
G R E G  A B B O T T  

May 2: 2007 

Ms. Chelsea Thornton 
Assistant General Counsel 
Office of the Governor 
P.O. Box 12428 
Austin, Texas 787 I I 

Dear Ms. Thornton: 

You ask whether certain information is subject to req~iired public disclosiire untler the 
Public Information Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 of the Government Code. Your request was 
assigned DM27629 1 .  

The. Office of the Governor (tire "governor") received a scqiiest for copies of all compliance 
aiid \,crific:ition I-epoi-is for tliii-iy-six specific enti~ies tlrat have I-eceiveti rnoiicy from the 
Texas Enlerpr-ise Fui~tl. You cl;rim that the sitbi~~iueti iiifosmation is excepted finm 
disclosure tinder sectioil 552.1 10 of tile Govwnment Code.' You also believe that the 
submitted information may contain proprietary information that is subject to exception under 
the Act and, pursuant to section 552.305 of the Government Code, state that you will notify 
tile intel-ested third parties of the request and of their opportlinily to siibinit comments to this 
office.' See Gov't Code $ 552.305 (permitting interested third party to submit to attorney 
eenei-ai reasons wtiy r-equestetl information should not be released); Open Records Decision " 
No. 542 (1990) (dctcrriiiiriiig iiiat statiitory predccc.ssor l o  sectioii 552.305 perinits 
go\~es~in~i i ia l  body to r-cly oir iirtcresteti thil-ii pal-ty to raise aiicl cxplain applicability of 
exccj>tioii to tlisclosuse i i i  ccriaiii cil-ciiinsianccs). Wc Iravc I-zceivetl cosresporrcie~icc fro111 

' ~ l t l i o i i ~ l i  hoili ihc govcriiorand I<tii/raisc seclions 552.1Oh,552.l07, and 552.1 I loi'illcC;o\,ciiiincni 
Codc, tiicy li;ivc jini\,iilzd no ;ii-gtiiiiciics chjiiaiiiiiig how tl~esc cxccpiions arc applicahlc to llic siihiniitcd 
iiiloriiintioii. l'licrcforc, we do in01 addscss liicsc exceprioni. Gov't Coilc $ 55230l(c)( i)(A).  

'i'lic iiiicretcd tliiid pasiics are Coi~iiisyis'idc Fin:iiiciai, Tcr;is A I ~ M  Lcsicoii. W:isIiingtoii Muiti;~! 
13aiih ('Wasliiiigton"). Scnr:iiccii, Iiic.. Vouglic, U'THSC. MIIA. GEMS. 1'yso:i I7c,iids. '1-cxtis Eircrfy Cciiter, 
'!'cx;is ii~sirii~iiciii,Fli~!n: i)cpoi.('ilgo i'eiiuieiimCoipor;~iioii ("i'!i:O'). Ciih~lii's, M~ii i~i iI~iiegraicd Products, 
l<iiiz l:oiid i'iiiil~~cis. iiic ('Iluiz"~, Hiiii1siii;iii. K(iyii Slccri i l~.  1l;iyiiicon Coiiipony ('Raytiicoii"). O&Il USA, 
!.cc C'oiit;iincs. Stijicr!i>i Eshca Cii~iiri,~iiiir.;iti~j~is, B;iyloi C ~ ~ ! l c ~ , c  o i  hicdiciiie. 1,cni i i  'l'igse. liilii~:ii Clicesc, 
S;iiidcisii~i i:tisini>. Siiio $i~cii;,i;!,~;un :\isci:iii. Alll', S:ii,isiiilg. '1'-iiiliiiiilc. '1'iii~i~i:~aih. iic~vli.ii-l~;ich~~rcl. 
bliiiivzi. IVccIs I2i>ixIs, ;iilLI 7 s ; ~ ; ~  i:!igincs ;a110 Aiit>y 1't)Iyi~i~:rs. 
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Citgo, Raytheon, Ruiz, Sematech, and Washington. We have considered the submitted 
arguments ancl reviewed the submitted information. 

Initially, we note that thesi~bmitted information doesnot include coinpiiance and verification 
reports for the follo~ving requested entities: Texas A&M Lexicon, Vought, UTHSC, MDA, 
GEMS, Texas Enel-gy Cei-itei-. Texas Iristi-iiir-ients, Moiiie Depot. Cabela's, Huntsmtin, Koyo 
Steering. O&D USAI Lee Conttiiner, S~rpei-ior Esscx Comniiiiiications, Baylor College of 
Medicine, Learn Kc Tigre, Milmar Cheese, Sanderson Farins, Sino Sweai-ingen Aircraft, T- 
Mobile, Tor-chmark, Heivlett-Packard. Motiva, Newly Weds Foods, arid Trace Engines ancl 
Alloy Polyiners. We therefore assume that the governor has released any infoi-mation that 
is I-elated to these entities, to the extent that such i~iformation existed when the governor 
received the request. If not, then the governor must release any sucli information at this 
time.' See Gov't Code $ 5  552.301, ,302: Open Records Decision No. 664 (2000) (if 
govei-ni-irental body concludes that no exceptions apply to requested information, i t  must 
release information as soori as possible). 

We note that an interested third party is allowed ten business ctaps arter tlie date of its receipt 
of the gover-nmeiital body's notice under section 552.305(d) to sirbinit its reasons. i f  any, as 
to why information rel~lting to that party slrould be withheld from public disclosure. See 
Gov't Code 5 552.305(d)(2)(B). As of the date of this decisioii, we have only received 
arguments from Cilgo, Raytheon, Ruiz, Sematech, and Washirigton exp1ainir.g why their 
iiifoi-niation should riot be released. Therefore, we determine that none of the other iiitcrested 
13irrties have deinonstratcd that any of the submitted inform:ition is confidential or proprietary 
fol- purposes of the Act. See id. $ $  552.101, ,110; Open Iiecoi-its Decision Nos. 55% at 5 
11  990); 661 at 5-6 (1999). 

7 I he goverrioi-, Citgo, Rayiheoii. aiid Kuiz asscri that a portioii oitlic subiniticct iiiioi-ination 
nray not he disclosed because the iiifor-mation at issue has been iiiade corifidciitial by 
agreement or assiirances. i~lowever: information is not co~rfidcntial uiider the Aci siinply 
because tlie p:lity subniittiiig the inforiiiatiori anticipates or requests [hat i t  be kept 
confitlciitial. Ii?t/!is. Foiciid, 1,. 7c.i. Iiidiis. Acciili.i~t K t i .  540 S.W.2d 668, 677 (7'ex. 1976). 
I n  other wortls, a govei-iiiiiental body cairiiot, tiiroiig1-i ail agrccrilciit or coiitr;ict. o\~cri-itlc or 
rel'eal provisions of the Act. Attorney Gcircral Opiiiioii JM-672 (1987); Opcii Rccoi-ds 
I>c.cisioii Nos. 541 at 3 (1990) ("[Tjiic ohlig;ltioi~s of a govei-iriiiental !)oily rtiitlci- [the 
jxcdecessoi- lo tile Act] caiiiioi he corirproriiisetl sin~piy hy its ciccisioii to ciitcr iiito a 
coiiil-act."); 201 at 1 (1978) (nicre cxpcct:ltioii of coiiSiticiltinlity by pcrsoii i~pply ing  
iiifor-rnaiion docs not sntis1y rec~uirciiieirts of'statutory prciicccsoi-io Goi't Coiic 3 552. I 10). 
Coiistq~~cntly. uiilcss tile inforniaiioii kills witliiii :in exccptioii to iiisclosurc. i t  i r ? i i u t  bc 
released, iiot\vitlistar?di~ig any expectatioiis o r  agreciriciit specii:vi!ig otiiei-i-irisz. 
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The governor, Ruiz, and Washington assert that a portion of the submitted information is 
excepted 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 is considered to be confidential under other constitntionai. statutory, or decisional law. 
S e f ~  Open Records Decision Nos. 600 at 4 (1992) (constitutional privacy), 478 at 2 ( i  987) 
(statutory confidentiality), 61 1 at 1 (1992) (common-law privacy). Common-la\? privacy 
protects the interests of individiials, not those of corporate and other business entities. See 
Open Records Decision Kos. 620 (1993) (corporation has no right to privacy), 192 (1978) 
(right to privacy is designed pi-itnarily to protect human feelings and sensibilities, rather than 
property, business, or other pecuniary intet-ests); scr cilso U~iiteci Srcitc.~ 1,. Morioii Sdi Co., 
338 U.S. 632, 652 (1950) (cited in  Rose~i v. h/attiic~t,.r Co~z.sir. Co.. 777 S.W.2tl 434 (Tex. 
App.-Hou.stoii [l4"' Dist.] 1989), r.ev'c1 oil other groiliit1.c.. 796 S.W.2d 692 (Tex. 1990)) 
(corporation has no right to privacy). Neither the governor, Ruiz, nor Washington, have 
directedour attention to any law iindei- which any ofthe siihiriitted iilformcltion is considered 
to be confidential for the pul-poses of section 552.101. Therefore, !he governor may not 
withhold any of the subiiiitted information under ihis exception. 

Raytheon seeks to witiiliolcl a portion of its submitted infol-mation undei-section 552.102 of 
rile Gouei-nment Code. Section 552.102 excepts fioiii public disclosure "infot-mation in a 
permnne"Iile. the tiisclosure of whicli woiild constitute a clearly unwarranted iiivasion of 
personal pi-ivacyj.]" Go\"t Code 3 552.102(a). Scctioii 552.l02(3) is applicable to pel-sonnel 
iiifoi-nlation lh3t relates to public of'fici;:ls and eiiiployees. Set Open Records Decision 
No. 327 at 2 (1982) (anything relating to employee's einploymen! and its terns coiistitirtes 
informatiotr relevant to person's einployinent relatioilship and is part of. cniployee's 
personnel fiie). As tlie inforrn;ition at issue does no! consist of personnel iiiformation 
pertaining to public officials or employees, tione of this iiifoi-matioii 111;iy be witiiiield under 
section 552.10'2 of the Govei-ninent Code. 

Botll Ruiz ailti Wasliiiigioi~ raise sccticin 552,104 ofthe Government Code. Sectioii 552.104 
cscepts froni discios~ire "iiif'orniution that, i f  relecrseti, \voiiItl give i:tlva~itage to a coiiipctitor 
us biiitlei-." Gov't Code 3 552, IO-i(n). l-io\vcvei-, scciioii 552, I04 is ;I tli!,ci-clion:ii-y exception 
ih;:t I > I . ~ I C C I S  oiily the iiiti'icsts (if  ii g~vc!s~i~i?eii~;~I hod),. : I  ~Iisiiiigiiisiied i'roiii csccptions 
wliicli arc iiiteiitiec! !o pi-otcct tlic iiitei-ests of tliii-ti parties. ,S'i,r Oi-icii Rccortls 1)ecision 
Nos. 592 (199 I )  (statutory prcdeccssos to Gov't Coclc $552.  I04 ticsi$iied to psotcct interests 
of a governniental body i n  a coii?{?etitiue siiuatioii. :iii(I riot iiileicsi.s of pt.ii;itc p:!t-ties 
siibiiiiltiiigi~ii'oi~mcitioii Lo ilic goveiilirieni). 522 ( 1  989) (tliso-e!ion;:i!. exceptintis iii gciieral). 
As ilic govwnc?r 118s suhinittctl ilo nrguiiicnis untlci- scciioii 552.10-1. the govcriior I I I ; : ~  not 
\vitiiliolii any the suhiiiiiied iiiformation ~itidei- this excc1?l.io11. Sro Ope11 Recorils ilecisioii 
No. 592 ( l 9 9 i )  (sovci-ririicntnl bod); in;!); \\l;~ive scctioii 552. 104). sc,c. iilso Gov't Code 
$ 552.301 (c)( l  ) (A ) .  

Scciioi: 551.1 10 jiroiczis tlic [?ropi~ict;is); iii!eic~ls of' 111-is:iic l i c i r l i ~ '  by escci?lii~g fro111 
I i s l s ~ e  t o  I .  I '  i ~ o r ~ i i o i ~ :  !ri:d~ S C C ~ C I S  ;itid c~iniiiesci;~l os fiiiaiicial iirloi-iii;:tioii 
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the release of which would cause a third party substantial competitive harm. 
Section 552.llO(a) of the Government Code excepts from disclosure "[a] trade secret 
obtained from a person and privileged or confidential by statute or judicial decision." Id. 
$ 552.1 IO(a). ThC Texas Supreme Court has adopted the definition of trade secret from 
section 757 of the Restatement of Torts. E-bcie C o ~ p .  1,. H~!fji'ries, 314 S.W.2d 763 
(Tex. 1958); s r e  ciiso Open Recortis Decision No. 552 at 2 (1990). Sectioil 757 provides that 
;I trade secret is 

any formula, pattern, device or coinpilation of information which is used i n  
one's business, and w!~ich gives h i~n  an opportunity to obtain an advanrase 
over competitors who do not know or use it.  It may be a formula for a 
chemical compound, a process of mnnufacturing, treating or preserving 
materials, a pattern for a machine or other device; oi- a list of customers. It 
differs from other secret information in  a hiisiness . . . i n  that i t  is not 
simply information as to single or eplierrieral events i n  tlie conduct of the 
business. . . . A tritde secret is o proceis 01- tlevice for cont in~io~~s  use i i i  the 
operation oftlie business. . . . [lt may] relate to tire sale of goods or to other 
ope]-ations i n  the biisiness. siicli as a code for determining discounts, rebates 
or other concessions in  a price list or catalogue, or a ljsi of specialized 
customers, or a method of bookkeeping or other office rnaiiageiiient 

RESTATIIMENT OF TORTS $ 757 cm(. h (1939); .we iiiso i-ltlffirles, 314 S.W.2d at 776. In 
determining whether particular information constitiites a trade secret, this office considers 
the Restatement's definition of trade secret as well as tile Restatenlent's lisi of' six trade 
secret i~~actors.' RES'I.ATEM\.II-:NT OF TORTS $ 757 cmt. h (I 939). ?.!,is office 112s held that if 
;I govesiiine~~ial botiy iukcs iio position with regal-cl to tile ;ipi~licatioti of tlie trade secl-et 
hi-aiicl~ oiscctinii 552.1 10 lo I-ecjiiisicti iiit'orniatioi~. we iiiust accept u pi-ivctte pel-son's claim 
foi- exceptioii as valid ~~iiiicr tllcit braiicl~ i f  that pci-so11 csialtiis1?es a priinn fiicie casc for 
exception anti no argument is si~biiiittcci that rebuts the cliiim as a matter of law. 
Open Recorcis Decisioii No, 552 at 5-6 (1990). Ilowevei-, we cannot concliide that 
section 552.1 lO(aj applies uiiless it lias hceii sliorvii that tlie inibrcnntion nieets thc definition 
oSa tr-atle secret and the necessary f;ictoi-s liavc bcen ticirionstraied to cstablisli a trade secret 
claim. Sec Ope11 Records Decision No. 402 (1933). 

~ 2 .  1'I:c iollowi~ig ;arc i l ~ c  S I X  t't:clo!s tl::i~ i l ~  I<CS~;I~CI:IC,I: ~ i v c k  i;i<Jiciii 01' ~.vI~ctlier~ i ~ ~ S u ~ ~ i ~ ; i t i o ~ i  

c ~ > ~ i s t i t ~ ~ t c s  traclc secret: ( I )  llic cs tc~>t  10 \~l>icli tlic in f (~~~~in ; i l io , :  1s k r i o ~ v i i  c>iil>i~Ic ol'ltlic cor~ipariy]; (2) lllc 

cstcrit 111 wliicli i t  is kiioivn h) ci:ipioyi.es and  oilici-s invol icd  ii i  ltlic c(~iiijioiiy.s/ biisiiicss; (.3) llic cxiciit or 
riicasui-cs t;ihcir lhy /tiic coriipnn).] to giianl tlic secrcc). of tlic iiiii~riiiation; (4 )  ilic ~ a l i i c  of tlic iiif<~riiiation lo 

jilie coinpnnyl tind [its] coinl)ctitors; (5) ilic ainoiliii o i  cffoi-1 or i:ione) cspciidcd h y  Iilic co:iipaiiyl ii: 

i i c v ~ i o ~ ~ i r i g  tile i r i io i i i i , i i i i~n:  ((1) Ihe c;i.sc or ~l:l'jiciiIly ivill: wI>icli tlic infi,i-in;,tinii c<ilaIcl l ~ c  jiropeily ;icqitircd 
I N  ii~iplicatsil h y  i~iiicrs. Rcsr~~~-~:\ics-r (I!; 'l'oitrs $ I57 ciii;. I>  (193%); .st'c ~ ; / . Y ( J  Oi>eii Recoi-ds Ilccisioi~ 
Nos. 7 I9  ;it ?! ( 1 9 8 2 ) .  306 ;I[ 2 [19X?j, 2.55 ;it '2 ( t ~ l X O j .  
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Section 552.1 10(b) excepts from disclosure "[cjommercial or financial information for 
which i t  is demonstrated based on specific factual evidence that disclosure would cause 
substantial competitive harm to the person froin whom the inforniatioli was obtained." Gov't 
Code $ 552.1 10(b). Section 552.1 10(b) requires a specific factual or evidentiary showing, 
not concl~i.sory or gener;iIized allegations, that substantial competitive injury would likely 
result from release of the requested information. See Open Record Decision No. 661 at 5-6 
(1999) (business enterprise must show by specific factual e\'ideiice th:~! rclease of 
inroriiiatio~i would cause i t  siibstantiai competitive h ~ r m ) .  

Citgo. R~iiz, and Sernnteclr argue that release of theiriiifoi-ni;rtiori would harm the governor's 
ability to atti-act qualified bidders in  the future. This argumeiit relies on the test aiino~inced 
in Niitiorzc~l Pfirks pertaining to tlie applicability of the section 552jb)(4) exeiiipiion of the 
fecier-a1 Freedom of Information Act lo third party information held by a federal entity. See 
N<tiionni Pr~rks & Coiiser-vcitioir Ass'il 1,. Mortoil, 498 F.2d 765 (D.C. Cir. 1974): see also 
Criticiii itfiiss Energy Project v. Nttcletrr Regrr/ciio~:\, Cii17ti11'11, 975 F.2d 87 i (D.C. Cii-. 
1992). cert. tieriic,ci, 507 U.S. 984 (1993) (commercial inforlnation is excepted from required 
piiblic disclosiire if information is voluntarily s~ibrnitted to goyeriimeiit and i~rtoi-iiiation is 
of ;i kind that the provider tvo~lld not c~i~toiliarily iiiiike available to tlie public). Althoiigh 
tiiis office at one time applicd the h'riiioili~i Piirks test to tile st;rtutory pretlecessor to 
sectioii 552. I 10, that staiidarci was ovei-tiirned by tile Third Coilrt of Appeals wtieii it helcl 
that i\'nrio~iiii Pri~ks was iiot a judicial decision within tiic nieaning of former 
sectioii 552.1 10. See Bir-ilhiiuii~ 1). Ailiritice of Aiii .  11isiti.ei-.s, 994 S.W.2d 766 (Tex. 
App.-Austin i999, pet. deiiied). Sectioli 552.1 lO(b) now expi-essly states tiie st:iiidard to 
be applied and requires a specific factual tlernonstration tliat tlie release of tile iiiibi-mation 
in q~iestion wo~ild cai~se the business enlerprise that subliiitted tire iiiform:ition substantial 
competitive harm. See Open Recoi-ds Decision No. 661 ;it 5-6 (discussing eii:ictiiieiit of 
sectioii 552.1 10(b) by Seventy-sixtii Legislature). Tile ability of a govei-nmcntal body to 
coiitiiiue to obtain bids and informati011 Ti-om private parties is iiot a i-eievani coiisitieration 
iiiliiei-scction 552.1 10(h). Iil. Tiiei-elore. we will oiily coiisicier Citgo. ltuiz. anti Sciiiatech's 
claiiiis rcg:irdiiig tlieir owii coiiiinerci;il interests. 

Scinatecil aiici l t~ i i r  seek to ivitliliolci soiiic or all oi' tlieir ii1forni;riioii iiiidcr 
scctioir 552.1 lO(a) of the Govcrn~iient Cotle. After rc~ic\vi i~g tiic al-guiiients of Seiiiatech 
:iiiiI tlic irifor-ii~iitioti i t  seeks to ii-itiiholil. \vc conclritie iii;it Seiii~itccli lias esiahlislrctl aj~r.iincc 
/'iic.ic casc that a portioi~ of its subiiiittcd iirforii~ntion coiistitiitcs n ti-;rtIe seci-el. 'llie governor, 
Citgo. Raytlieoii. Riii;. :tilt1 W;rsiiiilgtoii sceh to i~itliliolti soiiic oi nil o i  ilic siiltri-iitted 
ii~i'oi~i~~;itioii ii~~tlei- scctioii 552.1 lO(b) of the Govci-ii~iiciit Cotlc, 1i:iving coiisitlescd tlie 
iisgiiiiieiits of Ruir anti \?'asIiiiigtoii, aiitl tlic iiif'osiiiatioii :rt issue. i \ 'c tletcrii-ii~ie t l i i i t  ;I portion 
of tiiis iiihi-i?l:itioii coiislitiites coiiinici-cia1 or fiii:iricial iiiloi-iiintioii. rl?e ~-clc;i.se of ivliicii 
\\~o~lIti cause c;icii coi-iip:riiy sui)stanti;il coiiipctiti\'c 1i;isiii T1icrcii)rc. tlhe goveriior iiiust 
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wirirbold the information we have marked under section 552. 1 10 of the Government C ~ d e . ~  
We determine that no portion of the remaining information constitutes a trade secret for 
section 552.1 10 purposes. We further determine that the governor, Citgo, Raytheon and 
Washington have failed to de~nonstrate that the remaining information constitutes 
coinmercial or financial information the release of which would cause substantial 
competitive harm. Consequently. no portion ofthe remaining iiifoi-inatioii may be withheld 
kinder section 552.1 10 of the Govesn~rierit Code. 

Finally, we note that some of the remaining information may be pl-otected by copyright. A 
custodian of p~lblic records must coinply with the copyright law and is not required to f~irnish 
copies of records that are copyrighted. Attorney Ge~ieral Opinion Jk-672 (1987). A 
governniental body must allow inspectionofniaterials that aresubject tocopyright protection 
i in less an exceptioii applies to the information. Ici. If a member ofthe piiblic wishes to make 
copies of copyrighted materials, the persol1 must do so unassisted by tile governmental body. 
111 making copies, the member of the public assumes the cliiry of co~npliarice with the 
copyright law and the risk of a copyrighr iitfl-iiigement suit. S(,r Opeti Recorcls Decision 
No. 550 (1990). 

Iii sinnm:lr)f, the governor iniist withhold the information \ye have marked under 
section 552.1 10 of the Government Code. The setnailling infor-matioii must be released. 
lnformation that is protected by copyrightm~ist be released in  accorciance withcopyright law. 

This letter ruling is limited to the particular records at issue in this request and liil-iitcd to the 
Pacts as presented to us; therefore, this ruling must not be relied upon as a previous 
determiiiation regarding any other records or ziiiy other- cii-c~~mstniices. 

Titis riiliiig ti-iggei-s iinportai~i ticatllines seg;ircIing tlic rights anti rcsponsibilitics of tlie 
goveriinieiiial body anti of the recluestor. For examplel governinciital bodies ;ire prohibited 
froni asking the attorney general to rccorisitier this !.itling. Gov'i Cotle 5 552.301 (0. If tlie 
noveriimental body wants to challcitge this ruling, the governmental body must appeal by - 
filing suit in Travis County within 30 caleiid;lr days. I t / .  5 552.324(h). 111 01-del- to get the Cull 
bcnefit of sucii an appeai, tile governme~it;ii bocly must iilc suit i.vitI?in 10 ca1cntla1- days. 
I ( / .  $ 552.353(b)(3), ( c ) .  If the governmental body does inoi appeal this ruling and the 
govei-iii~~eittai hotly does iiot coinply witli i t ,  the11 botli the rcijuestor arid tlie attorney 
feiicral i~ave the right to filc suit ag;iii~si ihc goveriiiiicntai hotly to enfoscc this i-iiliitg. 
I ( / .  5 .552,32 i (LO. 

11' tiris r~rliiig rccjiiii-cs ihe govciiit~ici~ial botly to rcieasc all or i t  I '  t i  iccjiicsted 
inibrinatio~i, tile govcrnniental body is I-csponsible ioi taking the i~ext siep. B>i.sctI on tlie 
sialiitc, the attorney gciieral expects illat, upon receiving this ~riiiing. the gover!?i.ciciital body 

'As oiii iiiiiiig is d i spo i i i i~c ,  v!c irccil #not ;iddi-css Scii1;itecil or I l i i i ~ s  ~:i:i;iiiiirlg iligi~iilcil1.s a ~ ~ i i i l s t  

iiiiciosiiic ill' illis ii!loiiriaiiiiri. 
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will either release the public records promptly pursuant to section 552.22l(a) of the 
Government Code or file alawsuit 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. 5 552.3215(e). 

If this ruling requires or permits the governmental body to \\rithhold all or some of the 
requested information, the requestor can appeal that decision by suing the governmental 
body. Id. $ 552.321(a): Texcts Dep't q f P ~ i b .  Sq feh  L.. Gilhr-ecctil, 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. IEi-ecords 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. 

If the governmental body, the requestor, or any other person lias questioiis or comments 
about this riiliiig, they may contact o ~ l r  office. Although there is no statutory deadline for 
contacting us, the attorney general prefers to receive any colnnients within 10 calendar days 
of the date of this ruling. 

Sincerely, 
A 

Holly R. Davis 
Assistant Attoi-ney General 
Open Records Division 

Ref: ID# 27629 1 

C:  h?s. Katie Fairbank 
c/o Ms. Chelsea Thol-ntoii 
Assista~ir Genei-al Coiiiisel 
C)ffice of the Governor 
P.O. Box I2428 
A~istili, Texas 787 l l 
(wlo enclosures) 


