ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

December 9, 2019

Mr. David T. Ritter

City of McKinney

Brown & Hofmeister, L.L.P.

740 East Campbell Road, Suite 800
Richardson, Texas 75081

OR2019-34499
Dear Mr. Ritter:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the
Public Information Act (the “Act”), chapter 552 of the Government Code. - Your request
was assigned ID# 800806 (ORR# G12078A).

The City of McKinney (the “city”), which you represent, received a request for records
related to city meetings about parking or patios at a specified location during a specified
time period.! The city states it is releasing some of the requested information. The city
claims some of the submitted information is excepted from disclosure under section
552.137 of the Government Code. We have considered the exception the city claims and
reviewed the submitted representative sample of information.?

Section 552.137 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure “an e-mail address of a’
member of the public that is provided for the purpose of communicating electronically with

! The city informs us it sent the requestor an estimate of charges pursuant to section 552.2615 of the
Government Code. See Gov’t Code § 552.2615. The estimate of charges required the requestor to provide a
deposit for payment of anticipated costs under section 552.263 of the Government Code. See id.
§ 552.263(a). The city informs us it received the required deposit on September 16, 2019. See id.
§ 552.263(e) (if governmental body requires deposit or bond for anticipated costs pursuant to section 552.263,
request for information is considered to have been received on date governmental body receives bond or
deposit).

* We assume the “representative sample” of records submitted to this office is truly representative of the
requested records as a whole. See Open Records Decision Nos. 499 (1988), 497 (1988). This open records
letter does not reach, and therefore does not authorize the withholding of, any other requested records to the
extent those records contain substantially different types of information than that submitted to this office.
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a governmental body” unless the member of the public consents to its release or the e-mail
address is of a type specifically excluded by subsection (¢). See Gov’t Code § 552.137(a)-
(c). The e-mail addresses at issue are not excluded by subsection (c). Therefore, the city
must withhold the personal e-mail addresses it marked and we marked under section
552.137 of the Government Code, unless the owners affirmatively consent to their public
disclosure.? The city must release the remaining information.

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.

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the
governmental body and of the requestor. For more information concerning those rights and
responsibilities, please visit our website at https://www.texasattorneveeneral. gov/open-
government/members-public/what-expect-after-ruling-issued or call the OAG’s Open
Government Hotline, toll free, at (877) 673-6839. Questions concerning the allowable
charges for providing public information under the Public Information Act may be directed
to the Cost Rules Administrator of the OAG, toll free, at (888) 672-6787.

Sincerely,

[lpn Ml

Claire V. Morris Sloan
Assistant Attorney General
Open Records Division

- CVMS/jxd

Ref: ID# 800806

Enc. Submitted docﬁments

c: Requestor
(w/o enclosures)

* We note Open Records Decision No. 684 (2009) is a previous determination to all governmental bodies
authorizing them to withhold an e-mail address of a member of the public under section 552.137 of the
Government Code without the necessity of requesting an attorney general decision.



