
September 29,2008

I
~~-------------I

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS I
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Ms. Ellen H. Spalding
Feldman, Rogers, Morris & Grover, L.L.P.
5718 Westheimer Road, Suite 1200
Rouston, Texas 770S7- ---- - -- ---

0R2008-13290

Dear Ms. Spalding:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the
___ Public Informati.QnAct(the_"Act"),_9.hm:J1~I~j2_ofth~ GQye!l11llellJCQ<:l~· _YQ!lJX~9.ll.~twaJL

assigned ID# 322908.

The Eanes Independent School District (the "district"), which you represent, received a
request for any and all legal expenditures for any disability related matters and district's most
recent contracts for all legal representation from May 2006 through April 2007. You state
that you will release some ofthe information. You state the district is redacting some ofthe
responsive information pursuant to the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act
("FERPA"), section 1232g of title 20 of the United States Code. 1 You claim that portions
of the submitted information are excepted from disclosure under section 552.107 of the
Government Code and privileged under Texas Rule of Evidence 503. We have considered
your arguments and reviewed the submitted information.

You state thatyou have redacted the non-responsive portions ofthe Feldman Rogers attorney
fee bills. The district need not release non-responsive information in response to this request
and this ruling will not address that information. See Eeon. Opportunities Dev. Corp. v.
Bustamante, 562 S.W.2d 266 (Tex.App.-San Antonio 1978, writ dism'd).

IWe note that our office is prohibited from reviewing the education records to determine whether
appropriate redactions under FERPA have been made; therefore, we will not address the applicability of
FERPA to any of the submitted information.
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Initially, we note that most ofthe submitted information is subject to section 552.022 of the
Government Code. Section 552.022(a)(3) provides for the required public disclosure of
"iriforniat[on~in an account, voucner; orcontrac1: rerating~totJie ~receipCoiexperiaiture
of public or other funds by a governmental body." Gov't Code § 552.022(a)(3).
Section 552.022(a)(16) provides for the required public disclosUre of"information tliatisi-n---~--

---a-bi-H-for-attomey1.s-fees-and-that-is-not-pr-i-vileged-under-the-attor-ney-Glient-pr-ivilege-P-unless-------
---the information-is-expresslyconfidential under-other-Iaw.-Id.-§ -552.022(a~(-16~ . ExhibitB--

consists ofattorney fee bills which are subject to section 552.022(a)(16). Exhibit C contains
four documents that are c.ontracts between the district and certain law firms which are subject

-------- --- to_section 552.022(a)(3)._Althoughyou_seekJQwitM.1l1dExhibitC®der. s~ctio1155_2.107
--ortlle GovernmentCode, thisse-cilon is adiscretionary exception 1:0 oisdosure that protects

a governmental body's interests and may be waived. See Open Records Decision Nos. 676
at 10-11 (2002) (attorney-client privilege under Gov't Code § 552.1 07(1) may be
waived), 665 at 2 n.5 (2000) (discretionary exceptions generally). As such, section 552.107

--- -- -- is not-other law that makes inJormation cOl1fIdEmtial for the purposes of section 552.()22.
Therefore, the district may not withhold the four contracts in Exhibit C under
section 552.107. However, the Texas Supreme Court has held that "the Texas Rules of
Evidence are 'other law' within the meaning of section 552.022." See In re City of
Georgetown, 53 S.W.3d 328,336 (Tex. 2001). We will therefore consider your argument
under Rule 503 of the Texas Rules of Evidence for the information that is subject to
section 552.022.

Texas Rule of Evidence 503 enacts the attorney-client privilege. Rule 503(b)(1) provides
as follows:

A client has a privilege to refuse to disclose and to prevent any other person
from disclosing confidential communications made for the purpose of
facilitating the rendition of professional legal services to the client:

(A) between the client or a representative of the client ~nd the
client's lawyer or a representative of the lawyer;

(B) between the lawyer and the lawyer's representative;

(C) by the client or a representative of the client, or the client's
lawyer. or a representative of the lawyer, to a lawyer or a
representative of a lawyer representing another party in a pending
action and concerning a matter of common interest therein;

(D) between representatives ofthe client or between the client and a
representative of the client; or
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(E) among lawyers and their representatives representing the same
client.

TEX. R. EVID. 503(b)(1). A communication is "confidential" ifnot intended to be disclosed
to third persons other than those to wnom disclosure is made-in furtlierance ofllie renditi-on----------i

j

. __.__ .__...:~~~:f:~=:::~:~~~r;:~;~~(~~~G;~~~t ..~r-th~s~~~~~~~~~l~-nec€ssaq-fo~-t~~~t~~n~~iss~~~_-.---._.-_-_- .._-__-'---il
I

Thus, in order to withhold attorney-client privileged information from disclosure under
__ .___ __ _.. _Rule.5_03_,l:LgQv_emmentfl.l.bmiy 111USt -eD.§l1c>Wl1}atth.e dQc_lU}l~nti.sa.coll111111J:1ic:ation___

--transrnittedhetweei1.1"rlvilegedpartiesorreveals -a con1identiaT corriinuriiCation; (2) identify
the parties involved in the communication; and (3) show that the communication is
confidential by explaining that it was not intended to be disclosed to third persons and that
it was made in furtherance ofthe rendition ofprofessional legal services to the client. Upon
ademonstratIon o(alI thiee-Iaetors~the ii1.fo:rn:laticin is p1:ivilegedan-d confidentialurider --
Rule 503, provided the client has not waived the privilege or the document does not fall
within the purview ofthe exceptions to the privilege enumerated in Rule 503(d). Pittsburgh
Corning Corp. v. Caldwell, 861 S.W.2d 423, 427 (Tex. App.-Houston [14th Dist.] 1993,
no writ).

You indicate that the information you have marked in the attorney fee bills in Exhibit B
documentsconficlentialcommunicatiens-betweenthedistrict' s- attorneys-and-district ..
employees. You also indicate that the four contracts in Exhibit C are confidential
communications between the district's attorneys and district employees. You state that these
communications and documentation thereof were made for the purposes of facilitating the
rendition of professional legal services to the district. You also indicate that the
communications were intended to be and remain confidential. Upon review, we find that the
district has demonstrated that the documents that we have marked in Exhibit C as well as the
information you have marked in Exhibit B constitute privileged attorney-client
communications under Rule 503. Thus, the district may withhold this information.

We will now address section 552.107 of the Government Code for the remaining document
in Exhibit C. Section 552.107(l) protects information that comes within the attorney-client
privilege. When asserting the attorney-client privilege, a governmental body has the burden
of providing the necessary facts to demonstrate the elements of the privilege in order to
withhold the information at issue. See Open Records Decision No. 676 at 6-7 (2002). The
elements ofthe privilege under section 552.107 are the same as those for Rule 503 outlined
above.

You state that this document is a communication between the district and its attorneys. You
also state that this communication was made in confidence, in furtherance of the rendition
of professional-legal services to the district, and that the communication has remained
confidential. Based on your representations and our review, we find that you have



demonstrated the applicability ofthe attorney-client privilege to the remaining document in
Exhibit C. Accordingly, the district may withhold the document we have marked in Exhibit
C pursuant to sectionS52.107{1)oftheUoveifunentCode.

____ IhisJetter:rulingis lill1it~iltQ Jh~p~l1:iQl.11~ l"~()rds_aii§§ue ill tllisrequest anQ limi!e_d t()!he _
-facts -as -presented to us; -tnerefore,thiS ruling-musT not oe relied upOn-a-s a previolls
determination regarding any other records or any other circumstances.

Ms. Ellen H. Spalding - Page 4

____________ 1

I
I
I
I
I
I

I
I

In summary, the district may witfihOlallie information you liave marKecrillEXliilJifB as well I
as-the-informatien-w€-ha-v€--marhd-in-Rxhibit-G--under-1'exas-Rule-of-Evidence-503.-1'he:--,.--------------!1

----- - -------- --- --district-may-withholdthe information we have marked-in ExhibitCunder-section552.10I____ _ 1

of the Government Code. The remaining information in Exhibit B must be released. I

I

i
i
I

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the
-- -goveiinTIenta1 b·ody andonherequestoi.-Forexample~goverimiental 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 must file suit in
Travis County within 30 calendar days. ld. § 552.324(b). In order to get the full benefit of
such a challenge, the governmental body must file suit within 10 calendar days.
ld. § 552.353(b)(3). If the governmental body does not file suit over this ruling and the
governmental body does not comply with it, then both the requestor and the attorney

-general have the right-to-file-suit~againstth€ governmental-body to enforce this ruling.
ld. § 552.321(a).

If this ruling requires the governmental body to release all or part of the requested
information, the governmental body is responsible for taking the next step. Based on the
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 ofthe
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. ld. § 552.3215(e).

If this ruling requires or permits the governmental body to withhold all or some of the
requested information, the requestor can challenge that decision by suing the governmental
body. ld. § 552,321(a); Texas Dep't ofPub. Safety v. Gilbreath, 842 S.W.2d 408, 411
(Tex. App.-Austin 1992, no writ).

Please remember that under the Act the release ofinformation triggers certain procedures for
costs and charges to the requestor. Ifrecords are released in compliance with this ruling, be
sure that all charges for the information are at or below the legal amounts. Questions or

----- ---~~
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Sincerely,

...c_-fYJ;Ji.jo~~c
Olivia A. Maceo
Assistant Attorney General
Open-Records Division

1-- --

I -

I

I complaints about over-charging must be directed to Hadassah Schloss at the Office of the
I Attorney General at (512) 475-2497. I'

I If the governmental body, the requestor, or any other person has questions or cornments ~ I

-l------~g~~:=~~.----------.--.-----------j
, '
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Ref: ID# 322908

Enc. Submitted documents

c: Ms. Monica Voss
23727 Shadow Creek Court
Katy, Texas 77494
(w/o enclosures)


