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Dear Ms. Portwood: 

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under 
chapter 552 of the Govemment Code. Your request was assigned ID# 108983. 

The Houston Fire Department (the "department") received a request for three 
categories of information seeking all information concerning an explosion that occurred at 
4155 Gillespie. In your original correspondence to this office, you claimed that the requested 
information could be withheld based on sections 552.101 and 552.108 of the Government 
Code. You subsequently withdrew most of your objections to release of the requested 
information. You now state that you will release all of the requested information except for 
two documents. You seek to withhold these two responsive documents because they are 
protected by from disclosure by common-law privacy. We have considered the exception 
you claim and have reviewed the documents at issue. 

Section 552.101 excepts from disclosure "information considered to be confidential 
by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision." Section 552.101 
encompasses common-law privacy and excepts from disclosure private facts about an 
individual. Industrial Found. v. Texas Indus. Accident Bd., 540 S.W.2d 668 (Tex. 1976), 
cert. denied, 430 U.S. 931 (1977). Therefore, information may be withheld from the public 
when (1) it is highly intimate and embarrassing such that its release would be highly 
objectionable to a person of ordinary sensibilities, and (2) there is no legitimate public 
interest in its disclosure. Id. at 685; Open Records Decision No. 61 1 (1992) at 1. The 
documents you seek to withhold concern the private financial decisions of the victims. We 
conclude that you must withhold one of the documents, which you have labeled Exhibit 2-A, 
from disclosure. See Open Records Decision Nos. 600 (1992), 545 (1990). We have marked 
that document. The subject of the remaining document, however, is deceased. The 
common-law right of privacy lapses upon death. Attorney General Opinion H-917 (1 976); 
Open Records Decision No. 272 (1981). Furthermore, the requestor appears to represent the 
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other persons who may have a privacy interest in the document. Gov't Code § 552.023(a) 
(person has a right of access to information that relates to that person and is protected from 
disclosure by laws intended to protect that person's privacy interests). Tbus, we do not 
believe that the remaining document in this instance is protected by common-law privacy. 
The department must release the document concerning Victor Wilson to the requestor. 

We are resolving this matter with an informal letter ruling rather than with a 
published open records decision. This ruling is limited to the particular records at issue 
under the facts presented to us in this request and should not be relied upon as a previous 
determination regarding any other records. If you have questions about this ruling, please 
contact our office. 

Yours very truly, 

Ref: ID# 108983 

Enclosures: Submitted documents 

cc: Ms. Alicia Ramos 
Paralegal to Benjamin L. Hall 
O'Quinn & Larninack 
2300 Lyric Centre Blvd. 
440 Louisiana 
Houston, Texas 77002 
(WIO enclosures) 

Don Ballard 
Assistant Attorney General 
Open Records Division 


