
1, 12 

Dillard, 
of 

Nichols, Jackson, 

POST OrliCL Box I 

1 

& 

1612 

AUST!~, 78711 (52)4G3-2100 ,·rEXASt\TT()R~ Eye LN ERA L,GOV 

An l:.qud! Emr/(J)'ffll!tlt OpporturlJfY Employer • Pnnrtd Oft Hayr:ied 



2 

legal services to the or necessary for 
" 503(a)(5). Whether a communication meets this 

depends on the intent of the parties involved at time the infonnation was 
Osborne v. Johnson, 954 S.W.2d 180, 184 (Tex. App.-Waco 1997, orig. proceeding). 
Moreover, the may elect to waive the privilege at any time, a governmental 

must explain that confidentiality of a communication has been maintained. 
Section 1 07( 1) generally excepts an entire communication that is demonstrated to 
protected the attorney-client privilege unless otherwise waived by the body. 

v. DeSha::.o, 922 S.W.2d 920, 923 (Tex. 1996) (pnvIlege 
including facts contained therein). 

requested inforn1ation, which you 
communications between the city's attorney 

were made in furtherance the rendition of professional legal services to 
the communications were made m confidence, and that confidentiality 

Based on your representations and our review, we find have 
ofthe to the at 
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