
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

GREG ABBOTT

November 17, 2009

Ms. Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469

0R2009-16359

Dear Ms. Rangel:

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# 361722.

The Fort Bend County Purchasing Office (the "county") received two requests for the
statements of qualifications submitted by candidates for the Q09-042 "Four Story Parking
Garage"("parking garage") andQ09-069 "Medic 1Facility" ("medic facility") projects. You
claim the submitted information related to the parking garage project is excepted from
disclosure under section 552.104 of the Government Code. You also state release of the
information pertaining to the medic facility project may implicate the proprietary interests
of several third parties. Accordingly, you state, and provide documentation showing, you
notified AnslowBryant Construction, Ltd. ("Anslow Bryant"); Axiom Construction Co., Inc.
("Axiom"); Bartlett Cocke, LP; Bass Construction Co., Inc. ("Bass"); Brookstone, LP;
'Cadence McShane Construction Co., LLC; C.F; Jordan, LP ("C.F. Jordan"); Colorado
Structures, Inc.; Crain Zamora, LLC ("Crain Zamora"); David E. Harvey Builders, Inc.; DPR
Construction, Inc.; Durotech, LP; EMJ Corp. ("EMJ"); Gilbane Building Co.; Hardin
Construction Co., LLC; J.E. Dunn South Central, Inc.; Manhattan Construction Co.

.. . ("Ma:1'iliattan"); MAPPConstruction, :tLC;-McAdenCumby Builders~LLC; Pepper-Lawson­
Construction, LP;' Rosenberger Construction, LP ("Rosenberger"); SpawGlass Construction
Corp.; T. Howard and Associates, Inc.; Teal Construction Co. ("Teal"); Tribble and Stephens
Construction, Ltd.; and Turner Construction Co. of the county's receipt of the request for
information and of each company's right to submit arguments to this office as to why its
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information should not be released to the requestors. See Gov't Code § 552.305(d); see also
Open Recordspecision No. 542 (1990) (statutory predecessor to section 552.305 permits
governmental body to rely on interested third party to raise and explain applicability of
exception in the Act in certain circumstances).We have considered comments submitted by
Anslow Bryant, Bass, Brookstone, C.F. Jordan, Crain Zamora, EMJ, M,anhattan, and
Rosenberger a,nd reviewed the submitted statements ofqualifications.

Section 552.104 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure "information that, if
released, would give advantage to a competitor or bidder." Gov't Code § 552.104. The
purpose of section 552.104 is to protect the purchasing interests of a goverruilental body in
competitive biqding situations where the governmental body wishes to withhoid information
in order to obtain more favorable offers. See Open Records Decision No. 592 (1991).
Section 552.1 04 protects information from disclosure ifthe governmental body demonstrates
potential harm to its interests in a particular competitive situation. See Open Records
Decision No. 463 (1987). Section 552.104 generally does not except information relating
to competitivebidding after a contract has been awarded and executed. See Open Records
Decision No. 541 (1990).

In this instance, you inform us the final contract has not been awarded for the medic facility
project. YO1.i' assert the information related to the medic facility proj ect contains
"information Wat would be advantageous to a competitor or bidder if negotiations were
unsuccessful." ;:Based on your representations and our review, we conclude the county has
demonstrated ~bW release of the statements of qualifications for the medic facility project
would harm the county's interests in a competitive situation. Accordingly, the county may
withhold the statements ofqualifications for the medic facility project under section 552.1 04.

Next we addr¢ss third parties' arguments against disclosure of information-related to the
parking garage:jJroject. An interested third party is allowed ten business day~after the date
of its receipt of the governmental body's notice under section 552.305(d):to submit its
reasons, if any) as to why information relating to that party should be withheld from public
disclosure. S~e Gov't Code § 552.305(d)(2)(B). As of the date of this letter, we have
received comments only from Anslow Bryant, Bass, Brookstone, C.F. Jordan, Crain Zamora,
EMJ, Manhattan, and Rosenberger explaining why their statements ofqualifications should
not be released':. Therefore, we have no basis to conclude any of the remaining notified
companies his: protected proprietary interests in their submitted information. See id.
§ 552.110; Open Records Decision Nos. 661 at 5-6 (1999) (to prevent disclosure of
commercial or financial information, party must show by specific factual evidence, not

. _ __ __ _ conclusory or generalized allegations, that release ofrequested information would cause that
party su"bstantflllcompetitive nann), 552 at 5'{l99OT(Pariy:i:nust establisli piimaTacie case
that information is trade secret), 542 at 3. Accordingly, the county may not withhold these

. companies' statements ofqualifications onthe basis ofanyproprietary interestthey mayhave
in them. .,

•.. _.- -- - .._. - --_..•_---._-- .. - .,•... --,- ._.-
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C.F. Jordan, A,nslow Bryant, and Crain Zamora claim their statements of qu~lificationsare
excepted fr0lll .disclosure under section 552.104 of the Government Coqe. However,
section 552.194 is a discretionary. exception that protects the interests of a governmental
body and does not protectthe interests of a third party. Therefore, C.F. Jordan's, Anslow
Bryant's, and Crain Zamora's statements of qualifications may not be withheld under
section 552.1 04. See 0 RD 592 (statutory predecessor to section 552.1 04 designed to protect
interests of a ,governmental body in a competitive situation, and not interests of private
parties submiftfl1g information to the government).

Bass, C.F. Jor.dan, Crain Zamora, EMJ, and Rosenberger claim their statements of
qualifications ··are confidential because the county informed bidders their financial
information would be considered confidential. Information is not confidential under the Act
simply because the party that submitted the information anticipates or requests thatit be kept
confidential. .See Indus. Found. v. Tex. Indus. Accident Bd., 540 S.W.2d 668, 677
(Tex. 1976). ~n ·other words, a governmental body cannot overrule or repeal provisions of
the Act by agreement or contract. See Attorney General Opinion JM-672 (1987); Open
Records Decision Nos. 541 at 3 (1990) ("[T]he obligations of a governmental body under
[the Act] cannot be compromised simply by its decision to enter into a contract."), 203 at 1
(1978) (mere expectation ofconfidentiality by person supplying information does not satisfy
requirements of statutory predecessor to Government Code section 552.110). Therefore,
unless the submitted information falls within an exception to disclosure, it must be released,
notwithstanding any expectation or agreement to the contrary.

Bass and Crain Zamora also claim their financial statements are confidential under
section 552.101. Section 552.101 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure
"information considered to be confidential by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by
judicial decisidn." Gov't Code § 552.101. However Bass and Crain Zamora have not
directed our attention to any law, nor are we aware of any law, that makes their financial
statements confidential. See, e.g., Open Records Decision No. 478 at 2 (1987) (statutory
confidentiality)~ Accordingly, the county may not withhold their financial statements under
section 552.101.

(

Manhattan asserts its logo may be trademark-protected and thus excepted from disclosure
under section 552.101. Section 1127 oftitle 15 of the United States Code provides that a
trademark consists of

any word, name, symbol, or device, or any combination thereof ... used by
a person, or . . . which a person· has a bona fide intention to use in
cOrrll:llerce ~ .. toideniifycanddis1:iriguishliis or1iergoods, inCIudiilga unique
product; from those manufactured or sold by others and to indicate the source
of the goods, even if that source is unknown;

,-:'
-- ~- - ~ ~~--- ~ - - ~ - -- - --- --~- - -- -~ ~----- - -- ~~---

-~-- ------- --- ---_._-~---------
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15 U.S.C. § 1127. Thus, a trademark pertains to the public use of information by a business
enterprise to distinguish its goods or services from those of its competitors. The mere fact
that informatiOn contains a' trademark does not make the information confidential.
FUrthermore, Manhattan does not specify any particular provision oflaw, nor are we aware
of any law, that makes its logo confidential. Accordingly, even if Manhattan's logo is
trademarked, ifmay not be withheld from disclosure under section 552.101 ..•'See generally
Open Records DecisionNos. 478,465 (1987) (statute must explicitly require confidentiality;
confidentiality will not be inferred). .

Anslow Bryant, Bass, Brookstone, C.F. Jordan, Crain Zamora, EMJ, Manhattan, and
Rosenberger claimportions oftheir statements ofqualifications are excepted from disclosure
under section 552.110 of the Government Code. This section protects the proprietary
interests ofpdvate parties by excepting from disclosure two types of information: (1) "[a]
trade secret obtained from a person and privileged or confidential by statute or judicial
decision," and (2) "commercial or financial information for which it is demonstrated based
on specific factual evidence that disclosure would cause substantial competitive harm to the
person from whom the information was obtained." Gov't Code § 552.110(a)-:{b). .

Section 552. i lO(a) protects trade secrets obtained from a person and privileged or
confidential by statute or judicial decision. ld. § 552.11O(a); The Texas Supreme Court'has
adopted the deEnition ofa"trade secret" from section 757 ofthe Restatement ofTorts, which
holds a "trade secret" to be

any fOrIllula, pattern, device or compilation of information which is used in
one's business, and which gives him an opportunity to obtain an advantage
over competitors who do not know or use it. It may be a formula for a
chemica.l compound, a: process of manufacturing, treating or preserving
materials, a pattern for a machine or other device, or a list of customers. It
differs from other secret information in a business ... in that it is not simply
information as to a single or ephemeral event in the conduct of the business
... A trade secret is a process or device for continuous use in the operation
of the l:msiness ... [It may] relate to the sale of goods or to other operations
in the business, such as a code fOf determining discounts, rebates or other
concessIons in a price list or catalogue, or a list of specialized customers, or
a methbd of bookkeeping or other office management.

RESTATEMENT OF TORTS § 757 cmt. b (1939); see also Hyde Corp. v. Huffines, 314
S.W.2d 763,776 (Tex. 1958). This office will accept a private person's claim for exception

-- as valid.-iuldersection 552.11 O(a) If thatperson establishes aprliizd fade cas-e for cthe
exception, and :no one submits an argument that rebuts the claim as a matter of law. See
ORD 552 at 5.: However, we cannot conclude section 552.110(a) is applicable unless it has
been shown the information meets the definition of a trade secret and the necessary factors

- .'
---------- ---------------- ----------~----~-------------------- ------ -- --- ---------- ~------~----- ------- -------------~----~-----i
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have been demonstrated to establish a trade secret claim. l Open Records Decision No. 402
(1983).

Section 552.110(b) requires a specific factual or evidentiary showing, not conclusory or
generalized allegations, substantial competitive injury would likely result from release ofthe
information at issue. Gov't Code § 552.11 O(b); see also National Parks and Conservation
Ass'n v. Morton, 498 F.2d 765 (D.C. Cir. 1974); ORD 661 at 5-6 (business enterprise must
show by specific factual evidence that release of information would cause it substantial
competitive harm).

Anslow Bryant, C.F. Jordan, and Rosenberger assert release oftheir information could deter
vendors from competing for government contracts, so as to lessen competition for such
contracts and deprive governmental entities in future procurements. In advancing these
arguments, Anslow Bryant, C.F. Jordan, and Rosenberger appear to rely onthetest pertaining
to the applicability of the section 552(b)(4) exemption under the federal Freedom of
Information Act to third-party information held by a federal agency, as announced in
National Parks; The National Parks test provides that commercial or financial information
is confidentialif disclosure of information is likely to impair a governmental body's ability
to obtain necessary information in future. National Parks, 498 F.2d at 770. Although this
office once applied the National. Parks test under the statutory predecessor to
section 552.110, that standard was overturned by the Third Court of Appeals when it held
National Parks was not a judicial decision within the meaning of former section 552.110.
See Birnbaumv. Alliance ofAm. Insurers, 994 S.W.2d766 (Tex. App.-Austin 1999, pet.
denied). Section 552.11 O(b) now expressly states the standard to be applied.and requires a
specific factualdemonstration that the release ofthe information in question would cause the
business enterprise that submitted the information substantial competitive harm. See

'The R~statement ofTorts lists the following six factors as indicia ofwhether infomiation constitutes
a trade secret:

(1) the extent to which the information is known outside of [the company];

(2) the (jxtent to which it is 15nown by employees and others involved in [the conipany's]
business; .

(3) the extent of measures taken by [the company] to guard the secrecy ofthe information;

(4) the value of the information to [the company] and [its] competitors;

(5) the aJ1lounfofeffort-ormoneyexpendedby{thecompany] in developingthe information; -
i'"

(6) the ease or difficulty with which the information could be properly acquired or duplicated
by others.

RESTATEMENT OF TORTS § 757 cmt. b (1939); see also Open Records Decision Nos. 319 at2 (1982), 306 at
2 (1982), 255 at 2 (1980). .

'.:!

--------~~~~-~~--~.--~-~-------------~-----------.----------------------------------------------------1
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ORD 661 at 5-6 (discussing enactment ofsection 552.110(b) by Seventy-sixth Legislature).
The ability ofa governmental body to continue to obtain information from private parties is
not a relevant .consideration under section 552.11 O(b). Id. Therefore, in making our
determinationsunder section 552.110, we will consider onlyAnslow Bryant's, C.F.Jordan's,
and Rosenberger's interests in their information.

Anslow Bryantand C.F. Jordan claim information regarding the way in which they submit
proposals and bids is a trade secret under section 552.110. We find these companies have
failed to explajp, however, how any portion of the Information they seek to withhold meets
the definition 0'£a trade secret, nor have they demonstrated the necessary factors to establish
a trade secret claim for the information at issue. See ORD 402 (section 552.11 O(a) does not
apply unless information meets definition of trade secret and necessary factors have been
demonstrated to establish trade secret claim). Consequently, the county may not withhold
any portion of AnsIow Bryant's and C.F. Jordan's statements of qualifications under
section 552.110(a). Anslow Bryant and C.F. Jordan also argue that release of this
information would cause them competitive harm because this information is not known
outside of the company. Beyond this general assertion, however, Anslow Bryant and
C.F. Jordan have not made the specific factual or evidentiary showing required by
section 552.11 O(b) that release of the information they seek to withhold would cause them
substantial competitive harm. See ORD 661 (for information to be withheld under
commercial otfinancial information prong of section 552.110, business must show by
specific factual evidence that substantial competitive injury would result fiom release of
particular infQrtnation at issue). Therefore, the county may not withhold any portion of
Anslow Bryant's and C.F. Jordan's statements of qualifications under section 552.11O(b).

Manhattan claims its clients' names and contact information constitute trade secrets under
section 552.110(a). We find Manhattan has established some of its customers' identifying
information, which we have marked, constitutes a trade secret which must be withheld under
section 552.110(a). See RESTATEl\1ENT OF TORTS § 757 cmt. b (1939) ("specialized list of
customers" caribe trade secret); Open Records Decision No. 255 (1980) (customer lists may
be withheld under predecessor to section 552.110(a)). However, we note Manhattan has
made some oftne customer information it seeks to withhold publicly available on its website.
Because Manhattan has published this information, it has failed to demonstrate that this
information is a trade secret.

Brookstone generally asserts section 552.110 excepts Tab 4, Tab 5, and, Tab 7 of its
statement ofqualifications from disclosure because release ofthis information would cause
it substantial competitive harm. Crain Zamora claims pages 3 through 7 and:! 9 through 21
.ofI1s-stat~mentof quallfications--c·onstitu1e 1i:-ide·secrets-Uilder section 33L: rIO'- -However,·
Brookstone and Crain Zamora did not submit any arguments explaining how section 552.110
applies to the information they seek to withhold. Therefore, the county may not withhold the
information Brookstone or Crain Zamora seek to withhold under section 552.110 of the
Government Code. .
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Bass claims that if its statement of qualifications is released it will experience competitive
harm because its marketing strategies could be copied and points ,it has made could be
refuted. We find Bass's assertions to be conclusory. The company has not made the specific
factual or evidentiary showing required by section 552.110(b) that release of any of the
information it seeks to withhold would cause it substantial competitive harm. See id.
Therefore, the county may not withhold this information under section 552.110(b).

\

EMJ claims that if its financial information is released, it may be used or represented
adversely by competing contractors in dealing with prospective clients, "causing EMJ
competitive harm. We find EMJ has made only conclusory allegations thafrelease of the
information at"i'ssue would result in substantial damage to its competitive pO'sition\ and has
provided no specific factual or evidentiary showing to support such allegations. See id.
Thus, the county may not withhold this information under section 552.11O(b).

Rosenberger claims release ofits financial information, specifically its 2007 audited financial
statement, and its dollar volumes of average annual construction work performed for
years 2005 through 2008, wO"!1ld allow competitors to undercut its bids in future business
dealings. We find that Rosenberger has made only conclusory allegations that release ofthe
information at issue would result in substantial damage to its competitive position and has
provided no sp'ecific factual or evidentiary showing to support such allegations. See id.
Therefore, the county may not withhold this information under section 552.11O(b).

We note the remaining information contains insurance policy and baTIk account numbers.
Section 552.136 of the Government Code provides: ! .

(a) In this section, "access device" means a card, plate, code, account number,
person~l1 identification number, electronic serial number, mobile
identifioation number, or other telecommunications service, equipment, or
instrum.ent identifier or means ofaccount access that alone or in conjunction
with another access device may be used to:

'i(1) obtain money, goods, services, or another thing of value; or

;(2) initiate a transfer of funds other than a transfer originated '
solely by paper instrument.

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a credit card,debit
card, charge card, or access device number that is collected, assembled, or

- niaifitajfied DTor fora governmentaloody isconfidentia:l. - ~ ~ --'~

Gov't Code § 552.136. We conclude the insurance policy and bank account numbers we
have marked constitute access device numbers for purposes of section 552.136. Thus, the
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county must withhold the insurancepolicy and bank account numbers we havemarked under
section 552.136 of the Government Code.

We further note Axiom's statement of qualifications contains Texas driver's license
numbers. Section 552.130 ofthe Government Code provides information relating to amotor
vehicle operator's license, driver's license, motor vehicle title, or registration issued by a
Texas agency is excepted from public release.2 Gov't Code § 552.130(a)(1), (2). Therefore,
the county must withhold the Texas driver's license numbers we have marked under
section 552.130 of the Government Code.

Finally, Manhattan asserts the photographs in its statement ofqualifications are protected by
copyright. A custodian of public records must comply with the copyright law and is not
required to furnish copies of records that are copyrighted. Attorney General Opinion
JM-672. A governmental body must allow inspection of copyrighted materials unless an
exception applies to the information. Id. If a member of the public wishes to make copies
of copyrighted. materials, the person must do so unassisted by the governmental body. In
making copies, the member ofthe public assumes the quty ofcompliance with the copyright
law and the risk of a copyright infringement suit. See Open Records Decision No. 550
(1990). Accordingly, the remaining information must be released to the requestor in
accordance with copyright law.

In summary, the county may withhold the statements ofqualifications for the medic facility
project under ,section 552.104 of the Government Code. The county must withhold the
customers' identifying information we have marked in Manhattan's ;statement of
qualifications under section 552.110. The county must withhold the insurance policy and
bank account numbers we have marked under section 552.136. The county must withhold
the Texas driver's license numbers we have marked under section 552.130. The remaining
information must be released to the requestor, but any copyrighted information may only be
released in accordance with copyright law.3

This letter ruling is limited to the particular information 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 information or any other circumstances. !'

:, ~

2The office ofthe Attorney General will raise a mandatory-exception on-behalfof a governmental­
body, but ordinadiy will not raise other exceptions. Open Records Decision Nos. 481 (1987); 480 (1987), 470 ,
(1987). " '

3We note,Axiom's statement of qualifications includes social security numbers. Section 552.147(b)
ofthe GovernmentCode authorizes agovernmental body to redact a living person's social securitynumber from
public release without the necessity of requesting a decision from this office under the Act. '

...;\ .

,>
~.__ . _.~._--~----------~-----------_._----------------_._---._-----_._--~---~-------~-----~--~-------.,---~-~-~--------

'·'1·:
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This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the
governmental body and ofthe requestor. For more information concerning those rights and
responsibilities; please visit our website at http://www.oag.state.tx.us/open/index orl.php,
or call the Office of the Attorney General's Open Government Hotline, toll free,
at (877) 673-6839. Questions concerning the allowable charges for providing public
information under the Act must be directed to the Cost Rules Administrator ofthe Office of
the Attorney General, toll free, at (888) 672-6787.

Sincerely,

?I~
Jessica Eales'
Assistant Attorney General
Open Records Division

JCE/eeg

Ref: ID# 361722

Ene. Submitted documents

c: Requestor
(w/o enclosures)

cc: Mr. Bqb Bass
Bass Construction
c/o Mi~helle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Tex~s 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Todd Howard
T. Howard & Associates, Inc.
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney

. Fort BenaCcniIity-
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Josh Glowacki
Turner Construction
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Greg Marwill
MAPP Construction LLC
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Behd County - --

. 301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)
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Mr. John Muray
Teal COnstruction company
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Steve Salverino
Rosenberger Construction LP
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108.
(w/o enclosures)

\

Mr. Rcm Weiser
AxionConstruction Company
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
RichrITo'nd, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. John Carson
Brookshme LP
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. James Bryant
Anslow Bryant Contrustioris
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. William Bayne
Barlet Cocke LP
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Brad Crain
Crain & Zamora
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County.
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Dan Sudbrack
Colorado Structures, Inc.
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County

. 301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)
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Mr. Jay Nelson
CF JordanLP
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

MrGuyCook
David E. Harvey Builders, Inc.
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Gary Nauert
DPR Construction, Inc.
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County .
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Troy Johnson
EMJ Corporation
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant CountyAttorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Jon Vos
GilbaneBuilding Company

--- c70MicnelleTRange1--
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Behd County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Charles White
Cadence McShane Construction Co LLP
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney·
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street; Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Steve Percival
Durotech
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Matt Murphy
Hardin Construction Company
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney·
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

. Mr. Gregg Lynch
JEDunn
c/o Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Allen McAden
McAden Cumby Builders
-C/o-Michelle T.-Rangel ~--

Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)
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Mr. Duane Duffy
Manhattan Construction Company
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Kent Rosenberger
Rosenberger Construction
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(wlo enclosures)

Mr. Gary Kelley
Tribble,& Stephens
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Alan 1. Rosenberg
C.F. Jot-dan, L.P.
Stuber"Cooper Voge PLLC
2600 Network Blvd, Suite 305
Frisco; Texas 75034
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. John D. Carson
Brookston~

- --3715DaCOlnaStreet
Houston, Texas 77092
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Roger Berry
SpawGlass Construction Corporation
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Bob Richardson
Pepper-Lawson Construction LP
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Greg Rhodes
Turner Construction
clo Michelle T. Rangel
Assistant County Attorney
Fort Bend County
301 Jackson Street, Suite 728
Richmond, Texas 77469-3108
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Alan 1. Rosenberg
Anslow-Bryant Construction, Ltd.
Stuber Cooper Voge PLLC
2600 Network Boulevard, Suite 305
Frisco, Texas 75034
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Robert G. Vecera
Manhattan Construction Company
~5-60r- South-122nd EastAvenue
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74146
(w/o enclosures)



Mr. Drew Smith
EMJ Corporation
5525 North MacArthur Boulevard, Suite 400
Irving Texas, 75038
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Josh N. Bowlin
Chamberlain Hrdlicka White Williams & Martin
1200 Smith Street, Suite 1400
Houston, Texas 77002
(w/o enclosures)
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Ms. Christina Stone
Gaughan, Stone & Thiagarajan
2500 Tanglewilde, Suite 222
Houston, Texas 77063-2139
(w/o enclosures)

Mr. Thomas W. Myers
Andrews Myers Coulter Hayes P.C.
3900 Essex Lane, Suite 800
Houston, Texas 77027
(w/o enclosures)


