GREG ABBOTT

January 9, 2007

Ms. Bernadette Gonzalez

Coordinator, Records and Legal Services
Eanes Independent School District

601 Camp Craft Road

Austin, Texas 78746

OR2007-00355

Dear Ms. Gonzalez:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the
Public Information Act (the “Act”), chapter 552 of the Government Code. Your request was
assigned 1D# 268770.

The Eanes Independent School District (the “district”) received seven requests for
information relating to all seven members of the district’s board of trustees, including
nineteen listed types of information. You state that the requestor has inforimed the district
that it need not release certain categories of information that may be responsive to these
requests.” You inform us that the district will release some of the requested information.
You claim that other responsive information is excepted from disclosure under
sections 552.101, 552.103, 552.105, 552.107, and 552.111 of the Government Code. We
have considered the exceptions you claim and have reviewed the information you submitted,’
We also have considered the comments that we received from the requestor.’

"We note that the requestor does not seek access to the personal e-majl addresses that are contained
in the subniitted information. Therefore, those e-tnail addresses are not responsive to these reguests, and this
decision does net address their public availability.

*This letter ruling assumes that the submitted representative samples of information are truly
representative of the requested information as a whole. This ruling neither reaches nor authorizes the district
to withhold any information that is substantially different from the submitted information. See Gov't Code §§
552.301(e)(1 D), .302; Open Records Decision Nos. 499 at 6 (1988), 497 at 4 (1988).

3See Gov't Code § 552.304 (any person may submit written comments stating why information at issue
in request for attorney general decision should or should not be reieased).
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We first note that the submitted information includes education records. The United States
Department of Education Family Policy Compliance Office (the “DOE") recently informed
this office that the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (“FERPA™), section 1232g
of title 20 of the United States Code, does not permit state and local educational authorities
to disclose to this office, without parental consent, unredacted, personally identifiable
information contained in education records for the purpose of our review in the open records
ruling process under the Act.* Consequently, state and local educational authorities that
receive a request for education records from a member of the public under the Act must not
submit education records to this office in unredacted form, that is, in a form in which
“personally identifiable information” is disclosed. See 34 C.F.R. § 99.3 (defining “personally
identifiable information™). You have submitted, among other things, redacted education
records for our review, Because our office is prohibited from reviewing these education
records to determine the applicability of FERPA, we will not address FERPA with respect
to these records, other than to note that parents have a right of access to their own child’s
education records.” See 20 U.S.C. § 1232g(a)(1)(A); 34 C.F.R. § 99.3. Such determinations
under FERPA must be made by the educational authority in possession of the education
records.® However, we will consider your exceptions to disclosure of the submitted
information under the Act.

We next note that some of the submitted information is subject to section 552.022 of the
Government Code. Section 552.022(a)(1) provides for the required public disclosure of “a
completed report, audit, evaluation, or investigation made of, for, or by a governmental
body,” unless the information is excepted from disclosure under section 552.108 of the
Government Code or expressly confidential under other law. Gov’t Code § 552.022(a)(1).
We have marked information in Exhibit E that constitutes a completed report made of, for,
or by the district. Although you seck to withhold that information under section 552.111 of
the Government Code, that section is a discretionary exception to disclosure that protects a
governmental body’s interests and may be waived. See id. § 552.007; Open Records
Decision Nos. 665 at 2 n.5 (2000) {(discretionary exceptions generally), 470 at 7 (1987)
(statutory predecessor to Gov’t Code § 552.111 subject to waiver). Assuch, section552.111
is not other law that makes information confidential for the purposes of section 552.022.
Therefore, the district may not withhold any of the marked information that is subject to

‘A copy of this letter may be found on the atforney general's website, http//www.
pag.state.ix.us/opinopen/og resources.shtml. '

With regard te your assertion of the attorney-client privilege under section 552.107(1) of the
Government Code, we note that the DOE also has informed this office that a parent’s right of access under
FERPA to information about the parent’s child does not prevail over an educational institution’s right to assert
the attorney-client privilege. Therefore, to the extent that the requestor would have a right of access under
FERPA to any of the information for which you claim the attomey-client privilege, we will address your
assertion of the privilege under section 552.107(1).

“In the future, if the district does obtain parental consent to submit unredacted education records, and
the district seeks a ruling from this office on the proper redaction of those education records in compliance with
FERPA, we wilt rule accordingly,
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section 552.022 under section 552.111. As you claim no other exception to the disclosure
of that information, it must be released.

Next, we address your claimed exceptions to disclosure, beginning with section 552,103 of
the Government Code. This exception provides in part:

(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 subdivision is or may be a party or to which an officer or
employee of the state or a political subdivision, as a consequence of the
person’s office or employment, is or may be a party.

(¢) 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 information for
access to or duplication of the information.

Gov’'t Code § 552.103(a), (¢). A governmental body that claims an exception to disclosure
under section 552.103 has the burden of providing relevant facts and documentation
sufficient to establish the applicability of this exception to the information that it seeks to
withhold. To meet this burden, the governmental body must demonstrate that (1) litigation
was pending or reasonably anticipated on the date of its receipt of the request for information
and (2) the information at issue is related to the pending or anticipated lLitigation. See Univ.
of Tex. Law Sch. v. Tex. Legal Found., 958 S.W.2d 479 (Tex. App.—Austin 1997, no pet.);
Heardv. Housion Post Co., 684 S.W.2d 210 (Tex. App.— Houston [ 1 Dist.] 1984, writref’d
nr.e.). Both elements of the test must be met in order for information to be excepted from
disclosure under section 552.103. See Open Records Decision No. 551 at 4 (1990).

The question of whether litigation is reasonably anticipated must be determined on a case-by-
case basis. See Open Records Decision No. 452 at 4 (1986). To establish that litigation is
reasonably anticipated, a governmental body must provide this office with “concrete
evidence showing that the claim that litigation may ensue is more than mere conjecture.”’ /d.
You assert that the information submitted as Exhibit D relates to anticipated litigation. You
state that prior to the district’s receipt of these requests for information, the requestor filed
complaints against the district with at least four different state and federal agencies, as well

' Among other examples, this office has concluded that litigation was reasonably anticipated where the
opposing party took the following objective steps toward litigation: (1) filed a complaint with the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission (*EEOC™), see Open Records Decision No. 336 (1982); (2) hired an
attorney who made a demand for disputed payments and threatened to sue if the payments were not made
promptly, see Open Records Decision No. 346 (1982); and (3) threatened to sue on several occasions and hired
an attorney, see Open Records Decision No. 288 (1981).
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as several internal grievances. Based on your representations and our review of the
information in question, we conclude that section 552.103 is generally applicable to the
information in Exhibit D.

We note, however, that the opposing party in the anticipated litigation appears to have
already had access to most, if not all, of the information i Exhibit D. The purpose of section
552.103 is to enable a governmental body to protect its position in litigation by forcing
parties to obtain information that is related to litigation through discovery procedures. See
Open Records Decision No. 551 at 4 5 (1990). Ifthe opposing party already has seen or had
access to information that is related to anticipated litigation, through discovery or otherwise,
then there is no interest in withholding such information from public disclosure under
section 552.103. See Open Records Decision Nos, 349 (1982), 320 (1982). Thercfore, to
the extent that the opposing party has already seen or had access to the information in Exhibit
D, the district may not now withhold any such information under section 552.103. To the
extent that the opposing party has not seen or had access to the information in question, it is
excepted from disclosure at this time under section 552.103. We note that the applicability
of this exception ends once the related litigation concludes or is no longer reasonably
anticipated. See Attorney General Opinion MW-575 (1982); Open Records Decision
No. 350 (1982).

Section 552.105 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure information relating to.

(1) the location of real or personal property for a public purpose prior to
public announcement of the project; or

(2) appraisals or purchase price of real or personal property for a public
purpose prior to the formal award of contracts for the property.

Gov’t Code § 552.105. Section 552.105 is designed to protect a governmental body’s
planning and negotiating position with respect to particular transactions. See Open Records
Decision No. 564 at 2 (1990). This exception protects information relating to the location,
appraisals, and purchase price of property only until the transaction is either completed or
aborted. See Open Records Decision Nos. 357 at 3 (1982), 310 at 2 (1982). A governmental
body may withhold information “which, if released, would impair or tend to impair [its]
‘planning and negotiating position in regard to particular transactions.”” Open Records
Decision No. 357 at 3 (quoting Open Records Decision No. 222 (1979)). The question of
whether specific information, if publicly released, would impair a governmental body’s
planning and negotiation position in regard to particular transactions is a question of fact.
Accordingly, this office will accept a governmental body’s good faith determination in this
regard, unless the contrary is clearly shown as a matter of law. See Open Records Decision
No. 564 (1990).
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You state that the marked information in Exhibit H relates to the district’s planning and
negotiation position regarding the real property identified in that information. You also state
that there has been no public announcement regarding the district’s eventual plans for the
property. You assert that disclosure of the information in question could affect the district’s
potential future plans for the identified property. Based on your representations and our
review of the information in question, we conclude that the district may withhold the marked
information in Exhibit H under section 552.105.

Section 552.107(1) of the Government Code 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). First, a governmental body must demonstrate that the information constitutes or
documents a communication. /d. at 7. Second, the communication must have been made
“for the purpose of facilitating the rendition of professional legal services” to the client
governmental body. See TEX. R. EviD. 503(b)(1). The privilege does not apply when an
attorney or representative 1s mvolved 1n some capacity other than that of providing or
facilitating professional legal services to the client governmental body. See In re Tex.
Farmers Ins. Exch., 990 S.W.2d 337, 340 (Tex. App.—Texarkana 1999, orig. proceeding)
(attorney-client privilege does not apply if attorney acting in capacity other than that of
attorney). Governmental attorneys often act in capacities other than that of professional legal
counsel, such as administrators, investigators, or managers. Thus, the mere fact that a
communication involves an attormey for the government does not demonstrate this element.
Third, the privilege applies only fo communications between or among clients, client
representatives, lawyers, and lawyer representatives. See TEX. R. EviD. 503(b)}(1)(A), (B),
(C), (D), (E). Thus, a governmental body must inform this office of the identities and
capacities of the individuals to whom each communication at issue has been made. Lastly,
the attorney-client privilege applies only to a confidential communication, id. 503(b)(1),
meaning it was “not intended to be disclosed to third persons other than those to whom
disclosure is made in furtherance of the rendition of professional legal services to the client
or those reasonably necessary for the transmission of the communication.” Id. 503(a)}(5).
Whether a communication meets this definition depends on the intent of the parties involved
at the time the information was communicated. See Osborne v. Johnson, 954 5.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
communication 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 governmental body. See Huie v. DeShazo, 922 S.W.2d 920, 923
(Tex. 1996) (privilege extends to entire communication, including facts contained therein).

You have marked information in Exhibits C and F that the district seeks to withhold under
section 552.107(1).  You contend that this information consists of confidential
communications between attorneys for the district and their clients that were made in
connection with the rendition of professional legal services. You indicate that the
communications remain confidential. Based on your representations and our review of the
information in question, we conclude that the district may withhold the information that we



Ms. Bernadette Gonzalez - Page 6

have marked under section 552.107(1). As you have not demonstrated that the remaining
information at issue constitutes or documents a confidential attorney-client communication,
the district may not withhold any of that information under section 552.107(1).

Section 552.111 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure “an interagency or
intraagency memorandum or letter that would not be available by law to a party in litigation
with the agency.” Gov’t Code § 552.111. This exception encompasses the deliberative
process privilege. See Open Records Decision No. 615 at 2 (1993). The purpose of
section 552.111 is to protect advice, opinion, and recommendation in the decisional process
and to encourage open and frank discussion in the deliberative process. See Austin v. City
of San Antonio, 630 S.W.2d 391, 394 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 1982, no writ); Open
Records Decision No. 538 at 1-2 (1990). In Open Records Decision No. 615 (1993), this
office re-examined the statutory predecessor to section 552.111 in light of the decision in
Texas Department of Public Safety v. Gilbreath, 842 S,W.2d 408 (Tex. App.—-Austin 1992,
no writ). We determined that section 552.111 excepts from disclosure only those internal
communications that consist of advice, recommendations, and opinions that reflect the
policymaking processes of the governmental body. See Open Records DecisionNo. 615 at 5.
A governmental body’s policymaking functions do not encompass routine internal
administrative or personnel matters, and disclosure of information about such matters will
not inhibit free discussion of policy 1ssues among agency personnel. /d.; see also City of
Garland v. The Dallas Morning News, 22 8. W.3d 351 (Tex. 2000) (Gov’t Code § 552,111
not applicable to personnel-related communications that did not involve policymaking). A
governmental body’s policymaking functions do include administrative and personnel
matters of broad scope that affect the governmental body’s policy mission. See Open
Records Decision No. 631 at 3 (1995). Moreover, section 552.111 does not proteet facts and
written observations of facts and events that are severable from advice, opimons, and
recommendations. See Open Records Decision No. 615 at 5. But if factual information is
so inextricably intertwined with material involving advice, opinion, or recommendation as
to make severance of the factual data impractical, the factual information also may be
withheld under section 552.111. See Open Records Deciston No. 313 at 3 (1982).

This office also has concluded that a preliminary draft of a document that is intended for
public release in its final form necessanily represents the drafter’s advice, opinion, and
recommendation with regard to the form and content of the final document, so as to be
excepted from disclosure under section 552.111. See Open Records Decision No. 559 at 2
{1990) (applying statutory predecessor). Section 552.111 protects factual information in the
draft that also will be included in the final version of the document. See id. at 2-3. Thus,
section 552,111 encompasses the entire contents, inciuding comments, underlining,
deletions, and proofreading marks, of a preliminary draft of a policymaking document
that will be released to the public in its final form. See id. at 2.

You seek to withhold some of the remaining information, as marked in Exhibits E and G,
under section 552.111. You contend that the information in question includes internal.
communications consisting of advice, opinion, and recommendations reflecting the district’s
policymaking processes, as well as drafts of policymaking documents. Having considered
all of your arguments and reviewed the information at issue, we conclude that the district
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may withhold the information that we have marked under section 552.111. As we conclude
that vou have not shown that this exception is applicable to any of the remaining information
at issue, the district may not withhold any of that information under section 552.111.

Next, we address your claims under section 552.101 of the Government Code.
Section 552.101 excepts from disclosure “information considered to be confidential by law,
either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision.” Gov’t Code § 552.101. This
exception encompasses information that other statutes make confidential. You raise
section 552.101 in conjunction with section 21,355 of the Education Code, which provides
that “[a] document evaluating the performance of a teacher or administrator is confidential.”
Educ. Code § 21.355. This office has interpreted section 21.355 to apply to any document
that evaluates, as that term 1s commonly understood, the performance of a teacher or an
administrator. See Open Records Decision No. 643 (1996). In Open Records Decision
No. 643, we determined that for purposes of section 21.355, the word “teacher” means a
person who is required to and does in fact hold a teaching certificate under subchapter B of
chapter 21 of the Education Code or a school district teaching permit under section 21.055
and who is engaged in the process of teaching, as that term is commonly defined, at the time
of the evaluation. See Open Records Decision No. 643 at 4. We also determined that the
word “administrator” in section 21.355 means a person who is required to and does in fact
hold an administrator’s certificate under subchapter B of chapter 21 of the Education Code
and is performing the functions of an administrator, as that term i1s commonly defined, at the
time of the evaluation. /d.

You assert that information in Exhibits F and G is confidential under section 21.355. Having
considered your arguments and reviewed that information, we conclude that you have not
demonstrated that section 21.355 is applicable to any of the information in question, We
therefore conclude that the district may not withhold any of the submitted information under
sectionn 552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with section 21.355 of the
Education Code.

You also claim that information in Exhibits F and G 1s confidential under article 20.02 of the
Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, Article 20.02(a) provides that “[t]he proceedings of the
grand jury shall be secret.” Crim. Proc. Code art. 20.02(a). Having reviewed the information
that you seck to withhold on this basis, we conclude that you have not demonstrated how or
why any of the information in question reveals the proceedings of a grand jury. Therefore,
the district may not withhold any of the submitted information under section 552.101 in
conjunction with article 20.02 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

You also raise section 552.101 in conjunction with common-{aw privacy. The common-law
right to privacy protects information that is highly intimate or embarrassing, such that its
release would be highly objectionable to a person of ordinary sensibilities, and of no
legitimate public interest. See [ndus. Found v. Tex. Indus. Accident Bd., 540
S.W.2d 668, 685 (Tex. 1976). Common-law privacy encompasses the specific types of
information that are held to be intimate or embarrassing in Industrial Foundation. See id.
at 683 (information relating to sexual assault, pregnancy, mental or physical abuse
workplace, illegitimate children, psychiatric treatment o mental disorders, attempted suicide,
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and injuries to sexual organs). This office has determined that other types of information
also are private under section 552.101. See generally Open Records Decision No. 659 at4-5
(1999) (summarizing information attorney general has held to be private).

Common-law privacy also protects certain types of personal financial information. This
office has determined that financial information that relates only to an individual ordinarily
satisfies the first element of the common-law privacy test, but the public has a legitimate
interest in the essential facts about a financial transaction between an individual and a
governmental body. See Open Records Decision Nos. 600 at 9-12 (1992) (identifying public
and private portions of certain state personnel records), 545 at 4 (1990) (attorney general has
found kinds of financial information not excepted from public disclosure by common-law
privacy to generally be those regarding receipt of governmental funds or debts owed to
governmental entities), 523 at 4 (1989) (noting distinction under common-law privacy
between confidential background financial information fumished to public body about
individual and basic facts regarding particular financial transaction between individual and
public body), 373 at 4 (1983) (determination of whether public’s interest in obtaining
personal financial information is sufficient to justify its disclosure must be made on case-by-
case basis).

You have marked information in Exhibits F and G that the distrnict seeks to withhold on
privacy grounds. We note that the information in question relates to current or former
officials and employees of the district. As this office has often noted, the public generally
has a legitimate interest in information concerning public employment and public employees.
See Open Records Decision Nos, 562 at 10 (1990) (personnel information does not involve
most intimate aspects of human affairs, but in fact touches on matters of legitimate public
concern), 470 at 4 (1987) (public has legitimate interest in job qualifications and
performance of public employees); 444 at 5-6 (1986) (public has legitimate interest in
knowing reasons for dismissal, demotion, promotion, or resignation of public employees);
423 at 2 (1984) (scope of public employee privacy 1s narrow). We have marked personal
financial and other private information in Exhibit (3 that the district must withhold under
section 552.101. We conclude that none of the remaining information at issue is protected
by common-law privacy, and the district may not withhold any of the remaining information
on that basis under section 552.101.

We note that section 552.117 of the Government Code may be applicable to some of the
remaining information.® Section 552.117(a)(1) excepts from public disclosure the home
address and telephone number, social security number, and family member information of
a current or former official or employee of a governmental body who requests that this
information be kept confidential under section 552.024 of the Government Code. Whether

SUnlike other exceptions to disclosure, this office will raise section 552.117 on behalf of a
governmental body, as this excepiion is mandatory and may not be waived. See Gov't Code §§ 552.007, .352;
Open Records Decision No. 674 at 3 n.4 (2001} (mandatory exceptions), '
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a particular item of information is protected by section 552.117(a)(1) must be determined at
the time of the governmental body’s receipt of the request for the information. See Open
Records Decision No. 530 at 5 (1989). Thus, information may only be withheld under
section 552.117(a)(1) on behalf of a current or former official or employee who made a
request for confidentiality under section 552.024 prior to the date of the govermmental body’s
receipt of the request for the information. Information may not be withheld under
section 552.117(a)(1) on behalf of a current or former official or employee who did not
timely request under section 5§52.024 that the information be kept confidential.

We have marked information that must be withheld under section 552.117(a)(1) if it
concerns a current or former district official or employee who requested confidentiality for
the information under section 552.024 prior to the district’s receipt of these requests for
information. We note that a post office box number is not a “home address” for purposes
of section 552.117.°

Lastly, we note that some of the remaining information appears to be protected by copyright.
A governmental body must allow inspection of copyrighted information unless an exception
to disclosure applies to the information. See Attorney General Opinion JM-672 (1987). An
officer for public information also must comply with copyright law, however, and is not
required to furnish copies of copyrighted information. /d. A member of the public who
wishes to make copies of copyrighted information must do so unassisted by the governmental
body. In making copies, the member of the public assumes the duty of compliance with the
copyright law and the risk of a copyright infringement suit. See Open Records Decision
No. 550 at 8-9 (1990).

In summary: (1) to the extent that the opposing party in the anticipated litigation has not
already seen or had access to the information in Exhibit D, the district may withhold that
information at this time under section 552.103 of the Government Code; (2) the district may
withhold the information that you have marked in Exhibit H under section 552.105 of the
Government Code; (3) the district may withhold the information that we have marked under
section 552.107(1) of the Government Code; (4) the district may withhold the information
that we have marked under section 552.111 of the Government Code; (5) the district must
withho!d the marked information that is confidential under section 552.101 of the
Government Code in conjunction with common-law privacy; and (6) the district must
withhold the information that we have marked under section 552.117(a)(1) of the
Government Code if it concerns a current or former district official or empioyee who timely
requested confidentiality for the information under section 552.024 of the Government Code.
The district must release the rest of the submitted information, including the marked

"See Gov't Code § 552.117; Open Records Decision No. 622 at 4 (1994) (legisiative history makes
clear that purpose of Gov’t Code § 552.117 is to protect public employees from being harassed af home) (citing
House Committee on State Affairs, Bill Analysis, H.B. 1976, 69th Leg, (1985); Senate Committee on State
Affairs, Bill Analysis, H.B. 1976, 69th Leg. (1983)) {emphasis added). '
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information that is subject to section 552,022 of the Government Code. Information that is
protected by copyright must be released in accordance with copyright law. This ruling does
not address the applicability of FERPA to the submitted information. Should the district
determine that all or portions of the submitted information consists of “education records”
subject to FERPA, the district must dispose of that information in accordance with FERPA,
rather than the Act.

This letter ruling is limited to the particular 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 must appeal by
filing suit in Travis County within 30 calendar days. /d. § 552.324(b). In order to get the full
benefit of such an appeal, the governmental body must file suit within 10 calendar days.
fd. § 552.353(b)3), (c). If the governmental body does not appeal 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 against the governmental body to enforce this ruling.
Id. § 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 Jawsuit 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. § 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. § 552.321(a); Texas Dep’t of Pub. Safety v. Gilbreath, 842 S'W.2d 408, 411
(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, be
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 (512) 475-2497. '
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If the governmental body, the requestor, or any other person has questions or comments
about this ruling, they may contact our office. Although there 1s no statutory deadline for
contacting us, the attorney general prefers to receive any comments within 10 calendar days
of the date of this ruling.

erely,

W

Janies W. Mo
Assistant Attormey General
Open Records Division

JTWM/jww

Ref:  ID# 268770

Enc: Submitted documents

c: Ms. Dianna Pharr
2204 Westlake Drive

Austin, Texas 78746
(w/o enclosures)



