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June 16, 201} 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS 

GREG ABBOTT 

Ms. Michelle:M. Fraga 
Assistant CO~-l11ty Attomey 
Hanis County Attorney's Office 
1019 Congre~s, 15 th Floor 
Houston, Te~as 77002 

Dear Ms. Fraga: 

0R2011-08585 

You ask wh~ther certain infonnation is subject to required public disclosure under the 
Public Infomiation Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 ofthe Govemment Code. Your request was 
assigned ID#'420777 (C.A. File Number 11LNF0011). 

The Hanis COlli1ty Sheriffs Office (the "sheriff') received a request for copies of all 
personnel orders issued by the sheriff and use of force reports for sheriff employees in the 
j ail and on p~trol for a specified time period. 1 You claim the requested infonnation is 
excepted froW disclosure under sections 552.101,552.102,552.108,552.117,552.1175, 
and 552.137 qfthe Govemment Code. We have considered the exceptions you claim and 
revi~wed the,s,ubmitted infOlmation.2 

:., 

You claim tlie requested use of force reports are subject to section 552.108 of the 
GovenU11ent ~Gode, which provides inpart the following: 

(a) Infonnation held by a law enforcement agency or prosecutor that deals 
with t,iie detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime is excepted from 
[requiF,ed public disclosure] if: 

'You st4te the sheriff sought and received a clarification ofthe infonnationrequested. See Gov't Code 
§ 552.222 (providing that ifrequest for infonnation is lll1clear, govel11l11ental body may ask requestor to clarify 
request); see aZsgOpen Records Decision No. 31 (1974) (when presented with broad requests for information 
rather than for specific records, govennnental body may advise requestor of types of infol111ation available so 
that request may:be properly narrowed). 

(; 

2We as~im1e the representative sample of records submitted to t1ns office is hulyrepresentative of the 
requested records as a whole. See Open Records Decision Nos. 499 (1988),497 (1988). TIns open records 
letter does not r~ach and, t11erefore, does not authorize the withholding of any other requested records to t11e 
extent t110se rec6't'ds contain substantially different types of infonnation than that subnntted to tIns office. 

: , 
".~ . 
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(1) release of the infonnation would interfere with the detection, 
investigation, or prosecution of crime; 

;: (2) it is infomlation that the deals with the detection, investigation, or 
. prosecution of crime only in relation to an investigation that did not 
result in conviction or defelTed adjudication; 

(b) A1{intemal record or notation of a law enforcement agency or prosecutor 
that is:maintained for intemal use in matters relating to law enforcement or 
prose,~ution is excepted from [required public disclosure] if: 

:,:; (1) release ofthe intemal record or notation would interfere 'with law 
enforcement or prosecution; 

.. -

(2) the intemal record or notation relates to law enforcement only in 
relation to an investigation that did not result in conviction or 
defelTed adjudication[.] 

Gov't Code § 552.108(a)(1)-(2), (b)(1)-(2). Subsections 552.108(a)(1) and 552.108(b)(1) 
are mutu:aliy exclusive of subsections 552.108(a)(2) and 552.108(b)(2). 
Subsection 5$2.108(a)(1) protects information, the release of which would interfere with a 
pmiicular pending criminal investigation or prosecution, while subsection 552.108(b)(1) 
encompasses;intemallaw enforcement and prosecution records, the release ofwhich would 
interfere with law enforcement and prosecution efforts in general. In contrast, 
subsections 5$2.1 08( a) (2) and 552.1 08(b )(2) protect information that relates to a concluded 
criminal inv~~stigation or prosecution that did not result in a conviction or defelTed 
adjudication." A governmental body that claims an exception to disclosure under 
section 552. L98 must reasonably explain how and why the exception it claims is applicable 
to the infonn~tion the govennnental body seeks to withhold. See id. § 552.301(e)(1)(A); see 
also Ex parte Pruitt, 551 S.W.2d 706 (Tex. 1977). We note section 552.108 is generally not 
applicable to',: purely administrative records that do not involve the investigation or 
prosecution of crime. See City of Fort Worth v. Cornyn, 86 S.W.3d 320 (Tex. 
App.-AustiI\2002, no peL); Morales v. Ellen, 840 S.W.2d519, 525-26 (Tex. Civ. App.-El 
Paso 1992, wht denied) (statutory predecessor to section 552.1 08 not applicable to intemal 
investigation that did not result in criminal investigation or prosecution). 

~:I " 

You state s()~ne of the requested use of force repOlis in Exhibit B peliain to open 
investigations!. You also state, however, some ofthe use of force repOlis peliain to incidents 
that "did not X~sult in the conviction or adjudication of a criI~e." You fmiher state the use 
of force reports are considered "intemal notations used by a law enforcement agency. " We 
note the reql~~sted use of force repOlis are administrative records. Although you indicate 
criminal investigations may have resulted from the use of force rep Olis, you have not 
provided the qUlTent status of any ofthe use offorce reports that you submitted, nor have you 
labeled the r~presentative sample of reports to identify which subsection applies to each 
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report. See Gov't Code § 552.301(e)(2) (requiring govel11mental body that submits request 
for ruling lU1der section 552.301 to send copy of requested information properly labeled to 
indicate which exceptions apply to which pmis of the docmnents). Upon review of yom 
arguments, we find you have failed to sufficiently demonstrate the applicability of 
section 552.1;98 to any of the use of force reports in Exhibit B. Therefore, we conclude the 
sheriff may liot withhold any of the use of force repOlis lU1der section 552.108 of the 
Govenl1nent Code . 

. :. .. ;. 

You also claiill the standard operating procedmes mld general orders of the sheriff are 
excepted un~h- section 552.108(b)(1) of the Govenl1nent Code. Section 552.108(b)(1) 
protects infonilation that, if released, would pemlit private citizens to anticipate weaknesses 
in police department, avoid detection, jeopardize officer safety, mld generally undel11line 
police effOlisto effectuate state laws. See City of Fort Worth, 86 S.W. 3d at 327. This office 
has stated that under the statutory predecessor to section 552.1 08(b), a govenmlental body 
may withhold infol11lation that would reveal law enforcement tec1miques orprocedmes. See, 
e.g., Open R~()ords Decision Nos. 531 (1989) (release of detailed use of force guidelines 
would unduly, interfere with law enforcement), 456 (1987) (release of forms containing 
information (e,garding location of off-duty police officers in advance would lU1duly interfere 
with law enfo~'cement), 413 (1984) (release of sketch showing security measures to be \lsed 
at next execution would unduly interfere with law enforcement), 409 (1984) (ifinfonmttion 
regarding c~~~tain bmglaries exhibit a pattem that reveals investigative techniques, 
infonnation is excepted under predecessor to section 552.108),341 (1982) (release of certain 
information from Depmiment of Public Safety would lU1duly interfere with law enforcement 
because rel~?!se would hamper departmental effOlis to detect forgeries of drivers' 
licenses), 25:41;(1980) (predecessor to section 552.108 is designed to protect investigative 
tec1miques al1p. procedures used in law enforcement), 143 (1976) (disclosure of specific 
operations Ol;,§pecialized equipment directly related to investigation or detection of crime 
may be excepted). Generally lmown policies and tec1miques may not be withheld under 
section 552. L08. See, e.g., ORD 531 at 2-3 (Penal Code provisions, COl111non law rules, mld 
constitutionaL limitations on use of force are not protected under predecessor to 
section 552. ~08), 252 at 3 (govenl1nental body did not meet burden because it did not 
indicate whYsinvestigative procedures and tec1miques requested were any different fl.-om 
those cOlmnop.ly lmown). The detennination of whether the release ofpmiiculm- records 
would interf~~e with law enforcement is made on a case-by-case basis. See ORD 409 at 2. 

You state relli~se of the standard operating procedures mld use of force guidelines at issue 
"would aid afJ.d assist potential criminals in their efforts to evade and avoid detection and 
potentially es,qape criminal prosecution." You also state the release of the infonnation at 
issue would D..J,terfere with law enforcement. Based on your argmnents and om review, we 
find release 9% the infonnation we have marked in the procedures and guidelines would 
interfere with:law enforcement. Accordingly, the sheriff may withhold the infonnation we 
have marked :l}nder section 552.1 08(b )(1) ofthe Govenmlent Code. We find the sheriff has 
not demonstr.?tted release of the remaining infonnation at issue would interfere with law 
enforcement ~0r crime prevention. Thus, the remaining infonnation may not be withheld 
under section;552.108(b)(1) . 

. :;' .. 

. '.: .... :.: 



Ms. Michell~'M. Fraga - Page 4 

Section 552. tOl of the Govenmlent Code excepts from disclosure "infonnation considered 
to be confide11tial by law, either constitutional, statutOlY, or by judicial decision." Gov't 
Code § 552.101. Section 552.101 ofthe Govenunent Code encompasses infonnationmade 
confidentiallDy other statutes. Title 28, part 20 of the Code of Federal Regulations, whic~l 
govems the r~lease of criminal history record infomlation ("CHRI") that states obtain from 
the federal govenmlent or other states. Open Records Decision No. 565 (1990). The federal 
regulations allow each state to follow its individual law with respect to CHRI it generates. 
Id. Section .4:11.083 of the Govenunent Code deems confidential CHRI that the Texas 
Department of Public Safety ("DPS") maintains, except that DPS may disseminate this 
infomlation as provided in chapter 411, subchapter F ofthe Govenmlent Code. See Gov't 
Code § 411.083. Sections 411.083(b)(1) and 411.089(a) authorize a criminal justice agency 
to obtain CHRI; however, a criminal justice agency may not release CHRI except to another 
criminaljusti¢e agency for a criminal justice purpose. Id. § 411.089(b)(1). Other entities 
specified in cllapter 411 ofthe Govenunent Code are entitled to obtain CHRI from DPS or 
another crimil'lal justice agency; however, those entities may not release CHRI except as 
provided byq11apter411. See generally id. §§ 411.090-.127. Thus, anyCHRI obtained from 
DPS or any C),ther climinaljustice agency must be withheld under section 552.101 of the 
Govenmlent~ode in conjunction with Govenunent Code chapter 411, subchapter F. We 
note section ,,411.083 does not apply to active walTant information or other inforl11~tion 
relating to oni; s CUlTent involvement with the criminal justice system. See id. § 411.081(b) 

'(police depa1!tment allowed to disclose infomlation pertaining to person's ClUTent 
involvem:ent;;in the criminal justice system). Upon review, we find a portion of the 
infomlation at issue constitutes CHRI. We have marked the infonnation the sheliff must 

·1: 

withhold pur$.cliantto section 552.101 inconjlmction withsection411.083 ofthe Govemment 
Code and fed,!f1·allaw. However, none ofthe remaining infomlation constitutes CHRI, and 
it may not b(vyvithheld under section 552.101 on that basis. 

Next, youarg:g.e some ofthe remaining infonnation is confidential under section 552.101 in 
conji.mction v~#th the Medical Practice Act ("MP A"), subtitle B oftitle 3 ofthe Occupations 
Code. Sectioh 159.002 oftheMPAprovides inpeliinentpmi: 

(b) Arecord of the identity, diagnosis, evaluation, or treatment of a patient 
by a p~1ysician that is created or maintained by a physician is confidential and 
privil~ged and may not be disclosed except as provided by this chapter. 

i·( 

(c) A,person who receives infonnation from a confidential cOlIDmmication 
or reQ,prd as described by this chapter, other than a person listed in 
SectiQ~l 159.004 who is acting on the patient's behalf, may not disclose the 
inforI),1,;:ttion except to the extent that disclosure is consistent with the 
authqjzed purposes for which the infonnation was first obtained. 

: :r-
Occ. Code §)59.002(b), (c). This office has concluded the protection afforded by 
section 159. Q,Q2 extends only to records created by either a physician or someone under the 
supervision ofa physician. See Open Records Decision Nos. 487 (1987), 370 (1983), 343 
(1982). UpoI1,}'eview, we conclude you have failed to demonstrate the remaining infonnation 
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consists ofme.dical records that are subject to the MP A, and none of it may be withheld on 
~. (-. 

that basis.' 

Section 552.~~()1 also encompasses the doctrine of cOlllillon-law privacy. Common-law 
privacy prot~cts inf0l111ation if it (1) contains highly intimate or embanassing facts, the 
publication of which would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) is not of 
legitimate cob;cem to the public. Indus. Found. v. Tex. Indus. AccidentBd., 540 S.W.2d 668, 
685 (Tex. 191:6). To demonstrate the applicability of conunon-law privacy, both prongs of 
this test mus("1Je satisfied. Id. at 681-82. The types ofinfol11lation considered intimate and 
embarrassing'by the Texas Supreme Comi in Industrial Foundation include information 
relating to sexllal assault, pregnancy, mental or physical abuse in the workplace, illegitimate 
children, psybhiatric treatment of mental disorders, attempted suicide, and injmies to sexual 
organs. Id. at'683. This office has found some kinds of medical infonnation or information 
indicating dis&bilities or specific illnesses is protected by conmlon-Iaw privacy. See Open 
Records Deci~ionNos. 470 (1987) (illness from severe emotional andjob-relatedstress), 455 
(1987) (presCi]lption drugs, illnesses, operations, and physical handicaps). A compilation of 
an individualt~ criminal history is highly embalTassing infonnation, the pUblication of which 
would be higlily obj ectionable to a reasonable person. Cf U S. Dep 't of Justice v. Reporters 
Comm. for P}ieedom of the Press, 489 U.S. 749, 764 (1989) (when considering p~ong 
regarding inc(fyidual's privacy interest, comt recognized distinction between public records 
found in cOUl~house files and local police stations and compiled summalY of infonnation and 
noted that ilidividual has significallt privacy interest in compilation of one's criminal 
history). MOl:60ver, we find a compilation of a private citizen's criminal history is generally , 
not oflegitini~te concel11 to the pUblic. However, infonnation that relates to all individual's 
current involVement in the, criminal justice system is not protected by privacy. See Gov't 
Code § 411.0$1 (b) (police depaliment allowed to disclose infonnation peliaining to person's 
current involyement in the criminal justice system). We note this offic,e has stated, in 
numerous deqisions, infonnation pe1iaining to the work conduct, job perf0l111ance, alld 
qualificatiom;,ofpublic employees is subject to a legitimate public interest and, therefore, 
generally not~protected from disclosme under cOlllinon-law privacy. See Open Records 
Decision NO$" 470 (public employee's job perfOnnallCe does not generally constitute 
employee's pl1ivate affairs), 455 (public employee's job perf0l1nance or abilities generally 
not protected'~y privacy), 444 (1986) (public has legitimate interest in lmowing reasons for 
dismissal, delflotion, promotion, or resignation of public employee), 423 at 2 (1984) (scope 
of public em~loyee privacy is nalTow). Generally, only highly intimate infonnation that 
implicates th~tprivacy of an individual is withheld. However, in celiain installCeS, where it 
is demonstrat,~d that the requestor lmows the identity of the individual involved, as well as 
the nature of q,eliain incidents, the infonnation must be withheld in its entirety to protect the 
individual's pYivacy. 

:: 
\'( 

Although yOt~ claim the remaining infonnation is confidential pursuant to cOlllinon-law 
privacy, we :qnd this is not a situation where all of the infonnation must be withheld to 
protect any i11q.ividual's privacy interest. Upon review, we find the information we have 
marked is hig~ily intimate or embalTassing and of no legitimate public interest. Accordingly, 
the sheriff must withhold the infonnation we have marked under section 552.101 of the 
Govenunent,~ode in conjunction with common-law privacy. We note, however, the 
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remaining in#onnation is either not intimate or embalTassing or is subject to a legitimate 
public intereit. Accordingly, none of the remaining infonnation may be withheld lmder 
section 552.1,91 in conjunction with cOlmnon-law privacy. 

',' 

Section 552. t02(a) excepts fl:om disclosure "infonnation in a persOlmel file, the disclosure 
of which wOlttd constitute a clearly unwalTanted invasion of personal privacy." Gov't Code 
§ 552.102(a)), In Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts v. Attorney General of Texas, 
No. 08-0172t'2010 WL 4910163 (Tex. Dec. 3,2010), the Texas Supreme Court held 
section 552. f02( a) excepts from disclosure the dates ofbilih of state employees in the payroll 
database oftlt~;Texas Comptroller of Public AccOlmts. Tex. Comptroller, 201 OWL 491 0 163, 
at *10. Haying carefully reviewed the remaining infonnation, we have marked the 
information tiiat is excepted under section 552.102(a) of the Government Code and must be 
withheld on that basis. However, none of the remaining information is excepted under 
section 552. rd2(a), and none of it may be withheld on that basis. 

Section 552.lJ 7(a)(2) of the Govenmlent Code excepts :£i'om public disclosure the home 
addresses, ho:i'i-le telephone numbers, and social security munber of a peace officer, as well 
as infonnati6i} that reveals whether the peace officer has family members, regardless of 
whether the peace officer complies with sections 552.024 and 552.1175 of the Govenupent 
Code.3 Ie!. § $'r;2.117(a)(2). In this instance, it is unclear whether the employees at issue are 
currently lice~ised peace officers as defined by aliicle 2.12. Thus, to the extent the employees 
are cUlTentlyiicensed peace officers as defined by aliicle 2.12, the sheriff must withhold the 
information {?,e have marked under section 552.117(a)(2) of the Government Code. If, 
however, the~:mployees are not cUlTently licensed peace officers, their personal infonnation 
may not be ~hhheld under section 552.117(a)(2) ofthe Govel1lment Code. 

If the employ~es al'e not cunently licensed peace officers, then their personal infonnation 
may be subjci,¢t to section 552.117(a)(l) of the Govennnent Code, which excepts from 
disclosure the)lome addresses alld telephone munbers, social security munber, alld family 
member inforlllation of a CUlTent or fonner employee of a governmental body who requests 
this infonnation be kept confidential lUlder section 552.024. See ie!. § 552.117(a)(1). 
Whether a PCl;iiicular item of infonnation is protected by section 552.117(a)(1) must be 
detel1l1ined adhe time of the govemmental body's receipt of the request for the information. 
See Open Re6hrds Decision No. 530 at 5 (1989). Thus, infonnationmay only be withheld 
under section<~52.117(a)(1) on behalf of a Clment or fonner employee who made a request 
for confidenti~lityunder section 552.024 prior to the date of the govennnental body's receipt 
of the request;for the information. Therefore, to the extent the employees at issue timely 
elected confidientiality under section 552.024, the sheriff must withhold the infonnation we 
have 1llarked:i~~Ulder section 552.117(a)(1) of the Govennnent Code. If, however, the 
employees a~:\jssue are not licensed peace officers and did not timely elect to keep their 

" ... ,. 
I!,~." 

,-,' 

3"Peace:pfficer" is defIned by Article 2.12 of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure. 
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personal info.limation confidential, the illarked personal infonnation may not be withheld 
under sectiOl~';SS2.117(a)(I).4 

,,';' 

You also raise section 552.1175 of the Government Code, which provides in part: 

'"', 

(a) This section applies only to: 

0,:' (1) peace officers as defined by Aliic1e 2.12, Code of Criminal 
,:> Procedure; 

,(2) county jailers as defined by Section 1701, Occupations Code[.] 

(b) In{onnation that relates to the home address, home telephone number, or 
sociai:gecurity number of an individual to whom tIns section applies, or that 
reveals: whether the individual has family members is confidential and may 
not b~'disc1osed to the public under this chapter ifthe individual to whom the 
infonn,ation relates: 

", ;: 

ii, (1) chooses to restrict public access to the infonnation; and 

(2) notifies the govennnental body of the individual's choice on a 
"" form provided by the governmental body, accompanied by evidence 
: of the individual's status. 

Gov't Code §:S52.1175(a)-(b). We note that section 552.1175 only applies to inf0l111ation 
pertaining th(j, enumerated categories of individuals who are not employed by the sheriff or 
to infornlatiolt the sheriff is not holding in an employment capacity. Upon review of your 
arguments aI:1.<;l the infonnation at issue, we find you have failed to demonstrate how any 
portion ofth¢,;remaining information is confidential for the purposes of section 552.1175. 
Accordingly,{l~one of the remaining infonnation may be withheld on that basis. 

:.:i 

Section 552.l~0 provides infornlation relating to a motor velnc1e operator's license or 
driver's lice~{se issued by a Texas agency is excepted from public release.s Id. 
§ 552.l30(a)(1). Upon review, we find the sheriff must withhold the Texas driver's license 
infonnation 'We have marked in the remaining infonnation under section 552.l30 of the 
GovenU11ent ~ode . . ,; 

4Regardless of the applicability of section 552.117, section 552.l47(b) of the Govelwnent Code 
authorizes a gov,el11mental body to redact a living person's social security number from public release without 
the necessity ofl:equesting a decision from this office lU1der the Act. Gov't Code § 552.147(b). 

5The Office of the Attorney General will raise a mandatOlY exception on behalf of a govel11mental 
body, but ordilWrily wi11not raise other exceptions. See Open Records Decision Nos. 481 (1987), 480 
(1987),470 (19:$.7). 
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We note a p()rtion of the remammg information is excepted £i.·om disclosure lUlder 
section 552. ii~6 of the Govemment Code. Section 552.136 states "[nJotwithstanding any 
otherprovisici:h of this chapter, a credit card, debit card, charge card, or access device number 
that is colleci~d, assembled, or maintained by or for a govenllnental body is confidential." 
fd. § 552.13~(b). Accordingly, the sheriff must withhold the insurance policYlllmlbers we 
have marked;l.1nder section 552.136 of the Govenunent Code. 

You also claiih section 552.137 ofthe Goveminent Code, which excepts from disclosure "an 
e-mail addres's of a member ofthe public that is provided for the purpose of con1l11lmicating 
electronicaU~rwith a govenllnental body" unless the member of the public consents to its 
release or thl~.e-mail address is of a type specifically excluded by subsection (c). See id. 
§ 552. 137(a)":'(c). Upon review, we find the remaining infol111ation does not contain anye­
mail addresses. Accordingly, the sheriff may not withhold any infonnation lUlder 
section 552.lp7 of the Goven1l11ent Code. 

In summarYf~; the sheriff may withhold the infol111ation we have marked under 
section 552.1,08(b)(1) of the Govenllnent Code. The sheriff must withhold the CHRI we 
have marke4.,under section 552.101 of the Govel11lnent Code in conjlUlction with 
section 411.Q~3 of the Govenunent Code and federal law. The sheriff must withhold the 
information ~.(; have marked under section 552.101 ofthe Govenllnent Code in conjlUlction 
with commOl1.r.law privacy. The sheriff must also withhold the infonnation we have marked 
under section:S52.1 02( a) ofthe Government Cqde. To the extent the employees are clUTently 
licensed peaq$ officers as defined by atiicle 2.12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the 
sheriff must withhold the infonnation we have marked, lmder section 5 52.117( a) (2) ofthe 
Govenllnent Code. If the employees at issue are not cun-ently licensed peace officers, the 
sheriff must withhold the infonnation we have marked lmder section 552.117(a)(1) of the 
Goven1l11ent :q;ode to the extent the employees at issue timely elected confidentiality under 
section 552.Q2.4 of the Govel11l11ent Code. The sheriff must withhold the infonnation we 
have marked under section 552.130 of the Govenunent Code and section 552.136 of the 
Goven1l11ent "¢ode.6 The remaining infonnation must be released.7 

. 

This letter ruii~lg is limited to the patiicular infonnation at issue in this request and limited 
to the facts a$,:presented to us; therefore, this ruling must not be relied upon as a previous 
detel111inatio~fregarding any other infonnation or any other circlUnstatlCes . 

. ;~'.: :~ 

6We nelie this office issued Open Records Decision No. 684 (2009), a previous detenmnation to all 
govel11mental bodies authorizing them to withhold ten categories of information, including Texas driver's 
license number~.lUlder section 552.130 of the Govenllnent Code and insmance policy munbers lUlder 
section 552. 136{(jfthe Goverl1l11ent Code, without the necessity of requesting an attorney general decision. 

~.l 

. 7We note the remaining information contains social secmity mU11bers of imnates. Section 552.147 (b) 
ofthe Goverl1l11(l~t Code authorizes a governmental body to redact a living person's social secmity mnnber from 
public release Without the necessity of requesting a decision from this office lmder the Act. Gov't Code 
§ 552.147. 
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This ruling triggers impOliant deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the 
govel11mental,body and ofthe requestor. For more infonnation conceming those rights and 
responsibilit~(fs, please visit om website at http://www.oag.state.tx.l1s/open/index orl.php, 
or call the:9ffice of the Attol11ey General's Open Govenunent Hotline, toll fi:ee, 
at (877) 673~,6839. Questions conceming the allowable charges for providing public 
information under the Act must be directed to the Cost Rules Administrator ofthe Office of 
the Attol11ey,General, toll free, at (888) 672-6787. 

Sincerely, 

;]/1. ~~ 
~emus 
Assistant Att8l11ey General 
Open Record,s'Division 

,:' 
." 

LRL/em .. 

Ref: ID# 4~0777 
:,' 

Enc. Subrnitted documents 

c: Requestor 
(w/o ellc1osmes) 

,'< 

\' 

':,.., 


