
Lisa Madigan 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Ms. Kathy Lewis 
P. 0. Box640 
500 West Main Street 
Benton, Illinois 62812 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF ILLINOIS 

March 1, 2013 

RE: FOIA Request for Review- 2012 PAC 18929 

Ms. Lewis: 

The Public Access Bureau has reviewed the Request for Review from
~d the responsive records furnished to us by the City of Benton (City) concerning the 

City's response to-Freedom oflnformation Act (FOIA) request. 5 ILCS 140/1 et seq. 
(West 2011 Supp.r--

On February 29, 2012.-submitted a FOIA request to the City seeking a 
"breakdown of overtime for the fire department, breakdown of Davis Oil Co., invoices from the 
law firm Troutt~ Warner from May 1, 2011, to present date February 29, 2012." 1 The 
City furnished-w~ve records, including six pages of legal invoices with 
some information redacted. ~ubmitted his Request for Review of the City's response 
to this office on March 12, 2012, indicating that he was seeking review of the redactions to the 
legal bills. 2 

On May 24, 2012, this office sent a copy of--Request for Review to 
the City and requested unredacted copies of the legal invoices and identification of the section 7 

1 
Request for Copies of Records under the Illinois Freedom of Information Act, signed by -

-(February 29, 2012). 

'Letter from-to Lindsay Lavine, Assistant Attorney General, Public Access 
Bureau.(March 12, 2012). 
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exemption that the City believed allowed them to redact information.3 On June 12, 2012, the 
City complied with our request for unredacted copies Of invoices and affirmed that it had 
redacted attorney/client information.4 

DETERMINATION 

•w·o-··· for Review challenges only the City's redactions of portions 
of the legal bills. In general the dollar amounts that a law firm charges a public body for legal 
work, the general description of work performed by a law firm that represents a public body, and 
the amount oftime spent on that work is information that must be disclosed pursuant to section 
2.5 ofFOIA (5 ILCS 140/2.5 (West 2010)), which provides that "[a]ll records relating to the 
obligation, receipt, and use of public funds of the State, units oflocal government, and school 
districts are public records subject to inspection and copying by the public." See Ill. Att'y Gen. 
Pub. Ace. Op. No. 12-005, issued March 12,2012. 

The Illinois Appellate Court has acknowledged, however, that under FOIA, 
"certain types of [a law firm's] billing records may contain explanations for legal fees and may 
indicate the type of work done or matters discussed between the attorney and client. As such, 
they could reveal the substance of confidential attorney-client discussions, and be subject to valid 
claims of attorney-client privilege[.]" People ex rei. Ulrich v. Stukel, 294 Ill. App. 3d 193, 201 
(I st Dist. 1997). Thus, a public body may properly redact information that could reveal legal 
advice provided or a substantive communication between an attorney and a representative of a 
public body. 

We have reviewed the unredacted copies of invoices furnished to us and conclude 
that the redacted portions of the invoices consist of information that could reveal the type of 
work done or matters discussed between the attorney and client. This office concludes that the 

'Letter from Sarah Kaplan, Assistant Attorney General, Public Access Bureau, to Kathy Lewis, 
City of Benton (May 24, 20 12). 

4 Although not specifically identified by the City, section 7(l)(m) ofFOIA (5 ILCS 140/7(1)(m) 
(West 2011 Supp.), as amended by Public Act 97-783, effective July 13, 2012; 97-813, effective July 13, 2012; 97-
1065, effective August 24, 2012; 97-1129, effective August 20, 2012; 97-847, effective September 22, 
2012))exempts from inspection and copying "(c]ommunications between a public body and an attorney or auditor 
representing the public body that would not be subject to discovery in litigation, and materials prepared or compiled 
by or for a public body in anticipation of a criminal, civil or administrative proceeding upon the request of an · 
attorney advising the public body • • • (.]" 
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City prope~ortions oflegal invoices Wlder section 7(1)(m), therefore the City's 
response t~request was in accordance with the requirements ofFOIA. 

The Public Access Com1selor has determined that resolution of this matter does 
not require the issuance of a binding opinion. If you have any questions, you may contact me at 
(312) 814-5383. . 

18929 RFR f pb ex proper mWl 

Assistant Attorney General 
Public Access Bureau .I 
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