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Dear Ms. Kunau:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the
Public Information Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 ofthe Government Code. Your request was
assignedID# 373841 (COSAFile Nos. 10-0021,10-0043,10-0092,10-0113, and 10-0270).

The City ofSan Antonio (the "city") received five requests from four different requestors for
employment information pertaining to two named individuals as well as information'
pertaining to a specified city contract. You claim the submitted information is excepted from
disclosure under sections 552.1 01,552.1 02,552.1 07, and 552.111 ofthe Government Code. 1

We have consi.dered the exceptions you claim and reviewed the submitted information.

Initially, we note some of the submitted information, which w.e have marked, is not
responsive to the instant requests because it was created after the city received the requests.
This ruling does not address the public availability of information that is not responsive to
the requests, and the city is not required to release that information in response to the
requests.

Section 552.101 ofthe Government Code excepts from disclosure "information considered
to be confidential by law, either; constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision." Gov't
Code § 552.101. Section 552.101 yncompasses. the doctrine of common-law privacy.

lWe note, in your letter dated March 15,2010, you withdrew your assertion under section 552.108 of
the Government Code.
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Section 552.102 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure "information in a
personnel file; ,the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy." Id § 552.l02(a). In Hubert v. Harte-Hanks Texas Newspapers, 652
S.W.2d 546 (Tex. App.-Austin 1983, writ ref'd n.r.e.), the court ruled that the test to be
applied to information claimed to be protected under section 552.102 is the same as the test
formulated by the Texas Supreme Court in Industrial Foundation v. Texas Industrial
Accident Board, 540 S.W.2d 668, 683-85 (Tex. 1976) for information claimed to be
protected under the doctrine of common-law privacy as incorporated by section 552.101.
Accordingly, we address the city's section 552.102(a) claim in conjunction with its
common-law privacy claim under section 552.101 ofthe Government Code.

In Industrial Foundation, the Texas Supreme Court stated that information is excepted from
disclosure if (1) it contains highly intimate or embarrassing facts, the publication of which
would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) the information is not of
legitimate concern to the public. 540 S.W.2d at 685. The type of information considered
intimate or embarrassing by the Texas Supreme Court in Industrial Foundation included
information relating to sexual assault, pregnancy, mental or physical abuse in the workplace,
illegitimate children, psychiatric treatment of mental disorders, ,attempted suicide, and
injuries to sexUal organs. Id. at 683. This office has found that some kinds of medical
information of.;information indicating disabilities or specific illnesses are excepted from
required publicdisclosure under common-lawprivacy. See Open Records DecisionNos. 470
(1987) (illness:f.rom severe emotional andjob-related stress), 455 (1987) (prescription drugs,
illnesses, operations, and physical handicaps). This office has also found that personal
financial information not relating to the financial transaction between an individual and a
governmental., body is excepted from disclosure under common-law privacy. See Open
Records Decision No. 600 (1992) (public employee's withholdin'g allowance certificate,
designation ofbeneficiary of employee's retirement benefits, direct depositauthorization,
and employee's decisions regarding voluntary benefits programs, among others, protected
under commo1,1.;.law privacy). However, information pertaining to the work conduct and job
performance of public employees is subject to a legitimate public interest and therefore
generally not protected from disclosure under common-law privacy. See Open Records
Decision Nos..444 at 5-6 (1986) (public has interest in public employee's qualifications and
performance and the circumstances ofpublic employee's resignatiop or termination), 423 at
2 f1 °811 \ f o",,,,,la''''''''''' that hO"'a"CO ""f' g,.p<>tp,. ]pg,t'1"YI<>tp 1"\,uh],{' '"tp,.p",t ,,, 1'1,,,,,,,],,,,,,,",,1" ""f'
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information regarding public employees, employee privacy under section 552.102 is confi~ed
to information:that reveals "intimate details of a highly personal nature"). .

Upon review;':,:'we find that the information we have marked is highly intimate or
embarrassing ,ahd not of legitimate public concern. Therefore, the city must generally
withhold the information we have marked pursuant to section 552.101 of the Government
Code in conjunction with common-lawprivacy. The city has failed to demonstrate, however,
that the remaining information is highly intimate or embarrassing and not oflegitimate public
interest. Therefore, the city may not withhold any portion of the remaining information
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under section 552.1 01 in conjunction with common-law privacy or section 552.102 of the
Government Code. .

Section 552.101 also encompasses information protected by the common-law informer's
privilege, whlth has long been recognized by Texas courts. See Aguilar v. State, 444
S.W.2d\ 935,937 (Tex. Crim. App. 1969); Hawthorne v. State, 10 S.W.2d 724, 725 (Tex.
Crim. App. 19?8). The informer's privilege protects from disclosure the identities ofpersons
who report actiyities over which the governmental body has criminal or quasi-criminal law
enforcement a~thority, provided the subject of the information does not already know the
informer's ide~tity. Open Records Decision Nos. 515 at 3 (1988),208 at 1-:2 (1978). The
informer's priyiIege protects the identities of individuals who report violations ofstatutes to
the police or ~imilar law enforcement agencies, as well as those who report violations of
statutes with·civil or criminal penalties to "administrative officials having a duty of
inspection or oflaw enforcement within their particular spheres." Open Records Decision
No. 279 at2 (lQ81). The report must be ofa violation ofacriminal or civil statute. See Open
Records Decision Nos. 582 at 2 (1990), 515 at 4-5. However, witnesses who provide
information iIi'the course of an investigation but do not make the initial report of the
violation are not informants for the purposes of claiming the informer's privilege.

In this instanc6; you state the entirety of the remaining information is protected under the
informer's priVIlege. You state that the submitted information contains the identifying
information of individuals who reported "improper and possibly criminal activities" to city
staff and to the' city' spolice department. -However,you do not identify the.specific criminal
or civil statute::~that was allegedly violated. Furthermore, upon review, we find that the
information at-issue pertains to witnesses who provided information during the course ofan
investigation r~ther than to actual informants. Accordingly, we find you have failed to
establish that t~e informer's privilege is applicable to the information at issue; thus, the city
may not withh§ld any ofthe remaining information under section 552.101 ofthe Government
Code on that basis.

~,- ,.
,C·f'
..... ·1

We note the suBmitted information contains the third requestor's ( "requestor 10-0113") W-4
forms. Prior d~cisions ofthis office have held section 61 03(a) oftitle 26 ofthe United States
Code renders \ax return information confidential for purposes of section 552.101 of the
nrHr"'1"rI1"n",Ylt r~r1", f!,.t+n1"rlpy npnpr",l nn;n;nn l-L 127M1 Q7~! (t",x rptnffi<;!!' nRn h()() t\X1_d,-,v 'V \.I.1..1..1...1..l..l.\.I.l..l.\" ,-"Y\o.+\.I • .L .... """"'-' ...... ,1,....... '-J .....................I.\A.... ......, l" .............. '\J..................... , 1\ .... ./ I '\J J \ "'_ :to. ......... "'-..,. ........J' ......, ... .......- _v v \ " I

forms). Sectio):i.'6103(b) defines the term "return information" as "a taxpayer's identity, the
nature, source;,or amount ofhis income, payments, receipts, deductions, exemptions, credits,
assets, liabilities, net worth, tax liability, tax withheld, deficiencies, overassessments, or tax
payments ... or any other data, received by, recorded by, prepared by, furnished to, or
collected by the Secretary [of the Internal Revenue Service] with respect to a return or with
respect to the determination of the existence, or possible existence, of liability ... for any
tax, penalty, interest, fine, forfeiture, or other imposition, or offense[.]" See 26 U.S.C.
§ 61 03(b)(2)(A,). Federal courts have construed the term "return information" expansively
to include anyinformation gathered by the Internal Revenue Service regarding a taxpayer's
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liabilityundertitle 26 ofthe United States Code. See Mallas v. Kolak, 721 F.Supp 748,754
(M.D.N.C. 1989), aiI'd in part, 993 F.2d 1111 (4th Cir. 1993).

Subsections (c) and (e) of section 6103 are exceptions to the confidentiality provisions of
section 6103(a) and provide for disclosure of tax information to the taxpayer or the
taxpayer's designee. See 26 U.S.C. § 6103(c), (e)(1)(A)(i) (tax return infontlation may be
disclosed to taxpayer), (e)(7) (information may be disclosed to any person authorized by
subsection(e) to obtain such information ifSecretary ofTreasury determines such disclosure
would not seriously impair tax administration); see also Lake v. Rubin, 162 F.3d 113
(D.C. Cir. 1998) (26 U.S.C. § 6103 represents exclusive statutory route for taxpayer to gain
access to own feturn information and overrides individual's right or'access under the federal
Freedom ofInformation Act). Section 6103(c) provides, unless the Secretary of Treasury
determines thafdisclosure would seriously impair tax administration, tax record information
may be released to any person or persons as the taxpayer may designate in a consent to such
disclosure. See 26 U.S.C. § 6103(c). The submitted information contains the W-4 forms of
requestor 10-0113. Therefore, pursuant to section 6103(c) oftitle 26 of the United States
Code, the cityIllUSt release these forms, which we have marked, to requestor 10-0113'if the
Secretary of Treasury determines such disclosure would not seriously impair federal tax
administration/Otherwise, the marked W-4 forms are confidential under section 6103 of
title 26 of the<United States Code and must be withheld under section 552.101 of the
Government Code.

- Section 552.101 alsoencompasseschapterAl1 ofthe Government Code, which makes
confidential criminal history record information ("CHRI") generated by the National Crime
Information Center or by the Texas Crime Information Center. See Gov'tCode §411.083(a).
Title 28, part 20 of the Code ofFederal Regulations governs the release ofCHRI that states
obtain from th~federal government or other states. Open Records Decision No. 565 (1990).
The federal re:g'Ulations allow each state to follow its individual laws with respect to the
CHRI it generates. See id. Section 411.083 of the Government Code deems confidential
CHRI that the,Department of Public Safety ("DPS") maintains, except that DPS may
disseminate thi~ information as provided in chapter 411, subchapter F of the Government
Code. See G6v't Code § 411.083. Sections 411.083(b)(1) and 411.089(a) authorize a
criminal justice':agency to obtain CHRI; however, a criminal justice. agency may not release
CHFl except-to another criminal justice agency for a criminal justice pmpose. Id.
§ 411.089(b)(1). Other entities specified in chapter 411 ofthe Government Code are entitled
to obtain CHRlfrom DPS or another criminal justice agency; however, those entities may
not release CRR! except as provided by chapter 411. See generally id. §§ 411.090-.127.
Thus, any CHRI generated by the federal government or another state may not be made
available to the requestor except in accordance with federal regulations. See ORD 565.
Furthermore, any CHRI obtained from DPS or any other criminal justice agency must be
withheld under section 552.101 in conjunction with chapter 411, subchapter F of the
Government Code. The submitted information contains CHRI that is confidential under

\.,
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section 411.083. Thus, the city must withhold this information, which we have marked,
under section 552.101 of the Government Code.2

The remaining information contains requestor 10-0270's and requestorl 0-0113 's
fingerprints. Section 552.101 also encompasses information other statutes make confidential,
such as sectio1l 560.003 of the Government Code, which provides "[a] biometric identifier
in the possessipn of a governmental body is exempt from disclosure under [the Act]." Id.
§ 560.003; seejd § 560.001(1) ("biometric identifier" means retina or iris scan, fingerprint,
voiceprint, or r,ecord of hand or face geometry). Section 560.002 provides, however, that
" [a] governmental body that possesses a biometric identifier ofan individual ... may not sell,
lease, or otherwise disclose the biometric identifier to another person unless .. ; the individual
consents to the disclosure[.]" Id § 560.002(1)(A). Accordingly, we find a person, or the
person's authorized representative, has aright ofaccess under section 560.002(1)(A) to that
person's biometric information. In this instance, the requestor 10-0270 and
requestor 10-0113 have a right ofaccess to their own respective fingerprints, which we have
marked, under. section 560.002(1 )(A). Therefore, the city must release the marked
fingerprints tothese requestors under section 560.002 ofthe Government Code. Otherwise,
the city must withhold the marked fingerprints from the remaining requestors under
section 552.101 in conjunction with section 560.003 of the Government Code.

We now address your claims under sections 552.107 and 552.111 of the Government Code
for some ofth~ remaining responsive information. Section 552.107(1) of the Government
Codeprotects;irtformation comingwithin theattorney-clientpri:vilege.-Wben asserting the ­
attorney-clienhprivilege, a governmental body must provide the necessary facts to
demonstrate the elements ofthe privilege in order to withhold the information at issue. Open
Records Decision No. 676 at 6-7 (2002). First, a governmental body must demonstrate that
the informaticip. constitutes or documents a communication. Id at 7.. Second, the
communication must have been made "for the purpose of facilitating the rendition of
professional legal services" to the client governmental body. TEx. R. EVID. 503(b)(1). The
privilege does not apply when an attorney or representative is involved in some capacity
other than that of providing or facilitating professional legal services to the client
governmental body. In re Texas Farmers Ins. Exch., 990 S.W2d 337, 340
(Tex. App.-Texarkana 1999, orig. proceeding) (attorney-client privilege does not apply if
attr..........ey oroting in a roanaroihy f'\thpr th<:ln th<:lt f'\f <:lttf'\ffiPUI Thirrl thp privilpuP <:lnnlipQ only tc\

... V.L.L.1 ,"",Vl,...1...l,.L ..1,.1..... V fJ ........ t..i V".l...LY.a. "'......"""...... "J. ..."""" "" ................."' ....... ""'J)" ........L...... _, .................... v...........o ..... -~.t' ...........1-' .......... ... .....

communications between or among clients, client representatives, lawyers, and lawyer
representatives. TEX. R. EVID. 503(b)(1). Thus, a governmental body must inform this office
of the identitie§'and capacities ofthe individuals to whom each communication at issue has
been made. :', Lastly, the attorney-client privilege applies only to a confidential
communication, id, meaning it was "not intended to be disclosed to third persons other than
those to whom disclosure is made in furtherance of the renditi~n of professional legal

2We not;,that the requestor 10-0113 and the fourth requestor ("requestor 10-0270".) can obtain their
own respective CfIRI from DPS. See Gov't Code § 411.083 (b)(3).
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services to the client or those reasonably necessary for the transmission of the
communication." Id 503(a)(5).

.Whether a communication is protected depends on the intent of the parties involved at the
time the information was communicated. Osborne v. Johnson, 954 S.W.2d 180, 184
(Tex. App.-Waco 1997, no pet.). Moreover, because the client may elect to waive the
privilege at any time, a governmental body must explain that the confidentiality of a
communication has been maintained. Section 552.107(1) generally excepts an entire
communicatioil that is demonstrated to be protected by the attorney-client privilege unless
the governmental' body otherwise waives the privilege. See Huie v. DeShazo, 922
S.W.2d 920, 923 (Tex. 1996) (privilege extends to entire communication, including facts
contained therein).

You state thatl:!; portion ofthe remaining information consists of communications made for
the purpose of facilitating legal services and that the communications are exclusively
between city lawyers and city employees, a list ofwhom you have provided. You state these
communications were made in confidence, and the city has maintained their confidentiality.
Based on your representations and our review, we find you have demonstrated the
applicability of the attorney-client privilege to the information at issue. Accordingly, the
information yoU have marked constitutes privileged attorney-client communications the city
may withholdiinder section 552.107 of the Government Code.3

.You assert mO'stofthe remaining responsive information is excepted from disclosure under
the deliberative:process privilege encompassed by section 552.111 ofthe Government Code.
See Open Records Decision No. 615 at 2 (1993). Section 552.111 excepts from disclosure
"an interagenc¥ memorandum or letter that would not be available by law to a party in
litigation withjhe agency." Gov't Code § 552.111. The purpose of section 552.111 is to
protect advice;;opinion, and recommendation in the decisional process and to encourage open
and frank discussion in the deliberative process. See Austin v. City ofSan Antonio, 630
S.W.2d 391,394 (Tex. App.-SanAntonio 1982, no writ); Open Records Decision No. 538
at 1-2 (1990).,:

In Open Recofp.s Decision No. 615, this office re-examined the statutory predecessor to
nen+:~~ &::&::2 11'1 :~ 1:,.,,'h+ ~+ +'h", r=l"'''';C'1'",~ ;n re v ",« J)ena....fM/Je"'t n,.f" PH],1;", C''''{;ety 'V
L:) \.IUU~l JJ • ~.~..~ III lJ.OIH. V.!. \...U\.I U.\"I\.I1~ VU. rH. .J.. ""'Ur.J .J-/ 'j-/ I H'" I" VJ .I. WUt-H..• UUJ" •

Gilbreath, 842 S.W.2d 408 (Tex. App.-Austin 1992, no writ). We determined that
section 552.111 excepts from disclosure only those internal communications that consist of
advice, recommendations, opinions, and other material reflecting the policymaking processes
of the governniental body. See ORD 615 at 5. A governmental body's policymaking
functions do not encompass routine internal administrative or personnel matters, and

,disclosure ofinformation about such matters will not inhibit free discussion ofpolicy issues

3As our r;u,ling for this information is dispositive, we need not address your remaining argument against
its disclosure. ' ,
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among agency personnel. Id.; see also City of Garland v. Dallas Morning News, 22
S.W.3d 351 (Tex. 2000) (section 552.111 not applicable to personnel-related
communicatioiis that did not involve policymaking). A governmental body's policymaking
functions do lIS-clude administrative and personnel matters of broad scope that affect the
governmental body's policy mission. See Open Records Decision No. 631 at 3 (1995).
Additionally, section 552.111 does not generally except from disclosure purely factual
information thal is severable from the opinion portions of internal memoranda. Arlington
Indep. Sch. Dist. v. Tex. Attorney Gen., 37 S.W.3d 152 (Tex. App.-Austin 2001, no pet.);
ORD 615 at 4~5.

You generally assert the remaining information constitutes intra-agency memoranda or letters
that are "part ()f an integral intra-agency communication." However, you have failed to
explain how the remaining information constitutes advice, recommendations, opinions, or
material reflecting the policymaking processes ofthe city. Therefore, we conclude that city
may not withhc.>1d any ofthe remaining information under section 552.111 ofthe Government
~~ . .

We note thatl?ortions of the remaining information may be excepted from disclosure
under sections 552.117, 552.130, 552.136, and 552.137 of the Government Code.4

Section 552.117(a)(1) excepts from public disclosure the present and former home addresses
and telephone I1umbers, social security numbers, and family member information ofcurrent
or former officials or employees of a governm'ental body who timely request that such
.informationbe:keptconfidentialunder section552.024ofthe GovernmentCode. See_Gov't
Code § 552. 117(a)(1). Additionally, section 552.117 encompasses personal cellular
telephone nurribers, provided that the cellular telephone service is paid for by the employee
with his or her own funds. See Open Records Decision No. 670 at 6 (2001) (extending
section 552.117(a)(1) exception to personal cellular telephone number and personal pager
number of employee who elects to withhold home telephone number in accordance with
section 552.024). Whether a particular piece of information is protected by section 552.117
must be determined at the time the request for it is made. See Open Records Decision
No. 530 at 5 (1,989). The city may only withhold information under section552.117(a)(1)
on behalfofcurrent or former officials or employees who made a request for confidentiality
under section 552.024 prior to the date on which the request for this information was made.
The remaining information contains cellular telephone numbers and other personal
information ofCity employees. Ifthe city employees at issue have timely elected to withhold
their information under section 552.024, the information we have marked must generally be

, .;

4The office ofthe Attorney General will raise mandatory exceptions on behalfofagovernmental body,
but ordinarily will not raise other exceptions. See Open Records Decision Nos. 481 (1987),480 (1987), 470
(1987).
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withheld under section 552.117(a)(1). Ifthese employees did not make a timely election, the
marked information may not be withheld under section 552.117(a)(1).5

Next, we note:'some of the remaining information is subject to section 552.130 of the
Government Code. Section 552.130 excepts from disclosure information that "relates to ...
a motor vehicle operator's or driver's license or permit issued by an agency ofthis state [or]
a motor vehicle title or registration issued by an agency of this state." Gov't Code
§ 552.130(1), (2). The city must generally withhold the Texas motor vehicle information we
have marked under section 552.130 of the Government Code.

Section 552.136(b) of the Government Code states that "[n]otwithstanding any other
provision ofthis chapter, a creditcard, debit card, charge card, or aC.cess device number that
is collected, assembled, or maintained by or for a governmental body is confidential." Id.
§ 552.136. An acCess device number is one that may be used to (1) obtain money, goods,
services, or another thing of value, or (2) initiate a transfer of funds other than a transfer
originated solely by paper instrument, and includes an account number. Id. § 552.136(a).
The city must generally withhold the information we have marked under section 552.136 of
the Government Code.

Section 552.137 of the Government Code states that "an e-mail address ofa member of the'
public that is provided for the purpose ofcommunicating electronically with a governmental
body is confidential and not subject to disclosure under [the Act]," unless the owner of the

.e-maiLaddressJlasaffirmativelyconsented toits publicdisdosure._Id § 552.137{a)-(b)..The ..
types of e-mail addresses listed in section 552.137(c) may not be withheld under this
exception. See -id. § 552.137(c). The remaining information contains e-mail addresses that
are not the type specifically excluded by section 552.137(c). Accordingly, the city must
withhold the e':mail addresses we have marked under section 55~.137 in the remaining
information, til:lless the owners ofthe addresses have affirmatively consented to their release.
See id § 552.137(b). However, requestor 10-0113 and requestor 10-0270 have a right to their
own e-mail addresses under section 552.137(b) of the Government Code. Id.'

We note some'ofthe information we have marked under sections 552.101 in conjunction
with comm0l.1Aaw privacy, 552.102, 552.117, 552.130, and 552.136 belongs to
requestor 10-0113 and requestor 10-0270, These exceptions protect personal privacy,
Because these'requestors have a right of access to their own private information under
section 552.023ofthe Government Code, you may not withhold these requestors' respective
information from them under sections 552.101 in conjunction with common-law
privacy, 552.102, 552.117, 552.130, and 552.136. See id § 552.023(b) (governmental body
may not deny aCcess to person to whom information relates or person's agent on grounds that

SRegardless of the applicability of section 552.117, section 552.l47(b) of the Government Code
authorizes a goveinmental body to redact a living person's social security number from public release without
the necessity ofr,~questing a decision from this office under the Act. Gov't Code § 552.l47(b).
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information is' considered confidential by privacy principles). Thus, requestor 10-0133's
private information must be released to her, and requestor 10-0270's private information
must be released to her. Otherwise, the city must withhold the information we have marked
under sections 552.117, 552.130, and 552.136 of the Government Code.

In summary, the city must release the marked W-4 forms to requestor 10-0113 if the
Secretary of Treasury determines such disclosure would not seriously impair federal tax
administration.. Otherwise, the marked W-4 forms are confidential under section 6103 of
title 26 of the United States Code and must be withheld under section 552.101 of the
Government Code. The city must withhold the CRRI we have marked under section 552.101
of the GovernIlient Code in conjunction with section 411.083 of the Government Code.
Requestor 10-0133's fingerprint must be released to her and request9r 10-0270's fingerprint
must be released to her under section 560.002 of the Government Code,but city must
withhold the marked fingerprints from the remaining requestors under section 552.101 in
conjunction with section 560.003 of the Government Code. The city may withhold the
information you have marked under section 552.107 ofthe Government Code. In regard to
the information we have marked under sections 552.101 in conjunction with common-law
privacy, 552.102,552.117,552.130, and 552.136, requestor 10-0133's private information
must be released to her, and requestor 10-0270's private information must be released to her.
Otherwise, the city must withhold: the information we have marked 552.101 in conjunction
with commorr:":law privacy and section 552.102; under section 552.117(a)(l) if the city
employees at issue have timely elected to withhold their information under section 552.024;

. the Texas moto); vehicle· record information we have marked under section 552.130; the
credit card andinsurance policy numbers we have marked under section 552.136. Except
for requestor 10-0270 and 10-0133 's respective e-mail addresses which must be released to
them, the city must also withhold the e-mail addresses we have marked under
section 552.137, unless the owners of the e-mail addresses have affirmatively consented to
their release. The remaining responsive information must be released to the requestors.6

6We note.that requestor 10-0113 and requestor 10-0270 have a special right ofaccess to some ofthe
information being released that would otherwise be confidential with regard to the general public. We further
note this office recently issued Open Records Decision No. 684 (2009), a previous determination to all
governmental bodies authorizing them to withhold ten categories of information including: a W-4 form under
section 552.101 in 'conjunction with section 6103(a) of title 26 of the United States Code; a fingerprint under
section 552.101 in conjunction with section 560.003 ofthe Government Code; Texas driver's license numbers
and Texas license-plate numbers under section 552.130 of the Government Code; credit card and insurance
policy numbers ul1der section 552.136 ofthe Government Code; and e-mail addresses ofmembers ofthe public
under section 552.137 of the Government Code, without the necessity of requesting an attorney general
decision. Accord4'Igly, ifthe city receives another request for this information from an individual other than one
with a right of aScess under section 552.023, the city is authorized to withhold these requestors' fmgerprints
under section 552:101 in conjunction with section 560.003 of the Government Code, Texas driver's license
number under section 552.130, credit card and insurance policy numbers under section 552.136, e-mail address
under section 552J37 and requestor 10-0113's W-4 forms under section 552.101 in conjunction with section
61 03(a) oftitle 2~"ofthe United States Code" without the necessity ofrequesting an attorney general decision.
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This letter ruling is limited to the particular information at issue in this request and limited
to the facts as presented to us; therefore, this ruling must not be relied upon as a previous
determination regarding any other information or any other circumstances.

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the
governmental body and ofthe requestor. For more information concerning those rights and
responsibilities, please visit our website at http://www.oag.state.tx.us/open/index orl.php,
or call the Qffice of the Attorney General's Open Government Hotline, toll free,
at (877) 673-6839. Questions concerning the allowable charges for providing public
information under the Act must be directed to the Cost Rules Administrator ofthe Office of
the Attorney General, toll free, at (888) 672-6787.

Sincerely,

~aA~ :
PaigeLa~
Assistant Attorney General
Open Records Division

PL/eeg

Ref:.. .ID# 373841

Enc. Submitted documents

cc: Reque~tor (4)
(w/o enclosures)


