
June 14, 2025 
 
 
VIA EMAIL: 
Jules Goonewardena 
Anne Arundel Today 
foia@annearundeltoday.com  
 
 Re: Maryland Public Information Act Request for Information/Records 
 
Dear Jules: 
 
 Please find below our response to your request dated June 18, 2025 for records related to 
certain contingency fee contracts/agreements with external attorneys or law firms, as well as any 
engagement agreements/contracts with Sher Edling, Lewis Baach Kaufmann Middlemiss PLLC, 
Rex Sharp, or Sharp Law LLP within last 12 months pursuant to the Maryland Public 
Information Act, Title 4 of the General Provisions Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland 
(the “Act”), on behalf of the following City custodian(s) of record: Office of Law. 
 

• All requested records related to “contingency fee agreements between the City of 
Annapolis and any external attorney(s) or law firm(s) in effect during the last 12 months” 
and “engagement agreements or contracts between the City of Annapolis and Sher Edling 
LLP in effect during the last 12 months” are included with this response, subject to the 
denials specified below. 

 There are no currently existing records related to your request for “engagement 
agreements or contracts between the City of Annapolis and Lewis Baach Kaufmann 
Middlemiss PLLC in effect during the last 12 months”. 

 There are no currently existing records related to your request for “engagement 
agreements or contracts between the City of Annapolis and Rex Sharp and/or Sharp Law 
LLP in effect during the last 12 months”. 

  
 We are denying review of a portion of one (1) requested record, which constitutes 
privileged attorney work product. Disclosure of privileged attorney work product would violate 
the Maryland Rule of Professional Conduct governing confidentiality of client information. The 
lawyer would be exposed to professional discipline if the requested public record is information 
relating to the representation of a client, and which, if disclosed by the attorney, would place the 
attorney in violation of the rule.  Accordingly, such information is confidential and must not be 
produced under the Act. Rules of Prof. Conduct, Rules 1.6, 1.6(a); Md. Code Ann., General 
Provisions, § 4-301(a)(1); Harris v. Baltimore Sun Co., 1993, 625 A.2d 941, 330 Md. 595 
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(1993). The applicable City departments, offices, and/or agencies have not waived the attorney-
client privilege for these records. 

You may seek judicial review under § 4-362 of the Act. Alternatively, you may file a 
request for mediation with the Public Access Ombudsman and, if the Ombudsman is unable to 
resolve the matter, may subsequently seek a resolution from the Public Information Act 
Compliance Board for those matters within the Compliance Board’s jurisdiction. 

If you have any questions, please contact citypiarequests@annapolis.gov.  

Sincerely, 

D. Michael Lyles, City Attorney 

D. Michael Lyles



















Attachment A was redacted in its entirety.


