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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arizona held that when a public entity maintains a public record in electronic
format, the electronic version, including embedded metadata, is subject to disclosure under Arizona's
public records law. The court also held that a superior court generally may not decline jurisdiction over
a properly filed special action seeking access to public records. The judgment was vacated in part and

remanded.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether an electronic version of a public record, including embedded metadata, is subject to disclosure

under Arizona's public-records law.

2. Whether the superior court had discretion to deny jurisdiction and relief on a special action brought
under A.R.S. § 39-121.02 to challenge denial of access to public records.

HOLDINGS

1. When a public entity maintains a public record in electronic format, the electronic version of the record,

including embedded metadata, is subject to disclosure under Arizona's public-records law.

2. When a person properly invokes the special-action procedure under A.R.S. § 39-121.02(A) to challenge
denial of access to public records, the superior court lacks discretion to deny jurisdiction and must

decide the case on its merits.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We today hold that if a public entity maintains a public record in an electronic format, then the electronic
version, including any embedded metadata, is subject to disclosure under our public records laws.” (218 P.3d
at 1004, 9 1)

“We accordingly hold that when a public entity maintains a public record in an electronic format, the
electronic version of the record, including any embedded metadata, is subject to disclosure under our public
records law.” (218 P.3d at 1008,  14)

“Thus, so long as Lake's special action complied with the applicable procedural rules, the superior court
lacked discretion to deny jurisdiction and was required to decide the case on its merits.” (218 P.3d at 1008,
17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

David Lake, a Phoenix police officer, filed an employment-discrimination administrative complaint and federal
lawsuit against the City. He also requested notes maintained by his supervisor concerning Lake's work
performance. After reviewing paper copies, Lake suspected the notes had been backdated and requested
metadata showing creation, access, authorship, and printing information. The City denied the request, asserting

that metadata was not a public record.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Lake requested metadata from electronic notes maintained by a Phoenix police supervisor after suspecting that
the notes had been backdated. The superior court denied jurisdiction and relief in his special action. The court of
appeals reversed in part as to other requests but affirmed the denial of metadata production. The Arizona
Supreme Court vacated the relevant paragraphs of the court of appeals opinion and remanded to the superior

court.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Vacate paragraphs 7 through 23 of the court of appeals' opinion and remand to the superior court for proceedings
consistent with the Supreme Court's opinion, including consideration of Lake's request for attorney fees under
A.R.S. § 39-121.02(B).
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