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December 4, 2008

Ms. Michelle Weiser
.Sclmeider, Krugler, Kleinschmidt & Placke, P.C.
P.O. Box 507
Giddings, Texas 78942

OR2008-16551

Dear Ms. Weiser:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required pUblic disclosure under the
Public Information Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 ofthe Government Code. Your request was
assigned ID# 329270.

The Giddings City Attorney's Office (the "city attorney") and the Giddings Municipal Court
(the "court"), which you represent, received separate requests from the same requestor for

-~----severarcaiegoriesofinformationregarding a specifiea~incia-ent-:-YOii sfiitTtlle city aftorney-- ~~~~~~---~-_.
- -~-----dlYes-riot-have-some-of-the-requested-information-:-1~-You-claim~theTemaining-requested----~---- ----

information is excepted from disclosure under section 552.103 ofthe Government Code. We
have considered the exception you claim and reviewed the submitted information.

Initially, we note the Act does not apply to records of the judiciary. Gov't Code
§ 552.003(1)(B). Because one ofthe requests for information was received by the coUrt, and
the information at issue in the request consists ofcourt records, we conclude that documents
responsive to the request received by the court are records of the judiciary. Thus,
information responsive to the request received by the court is not subject to the Act. See
Attorney General Opinion DM-166 (1992). As records of the judiciary, however, the
information may be public by other sources of law. See Gov't Code § 29.007(d)(4)

1The Act does not require a governmental body to release information that did not exist when a request
for information was received, create responsive information, or obtain information that is not held by or on
behalf of the city. See Ecan. Opportunities Dev. Corp. v. Bustamante, 562 S.W.2d 266,267-68 (Tex. Civ.
App.-San Antonio 1978, writ dism'd); Open Records Decision No. 452 at 3 (1986).
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(complaints filed with municipal court clerk); id. § 29.007(f) (municipal court clerks shall
perform duties prescribed by law for county court clerk); Local Gov't Code § 191.006
(records belonging to office of county clerk shall be open to public unless access restricted
by law or court order); see also Attorney General Opinions DM-166 at 2-3 (public has
general right to inspect and copy judicial records), H-826 (1976); Open Records Decision
No. 25 (1974); see Star-Telegram, Inc. v. Walker, 834 S.W.2d 54, 57 (Tex. 1992)
(documents filed with courts are generally considered public and must be released). Because
we find that the information responsive to the request received by the court is not subject to

_____~_jhe_Act,YVe..need-noJaddress_yQlltargUlTI~nt~g~iillltJl1~_cliscl()~lll"..e...9ilhis !.Tlf.2rmation.

Next, we note that some of the submitted information, which we have marked, is not
responsive to the request received by the city attorney because it was created after the date
the city attorney received the request. Additionally, we have marked a document that is not
responsive because it does not pertain to the requested information. The city attorney need
not release non-responsive information in response to this request, and this ruling will not
address that information.

We also note the submitted responsive information includes documents that have been filed
with a court. Section 552.022 of the Government Code provides in relevant part:

(a) Without limiting the amount or kind of information that is public
information under this chapter, the following categories of information are
public information and not excepted from required di~closure under this
chapter unless they are expressly confidential under other law:

Gov't Code § 552.022(a)(17). Section 552.022(a)(17) makes information filed with a court
expressly public unless it contains information that is expressly confidential under other law.
Although you raise section 552.103 of the Government Code for this information, this
exception is discretionary and does not make information confidential. See Dallas Area
Rapid Transitv. Dallas Morning News, 4 S.W.3d 469, 475-76 (Tex. App.-Dallas 1999, no
pet.) (governmental body may waive section 552.103 ); Open Records Decision No. 542 at 4
(1990) (statutory predecessor to section 552.103 may be waived). Thus, section 552.1 03
do~s not constitute other law for the purpose of section 552.022(a)(17). Therefore, the city
attorney may not withhold the information we have marked under section 552.103. As you
raise no other arguments against disclosure ofthis information, the city attorney must release
the information we have marked in accordance with section 552.022(a)(17) of the
Government Code.
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We note the submitted information includes a dental record, the public availability ofwhich
is governed by chapter 258 of the Occupations Code. SectIon 258.102 of the Occupations
Code provides as follows:

(a) The following information is privileged and may not be disclosed except
as provided by this article:

(1) a communication between a dentist and a patient that relates to a
_professio_nalservic:e provided bythe dentist;_alld

(2) a dental record.

(b) The privilege described by this section. applies regardless of when the
patient received the professional service from the dentist.

Occ. Code § 258.102. A "dental record" means dental information about a patient that is
created or maintained by a dentist and relates,to the history or treatment ofthe patient. See id.
§258.101 (1). Information that is privileged under chapter 258 ofthe Occupations Code may
be disclosed only under certain specified circumstances. See id. § 258.104 (consent to
disclosure); see also id. §§ 258.105, .106, .1 07 (exceptions to privilege). The written consent
for the release ofprivileged information required under section 258.104 must specify (1) the
information covered by the release, (2) the person to whom the information is to be released,
and (3) the purpose for the release. See id. § 258.1 04(c). ~ A person who receives information
that is privileged under section 258.102 of the Occupations Code may disclose that
information to another person only to the extent that disclosure is consistent with the'purpose
for which the information was obtained. See id. § 258.108. We have marked the dental

~~= ==_=_==E~c_~~d t~a~~~P!~v~e~ed_~nder s~~~on 2~8.1 ~~ 0Lth~_~~~u~a~o~~5~oae and-may only be -- ------ ----- I
released III accordance wltfi cfiapter 258 oftfie OccupatIOns Coae. ---------c---------------------.

Next, we address your argument under section 552.103 for the remaining responsive
information that is not subject to section 552.022(a)(17). Section 552.103 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.

(c) 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 ifthe litigation is pending or reasonably anticipated
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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), (c). A governmental body has the burden of providing relevant
facts and documents to show that the section 552.103(a) exception is applicable in a
particular situation. The test for meeting this burden is a showing that (1) litigation was
pending or reasonably anticipated on the date the governmental body received the request for
information, and (2) the information at issue is related to that litigation. Univ.ofTex. Law

______~_~Sch._v. Tex._LegqlEQYllq.,_9J~. W.7cl31~,_4~J_(r~)C.ApP.:.._ A'I.l~:t!!!_1?~7 ,...!!~£~t); Heard
-~~~-~~-~-!

v. Houston Post Co., 684 S.W.2d210, 212 (Tex. App.-Houston [1st Dist.] 1984, writref'd
n.r.e.); Open Records Decision No. 551 at 4 (1990). A governmental body must meet both
prongs of this test for information to be excepted under section 552.103(a).

You indicate the remaining responsive information relates to a pending criminal prosecution,
styled State of Texas vs. Zachary Boswell, No. 070002293. You state, and provide
documentation showing, .that the prosecution was pending in the court prior to the city
attorney's receipt of this request. Based upon your representation and our review, we
conclude that litigation was pending when the city attorney received the request and that the
information not subject to section 552.022(a)(17) is related to the pending litigation for the
purposes of section 552.103.

We note, however, basic factual information about a crime must be released. Open Records.
Decision No. 362 (1983). Information normally found on the front page ofan offense report
is generally considered public and must be released. Houston Chronicle Publ 'g Co. v. City
ofHouston, 531 S.W.2d 177 (Tex Civ. App.-Houston [14th Dist. 1975, writ ref'd n.r.e.);

~ see Open Records Decision No. 127 (1976) (summarizing types of information considered
--- t;-beb-aSic itiformati;n5:-Thus~with theexception-ofthis baSIC infonTIatT6n~-wecoriC1ucre-----------------

---- --

tlicit secfion55T10Tis genefally-applica15le-tcQn:e remaining-irff6fiifatiolrhot -suDJecrto--- -- -- -- ---
section 552.022(a)(17).

In reaching this conclusion, we note that the requestor, who is the opposing party in the
pending litigation, has already has seen or had access to some ofthe information at issue. The
purpose of section 552.103 is to enable a governmental body to protect its position in
litigation by forcing parties to obtain information relating to litigation through discovery
procedures. See ORD 551 at 4-5. Ifthe opposing party has seen or had access to information
relating to litigation, through discovery or otherwise, then there is no interest in withholding
such information from the public under section 552.103. See Open Records Decision
Nos. 349 (1982),320 (1982). Therefore, the city attorney may not withhold the information
to the extent that the requestor has seen or had access to it. As you claim no other exception
to disclosure, any such information must be released. The city attorney may withhold the rest
of the information at issue at this time under section 552.103. We note the applicability of
this exception ends once the related litigation concludes. See Attorney General Opinion
MW-575 (1982); Open Records Decision No. 350 (1982).
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In summary, the information responsive to the request received by the court need not be
released. The city attorney must release the information subject to section 552.022(a)(17)
ofJhe Government Code, which we have marked. The marked dental record may only be
released in accordance with chapter 258 of the Occupations Code. With the exception of
basic information, the city attorney may withhold the remaining responsive information that
the requestor has not seen or had access to under section 552.103 ofthe Goyernment Code.

This letter ruling is limited to the particular records at issue in this request and limited to the
~ ~_~facJs;aspresented19__us;_JllerefQr~,Jl1i~Jll!iIlglIlust _ns>t be relied upon as a previous

determination regarding any other records or any othercircumstances~ ---~-- ~---~------

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 file suit in
Travis County within 30 calendar days. Id. § 552.324(b). In order to get the full benefit of
such a challenge, the governmental body must file suit within 10 calendar days.
Id. § 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 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 attorne.y g.en..era.l expe.cts that.' up.on receiving th.is ruling.' t.h.e. go.v.ernm..en..ta.l body . ... . .... . . I

_____~~wilLeither release the public records promptly pursuant to section 552.221(a) of the l
______~ ~G()ve~~nt ~~~e or fil~ ~_~w~~~!~hal~e~~i~~this_:~~~gp~su~ntt~ s_e~~~n_~~~.~2~~0!the-c---------~---I

. Government Coae. If tlie governmental DOGY fails to GO one of tliese. tlimgs, tnen-th-e---~----------
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 challenge that decision by suing the governmental
body. Id. § 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
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 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.

. Smcerely,~

~---~. ~---------'----
Amy L.S. Shipp
Assistant Attorney General
Open Records Division

ALS/jb

Ref: ID# 329270

Ene. Submitted documents

cc: Requestor
(w/o enclosures)

--~-~--.~~----~--~.__._--- ----~------~~
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