PUBLIC COMMENTS TO THE BURNE . COUNTY COMMISSION _S COURT
August 25, 2026
Item #23(b)

My name is Claire Nybro, Burnet County voter, taxpayer and interested person.

Commissioners: On February 10, you hired Bickerstaff Heath Delgado Acosta as general counsel
with a $20,000 limit. Today you are being asked to increase their purchase order by another $40,000.

In July, this Court transferred a total of $98,000 into the professional services line — 32,000 on July
14 and $46,000 on July 28 — the second of which was specifically “to cover a shortage for :gal
fees.”

| filed a Public Information Request and received the unredacted Bickerstaff invoices for April, I 1y,
and July. The April and May invoices show legal work by Bickerstaff on the election problems. The
July invoice shows extensive legal work on former county judge James Oakley’s demand letters
seeking more than $218,000 for reimbursement of his legal fees. These two issues are likely at least
part of the reason this Court continues to increase Bickerstaff's spending authority.

The July invoice is on today’s agenda as part of the Expense Approval Register Report 2 under ltem
#24.

The public has never been given notice of James Oakley’s demand for over $218,000. It has never
appeared on an open agenda and has never been discussed in public.

The County Attorney has sent two requests to the Attorney General seeking to withhold information
on the election issues, and Bickerstaff has sent a request seeking to withhold information on _. .2
Oakley demand letters — even though both matters are of significant public inte  t.

A formal demand for more than $218,000 against county funds is a claim on public money. The
complete failure to give the public any notice of that demand, while paying Bickerstaff to advise on
and seeking to keep the details hidden, is exactly the kind of secrecy the Open Meetings Act was
written to prevent. The Court is spending significant public money on high-stakes legal advice while
keeping James Oakley’s demand for more than $218,000 completely hidden from the citizens who
are paying the bills.

Last week, serious election discrepancies were raised in this very room, and still there has been no
public acknowledgment.

This Court is hiding the truth on major issues from the people who vote and who pay the bills. The
public is entitled to know why these requests for additional legal fees keep recurring.

| am placing these facts on the record today. Madam Clerk, | would like to submit these recor ;to
you for the official record.



EXHIBIT LIST

Exhibit 1
Unredacted Bickerstaff invoices for April and May 2026
(Showing legal work on the election problems)

Exhibit 2
Unredacted/official Bickerstaff Invoice #130266 (July 24, 2026)
(Showing extensive legal work on James Oakley’s demand for payment of attorney’s fees)
e This is the same invoice appearing on today’'s Expense Approval Report 2 appended under
Agenda ltem #24

Exhibit 3
Redacted version of the April Bickerstaff invoice as previously produced by the County

Exhibit 4
Attorney General request letters:
e Two requests from the Burnet County Attorney’s Office seeking to withhold information related
to ¢ »ctic issues, dated August 10, 2026 and August 17, 2026
e One request from Bickerstaff Heath Delgado Acosta LLP seeking to withhold information
related to James Oakley’s demand letters, dated July 29, 2026 on page 1 and July 27, 2026 on
pages 2 and 3

Exhibit 5
James Oakley’s demand letters seeking more than $218,000 in reimbursement of legal fees, dated
June 17, 2026 and July 20, 2026, exciuding his 92-page exhibit

Exhibit 6
February 10, 2026 Cc...mi¢  oners Court Minutes (excerpt — 4 pages)
e T lection of ~'ckerstaff Heath Delgado Acosta LLP as general counsel with a $20,000 limit
appears on page 4 as ltem #7
e “Vote: 5 -0 - Unanimously”
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Matter: 000002
Invoice #: 129537
Page: 4
SERVICES
Date Person D¢ ription of Services Hours
4/7/2026 PBA Email from Judge Wilson regarding agenda language for IT 0.1
budget.
4/7/2026 PBA Draft changes to Agenda. 0.6
4/7/2026 PBA Analyze IT budget data from Auditor. 0.3
4/7/2026 PBA Analyze Interlocal Agreement and City/County resolutions 0.9
for 391 Commission.
4/7/20z CPH R« arch confidentiality of ADA Accommodation Request. 1.7
4/7/2026 CPH R arch ADA Confidentiality case law and draft response. 12
4/8/2026 PBA Draft response to Judge Henson regarding ADA 0.8
accommodation request and confidentiality.
4/8/2026 PBA Draft document regarding public purposes for County to 0.9
intervene in PUC suit.
4/9/2026 PBA Emails with Comm. Beierle regarding contract for street 0.3
light.
4/13/2026 CRK Commissioners Court Mtg. Attendance (4-14-2026 Mtg.) -- 2.1
E-mails from county judge regarding meeting
issues/documents; review of agenda and related
documents for meeting; telephone calls to/from county
judge regarding the same.
4/13/2026 PBA Analyze legai memo from Craig Carter. 04
4/13/2026 PBA Analyze interlocal agreement with Marble Falis ISD. Send 0.9
changes to Comm. Dockery.
4/13/2026 PBA Email to Judge Wilson regarding attending Commissioners 0.1
Court.
4/13/2026 PBA Email to Judge Wilson regarding Statewide 02
Communications Plan and proposed power lines.
4/14/2026 CRK Commissioners Court Mtg. Attendance (4-14-2026 Mtg.) — 7.6
Travel from Austin, Texas to Burnet, Texas; conferences
with county judge regarding meeting issues/documents;
review of agenda and documents for meeting; meeting
attendance with county attomney and first assistant county
attorney; return travel to Austin, Texas.
4/14/2026 PBA Analyze ADA Accommodation bnef from requestor and 0.7
confer with Judge Henson.
Total Professional Services 56.5 $21,426.00
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C 003199
Matter: 000002
Invoice #: 129537
Page: 6

P'~~5e Remit Pr—-nt to:
Bickerstaff Heath ueige ) Acosta LLP
Two Barton Skyway

1601 S MoPac Expy, Ste C400
Austin, Texas 78746















July 24, 2026

Client: 003199
Matter; 0000
invoice #: 130266

Page: 3

Please Remit Payment to:
Bickerstaff Heath Delgado Acosta LLP
Two Barton Skyway

1601 S MoPac Expy, Ste C400
Austin, Texas 78746

























April 28, 2026

Client: 003199
Matter: 000002
invoice #: 129537
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Please Remi* "-ymaent to:
Bickerstaff Heamn Delgado Acosta LLP
Two Barton Skyway

1601 S MoPac Expy, Ste C400
Austin, Texas 78746




























sickerstaff

Heath Delgado Acosta LLP

July 29, 2026

Via Online Submission

Ken Paxton, Attorney General

Office of the Attorney General of Texas
P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

ATTENTION:  Open Records Division

Re:  Request for Information from an anonymous requestor to Burnet County
:ar Attorney General Paxton:

This law firm represents Burnet Couty (“County™). In prior requests to the County, the
requestor (“Requestor”) has requested to remain anonymous and the County submits the brief
based on an anonymous request. The Requestor submitted a request for records to the County on
July 16,2026 (Exhibit A). The Requestor requests the following information:

“1. A copy of the demand letter from James QOakley dated June 17, 2026 (and any
attachments) sent to the Burnet County Commissioners Court or rela  officials.

2. Any and all contracts, engagement agreements, retainer agreements, or professional
services agreements between Burnet County and Philip Arnold (or his law firm) from May
1, 2026, to the present, including the full signed documents showing execution dates.

3. All invoices, pavment records. warranis. budget amendr s, expend, e
authorizations related to Philip Arnold or his firm, including dates and amounts paid.

4. Any corresy ce, emails, n s, or documents concerning James Qakley s June 17,
2026, demand letter. including the county’s response and any involvement of out. ‘e
counsel.”

The County has determined that a portion of the requested responsive information may be
excepted from disclosure by: (a) Texas Public Information Act Sections 552.101 and 552.107
(Subchapter C of the Texas Government Code) (the “Government Code”), and (b) Texas Rule of
Evidence 503(b) (“Evidence Rule™).

The County is submitting this request for an opinion and brief  thinten ) iness
from the date the County received the request on July 16, 2026. We are providing the Requestor
with a copy of this correspondence in compliance with Government Code Section 552.301(d).

1wo parton Skyway 1601 S. MoPar Fxnv Sisite C400. Austin, TX 78746 ; Phone: 512-472-8021 Fax: 512-320-5638 |
Austin | £l Paso | Houston




Ken Paxton, Attorney General
July 27, 2026
Page 2

I. Certain Legal Matters Exception (Government Code § 552.107) &
Confidential Information Exception (Government Cede § 552.101)

Government Code Section 552.107 exempts from public disclosure information *...that
the attorney general or an attorney of a political subdivision is prohibited from disclosing because
of a duty to the client under the Texas Rules of Evidence or the Texas Disciplinary R es of
Professional Conduct...” Government Code Section 552.101 exempts from public disclosure
“...information considered to be confidential by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial
decision.”"

Evidence Rule 503(b) provides a client with *“...a privilege to refuse to disclose and to
prevent any other person from disclosing confidential communications made to facilitate the
rendition of professional legal services to the client...” Communication is confidential when it is
"not intended to be disclosed to third persons other than those to whom disclosure is made in
furtherance of the rendition of professional legal services to the client or those reasonably
necessary for the transmission of the communication."* Evidence Rule 503(b)’s *..professional
legal services....” includes a client: (a) seeking the advice, opinion or recommendation of an
attorney, and (b) directing the attorney to pursue certain avenues of analysis on behalf of the client.
The privilege extends to communications between or among clients, client representatives,
lawyers, and lawyer representatives.’

Attached as Exhibit B is a memorandum and several emails that provides legal advice to
the client. It contains information which meets the required attorney-client privilege elements:

(a) The documents constitute written electronic communications among the following
individuals:

(1) Attorney Philip Arnold (Outside Legal Counsel);

(2) County employees and officials Bryan Wilson (County Judge), Jim Luther (County
Commissioner Precinct 1), Damon Beierle (Commissioner Precinct 2), Chad
Collier (Commissioner Precinct 3), and Joe Don Dockery (Commissioner Precinct
4).

(b) The documents show that communications were made to facilitate the rendition of
professional legal services. The legal memorandum and each email contain re 1ests
from the client and/or client representatives (employees) seeking legal advice pursuant
to Government Code Chapter 551. Specifically, both Mr. Amold’s le; “memor dum
and emails to the County provide legal advice and opinions in response to the County
employees’ questions related to the former County judge’s legal fees reimbursement
request.

U See Paxton v. City of Dallas, 509 S.W.3d 247. 264-268 (Tex. 2017); See In re Citv of Georgetown. 33 S.W.3d 328,
332-336 (Tex. 2001); See also Abbott v. Citv of Dullas, 433 S.W.3d 580, 386-388 (Tex. App. — Austin 2014) (haldir
that Section 552.101 exempts from public disclosure information protected by attomey-client pnvilege).

> Tex. R. Evid. 503(a)(5).

3 1d. at 503(b)(1XA), (B), (C), (D), (E).
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Pilisbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
401 W 4th St. Suite 3200 | Austin, TX 78701-3797 | tet 512 580.9600 | fax 512.580.9601

Casey ow
Tel: +1.512.580.9616
casey low@pillsburylaw.com

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL
July 20, 2026

Hon. Bryan Wilson,
Burnet County Judge
220 S. Pierce
Burnet, Texas 78611

Re: Follow Up Regarding Request of Judge James Oakley
Dear Judge Wilson:

This letter is in follow up to the June 17, 2026 request on behalf of my client,
former Burnet County Judge James Oakley, for approval of payment ofhist 01 le
and necessary attorney’s fees and expenses incurred in connection with his duties as
Burnet County Judge. Specifically, we requested that the Commissioners’ Court place
his request on the next available agenda consistent with the Texas Open Meetings Act
and we also offered to provide any additional information to facilitate the  quest.

Although we have your confirmation of receipt of the request, we are still
awaiting its consideration by the Commissioners’ Court. We reiterate the purpose of
Ju e Oakley’s request is solely to further the public interest and to avoid litigation.
Specifically, if the request is granted and all of the requested attorney’s fees and
expenses are reimbursed, Judge Oakley would not seek any additional remedies 1at
otherwise would be available to him. If the request is not granted, however, he would
have no choice but to seek those and additional remedies in Court.

Approval of the request would further the public interest in two respects. First,
it would ensure that County officials and employees in a similar position will not be
q red fully ~ forming their duties or engaging in public service the future.
Second, it would resolve an ongoing dispute that otherwise would result in additional
litigation while preserving the immunities belonging to the County. To the extent the
Commissioners’ Court’s approval of the request would be contingent upon such an
ac  1owledgment by Judge Oakley, he would accept such a condition.

www . ptllsburylaw.com 11028496933



July 20, 2026
Page 2

Prompt approval of the request is necessary given the ongoing damage to Judge
Oakley and the large amount of attorney’s fees and e:  enses he has already paid out of
pocket. Thus, if the request is not approved at the next available meeting, we will need
to move forward with litigation instead. Thus, we ask that you confirm placement of
this item on the July 28, 2026 agenda and again ask for consideration of the request.

To the extent we can provide any additional information to facilitate the
Commissioners Court’s consideration of this request, we would be happy to provide
such information including any presentation, proposed agreements, or other requested
clarifications concerning the request to ensure its full and prompt consideration.

Thank vou for your time and consideration and we appreciate your efforts in
furtherance of e public interest.

Very truly yours,

Lasey LOW

www piltsburylaw.com 11028496943



EX.IBIT 6

The State of Texas {}
County of Burnet {}  On this t} ie Burnet County Commr  ioners Court n
in regular session. The following n nt:

Present: County Judge Bryan Wilson
Commissioner Precinct 1 Jim Luther, Jr.
Commissioner Precinct 2 Damon B¢ :rie
Commissioner Precinct 3 Chad Collier
Comnm sioner Precinct 4 Joe Don Dockery

Attendees: Eddie Arredondo , County Attorney
Colleen Davis , Asst. County Attorney
Vicinta Stafford, County Clerk
Madeline Parker , Comm. Court Coordinator

item #1 Call to Order

Judge Bryan Wilson called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m

ltem #? Invocation anc Pledge of Allegiance to the Flags

Bryan Wilson, County Judge, led the invocation.
Pledges said

item #12 Discu== consider, and take appropriate acti~~ regarding the follo*ing for
th~ Bmat Count Historical Courthouse: (Wilson)
a. Ine planning grant application to the Texas Historical Commission for the
Burnet County Courthouse, based on an estimated construction cost of
$8,971,544, the court must select one of the following options:
i. Option 1: Rehabilitation — Keeping 1974 addition (work on 1974 portions will
more than likely be ineligible costs through THC or ¢ ract from competitive
sidr . ( y share for plar  ng ~-ant: $496,236
il. Option 2: Restoration with Basement — Remove 1974 addition but keep
and extend basement (basement costs would be ineligible through THC). County
share for planning grant:$913,366, or
iii. Option 3: Full Restoration — Remove all additions (1974 above and below
grade) and return to 1937 CH. County share for planning grant: $446,236













