.2d 408, 41 1 
(Tex. App.-Austin 1992, no writ). 

Please remember that under the Act the release of information triggers certain proced~ires 
for costs and charges to the requestor. If records are released in compliance with this ruling, 
be sure that a11 charges for the information are at or below the legal amounts. Questions or 
complaints about over-charging must be directed to Hadassah Schloss at the Office of the 
Attorney General at (512) 475-2497. 

If thc governmental body, the requestor, or any other person has questions or comments 
about this ruling, they may contact our office. Although there is no statutory deadline for 
contacting us, the attorney general prefers to receive any comments within 10 calendar days 
of the date of this ruling. 

Sincerely, 

Cindy Nettlcs 
Assistant Attorney General 
Open Records Divisiou 

Enc. Submitted documents 

c: Ms. Cecclia Jones 
News Chaiinel 11 
5600 A\,ciiue A 
Lubbock, Texas 79404 
(wlo enclosures) 


