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Mr. Larry W. Schenk 
city Attorney 
City of Longview 
P.O. Box 1952 

May 4, 1990 

Longview, Texas 75606-1952 

Dear Mr. Schenk: 

OR90-172 

You ask whether certain, information is subject to 
required public disclosure under the Texas Open Records Act, 
article 6252-17a, V.T.C.S. Your request was assigned ID# 
8805. 

The city of Longview received a request from the 
parents of a man who died in police 'custody for information 
concerning their son's death. You submitted to this office 
as responsive to their request the offense reports involving 
their son, the autopsy report, fingerprint search report and 
fingerprints, post-mortem photographs, and unmarked 
photographs of an automobile. You claim that the 
information requested is protected from required public 
disclosure under section 3(a) (8) of the Open Records Act. 

You cite as authority for withholding the information 
Open Records Decision No. 521 (1989). That decision dealt 
solely with custodial death reports submitted to the 
Attorney General's Office and is not dispositive of the 
information at issue here. The autopsy report is a public 
record as the autopsy was performed pursuant to order of a 
justice of the peace, and must be released. ~ Open 
Records Decision No. 21 (1974). The photographs are not 
excep~ed from disclosure. See Open Records Decision No. 432 
(1985). The offense report is also public. See Open 
Records Decision No. 127 (1976). The photographs, death 
notice, fingerprint search and other documents you submitted 
do not on their face reveal law enforcement investigatory 
techniques such as to unduly interfere with law enforcement 
and are therefore not excepted from disclosure under section 
3(a) (a). See Heard v. Houston Post Co., 684 S.W.2d 210 
(Tex. App. - Houston (1st Dist.] 1984, writ ref'd n.r.e.); 
Ex Parte Pruitt, 551 S.W.2d 706 (Tex. 1977). All of the 
information you submitted must be released. 
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Because case law and prior published open records 
decisions resolve your request, we are resolving this matter 
with this informal letter ruling rather than with a 
published open records decision. If you have questions 
about this ruling, please refer to OR90-172. 

DAN/le 

Ref.: ID# 8805, 8809 

Yours very truly, 

David A. Newton 
Assistant Attorney General 
Opinion Committee 

cc: Lewis F. a~d Maxine Warren 
621 South 350 West 
orem, Utah 84058 


