
'We assume that the representative salnple oirccords subiiiirted to this oflice is trtiiy rcprc.sentativc 
of the requested records as a whole. See Opeii Records Decision Nos. 499 (i988), 497 (1988). This open 
records letter does not reach, and therefore does llot authorize thc withholding of, ally oilrer requested records 
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Section 552.108(a) excepts fromdisclosu~-e "[i]nformation held by a law enforcement agency 
or prosecutor that deals with the detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime. . . if: (1) 
release of the information would interfere with the detection, investigation, or prosecution 
of crime." Generally, a governmenral body claiming section 552.108 must reasonably 
explain how and why the release of the requested information would interfere with law 
enforcement. See Gov't Code 8s 552.108(a)(I), (b)(l), .30l(e)(l )(A); .see cdso Exppnrte 
Pr~fitt. 551 S.W.2d 706 (Tex. 1977). I11 this instance, you assert that the sample of 
information responsive to Category 4, which consists of police report number 06060309, 
pertains to a pending criminal investigation. Yon also assert that release of the samples of 
information responsive to Categories 2 and 3 ofthe request, which include information about 
the officer's background and training, would interfere with this criminal investigation 
because they could be used at trial to itndermine the officer's credibility and qualifications 
as a witness. Based on these representations and our review of the submitted information, 
we concliide that therelease of the submitted information would interfere with the detection, 
investigation, or prosecution of crime. See Houston Clzr-onicle Puhl'g Co. v. Cia/ of 
Ho~rsroi1, 531 S.W.2d 177 (Tex. Civ. App.-Houston [14th Dist.] 1975). writ ref'd n.r.e. per 
curiam. 536 S.W.2d 559 (Tex. 1976) (coort delineates law enforcement interests that are 
present in active cases). Accordingly, the city may withhold the submitted information unde~ 
section 552.108(a)(1) of the Government Code. 

This letter ruling is limited to tlre particular records at issue i n  this request and limitecl to the 
fricts as presented to us; t11ereio1.e. this ruling Innst not be relied upon as a previous 
determination regarding any other records or any other circin~istances. 

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the 
governmental body and of the requestor. For example, govern~nental bodies are prohibited 
from asking the attorney general to reconsider this ruling. Gov't Code $ 552.301(f). If the 
governmenral body wants to challen~e this ruling. the governmental body must appeal by 
filing suit in'l'ravis County within 30 calendar days. Id. $552.324(b). In order to get the full 
benefit of sucl~ an appeal, tlre govet-nmental body must file suit wilhin I0 calendar days. 
Id. 5 552.353(h)(3), (c). If tlre govet-ni-riental body cioes not appeal this ruling and the 
govcriimental body does not con~ply with i t ,  thcn both the requestor and the attorney 
general have the right to file suit against the governmental hoily to enforce this ruling. 
Id.  $ 552.321(a). 

IS tlris ruling requires the governmental body to release all or part of the requested 
information, the governmental body is responsible fol- taking the next step. Bascd on the 
statute, the attorney general expects that, upon receiving this rnling_ the governmental body 
will either release the public recoi-ds promptly pursnant to sectioii 552.221(a) of the 
Ciove~-ninci~l Code or file a 1;1wsuit ch;illcngjrig this rulingpul-sitant to section 552.324 ol'the 
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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. 8 552.3215(e). 

If this ruling I-eqi~ires or permiis the go\/ertlmental body to withholtl all 01- some of the 
requested information, the requestor can appeal that decision by suing the govern111ental 
body. Id. 8 552.321(a); Texas Dep't of Piih. Sde iy  v. Gilhrenth, 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 procedures for 
costs and charges to the requestor. If records are released in compliance with this ruling, he 
sure that all 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 (5  12) 475-2497. 

If the governmental body, the requeslor, or any other person has questions or conilnents 
about this ruling, they may contact OLII- 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, 

Assistant Attorney General 
Open Records Division 

Ref: ID# 278385 

Enc. S~~htnlttcd documents 

C:  Mr. Matthew K. McCotialiciy 
Law Office of Matthew K. McCoiial~ay 
P.O. Box 77 
Peaster, Texas 76485 
(W/O enclosures) 


