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November 1, 2018

The Honorable Tani Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice of California
and the Associate Justices of the California Supreme Court
350 McAllister Street

San Francisco, CA 94102-4797

Re: Richard Sander, et al v. State Bar of California, et at.
26 Cal.App.5th 651 (August 23, 2018)
1st Appellate Case No. A150061, A150625/Supreme
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Court Case No. S251671

Dear Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye and Associate Justices:

The League of Califomia Cities provides the following opposition to the October 22,
2018 request for depublication filed with the Court by Plaintiffs and Petitioners Richard
Sander and the First Amendment Coalition ("Petitioners")- The League of Califomia Cities
is an association of475 Califomia cities dedicated to protecting and restoring local control to
provide for the public health, safety, and welfare of their residents, and to enhance the quality
of life for all Califomians. The League is advised by its Legal Advocacy Committee,
comprised of 24 city attomeys from all regions of the State. The Committee monitors
litigation of concem to municipalities and identifies those cases that have statewide or
nationwide significance. The Committee has identified this case as having such significance.

The First District held that while the Califomia Public Records Act no doubt requires
a public agency to "produce nonexempt responsive computer records in the same manner as
paper records and can be required to compile, redact, or omit information from an electronic
record" it does not require a public agency "to create a new record by changing the substantive
content of an existing record or replacing existing data with new data." (Slip Op. at 19.) As
cities in Califomia continue their efforts to efficiently and fully respond to the extensive public
records requests they receive each year and as those agencies and the public move away from
paper and toward electronic formats, the holding in this case provides the guidance that is
needed to ensure a balance between privacy rights and transparency while maintaining
consistency across public agencies. As such. Petitioners' request for depublication should be
denied.










