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ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS 

GREG ABBOTT 

June 1,2011 ... 

Ms. Susan Fillion 
Assistant Co~inty Atto111ey 
Hanis County Att0111ey' s Office 
1019 Congress, 15th Floor 
Houston, Te~as 77002 
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Dear Ms. Filiion: 
(, 

0R2011-07715 

You ask wh~ther certain infonmttioll is subj ect to required public disclosure under the 
Public Inforniation Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 of the GovenU11ent Code. Your request was 
assigned ID#419165 (C.A. File Number 11PIA0103). 

The Hanis Cd'unty Constable, Precinct 5 (the "constable") received a request for information 
pertaining toia specified incident. You claim the submitted infonnation is excepted from 
disclosure under sections 552.101, 552.102, 552.103, 552.108, 552.117, 552.1175, 552.130, 
and 552.137 Qfthe Govenllnent Code. 1 We have considered the exceptions you claim and 
reviewed the}ubmitted inf01111ation. 

Initially, we' note, and you aclmowledge, the submitted infOlmation IS subject to 
section 552.0~2(a)(1) ofthe GovenU11ent Code, which provides: 

:,,! ' ' 

. . . 

the f~:.uowing categorie~ of in~onnation are public. infonnation and not 
excepred from required disClosure undet [the Act] llnlessthey are expressly 
confidential lmder other law: . 

(1) a completed report, audit, evaluation, or investigation made of, 
., for, or by a goverl1l11ental body, except as provided by 
; Section 552.108[.] 

Gov't Code §~ 552.022(a)(1). The submitted infonnation consists of a completed inte111al 
affairs invest:igation made by the constable. This infonnation must be released lmder 

~ ) 

I Altho~~gh, you initially raised sections 552.119 and 552.136 of the Govel1l111ent Code as exceptions 
to disclosme of the requested information, you have provided no argmllents regarding the applicability of these 
sections. Since:'you have not submitted argmnents concerning these exceptions, we assume that you no longer 
mge them. See,G,'0v't Code §§ 552.301(b), (e), .302 
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section 552.022(a)(1), lll1less the information is excepted from disclosure under 
section 552.108 or expressly confidential under other law. You claim this infomlation is 
excepted under section 552.103. However, this section is a discretionary exception that 
protects a govermllental body's interests and is, therefore, not "other law" for purposes of 
section 552.022. See id. § 552.007; Dallas Area Rapid Transit v. Dallas Morning News, 4 
S.W.3d 469,475-76 (Tex. App.-Dallas 1999, no pet.) (govenllnental body may waive 
section 552.103); Open Records Decision Nos. 665 at2n.5 (2000) (discretionary exceptions 
generally), 542 at 4 (1990) (statutory predecessor to section 552.103 subject to waiver). As 
such, section 552.103 is not "other law" that makes infonnation confidential for the pUl1Joses 
of section 552.022, and the submitted infonnation may not be withheld under that section. 
However, ptirsuant to section 552.022(a)(l), we will consider your claim under 
section 552.108 of the Govenllnent Code. Further, as sections 552.101,552.102,552.117, 
552.1175, 55~.130, and 552.137 ofthe Govenllnent Code constitute "other law" that makes 
infol11lation confidential for the purposes of section 552.022, we will also consider your 
arguments under those sections. 

Section 552. L08 of the Govenllnent Code provides in paIi the following: 

(a) b:ifol11lation held by a law enforcement agency or prosecutor that deals 
with tbe detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime is excepted from 
the requirements of Section 552.021 if: 

'. (2) it is infonnation that deals with the detection, investigation, or 
.. prosecution of crime only in relation to an investigation that did not 
'. result in conviction or deferred adjudication; 

';,1'. 

(b) An internal record or notation of a law enforcement agency or prosecutor 
that is'inaintained for internal use in matters relating to law enforcement or 
prosecution is excepted :6.·om the requirements of Section 552.021 if: 

\1 

, (2) the intel11al record or notation relates to law enforcement only in 
.. relation to all investigation that did not result in conviction or 
.' defened adjudication[.] 

Gov't Code §§ 552.108(a)(2), (b)(2). Subsections 552.108(a)(2) aIld 552.108(b)(2)protect 
inf01111ation tllat relates to a concluded criminal investigation or prosecution that did not 
result in c01~viction or deferred adjudication. leZ. A govenllnental body claiming 
subsection 5$2.1 08( a) (2) or subsection 552.1 08(b )(2) must demonstrate the requested 
infonnation relates to a criminal investigation that has concluded in a final result other thaIl 

;; 
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a conviction or defened adjudication. See id. § 552.301(e)(1)(A) (governmental body must 
provide comnients explaining why exceptions raised should apply to infonnation requested). 
We note, m1d you acknowledge, the submitted infom1ation pertains to a completed intemal 
affairs investigation made for or by the constable. Section 552.108 is generally not 
applicable to i~ecords of an intemal affairs investigation that is pmely administrative in natme 
and does notll1volve the investigation or prosecution of crime. See City of Fort Worth v. 
Cornyn, 86 S;W.3d 320 (Tex. App.-Austin 2002, no pet.), Morales v. Ellen, 840 S.W.2d 
519, 525-26~';(Tex. Civ. App.-EI Paso 1992, writ denied) (statutory predecessor to 
section 552.108 not applicable to intemal investigation that did not result in criminal 
investigationm prosecution). However, we note m1d you have informed this office, the 
intemal affair's investigation at issue relates to a criminal investigation into a constable 
deputy by the Hanis County District Attomey's Office (the "district attomey") that 
concluded with no charges. The submitted infonnation reflects the constable did not conduct 
a criminal investigation into the deputy m1d the submitted intemal affairs investigation was 
administrative in nature. Because the deputy was the subject of a criminal investigation by 
the district at~orney, we find it is the district attomey, rather than the constable, that has the 
pertinent law enforcement interest in the submitted ii1formation. In these circumstances, tIns 
office requires a representation :5:om the entity with the law enforcement interest stating that 
the entity wishes to withhold the infonnation pmsuant to section 552.108. See Open Records 
Decision Nos'. 586 (1991), 474 (1987). We have not received a representation from the 
district attoni~y that it objects to the release of the information at issue. We therefore 
determine the constable may not withhold any of the information at issue lmder 
subsection 552.108(a)(2) or subsection 552.108(b)(2) of the Gove111l11ent Code. 

You also claim the standard operating procedmes of the constable peliaining to the use of 
force and deaQ1y force; accountability, discretion and delegation of responsibility; effecting 
an anest; ami lngh risk vehicle approach, which are contained in the intemal affairs 
investigation,file, are excepted under section 552.108(b)(1) of the Govemment Code. 
Section 552.108(b )(1) excepts :5:om required public disclosme an intemal record of a law 
enforcement CJ.gency maintained for intemal use in matters relating to law enforcement or 
prosecution if "release of the intemal record or notation would interfere with law 
enforcement;:pr prosecution." Gov't Code § 552.108(b)(1).- Section 552.108(b)(1) 
encompasses·jntemallaw enforcement m1d prosecution records, the release of wInch would 
interfere with~m-going law enforcement and prosecution effOlis in general. See City of Fort 
Worth, 86 S.W.3d at 327 (section 552.l08(b)(1) protects infonnation that, ifreleased, would 
permit privat~ citizens to anticipate weaknesses in police department, avoid detection, 
jeopardize o~ficer safety, and generally undennine police effOlis to effectuate state laws). 
This office has stated that under the statutory predecessor to section 552.108(b), a 
govenm1entapJody may withhold infOlmation that would reveal law enforcement techniques 
or procedmes;,: See, e.g., Open Records Decision Nos. 531 (1989) (release of detailed use of 
force guidelilWs would unduly interfere with law enforcement), 456 (1987) (release offom1S 
containing information regm-ding location of off-duty police officers in advance would 
unduly interfere with law enforcement), 413 (1984) (release of sketch showing secmity 
measures to be used at next execution would lmduly interfere with law enforcement), 409 
(1984) (if infqnnation regarding celiain burglmies exlnbit a pattem that reveals investigative 
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teclmiques, il~fo1111ation is excepted under predecessor to section 552.10'8), 341 (1982) 
(release of ceriain information from Depmiment of Public Safetywould lll1dulyinterferewith 
law enforcenient because release would hamper depmimental effOlis to detect forgeries of 
drivers' licel'lses), 252 (1980) (predecessor to section 552.108 is designed to protect 
investigativetecl1l1iques and procedmes used in law enforcement), 143 (1976) (disclosme 
of specific operations or specialized equipment directly related to investigation or detection 
of crime maYbe excepted). Generally known policies and tecl1l1iques may not be withheld 
under sectiOli'552.l08. See, e.g., ORD 531 at 2-3 (Penal Code provisions, connnon law 
rules, and cohstitutionallimitations on use of force are not protected under predecessor to 
section 552.108), 252 at 3 (govenllnental body did not meet burden because it did not 
indicate why'investigative procedmes and tecllluques requested were any different from 
those commCinly known). The detennination of whether the release of pmiicular records 
would interfei"e with law enforcement is made on a case-by-case basis. See ORD 409 at 2. 

l;' 

You state rel~ase of the standard operating procedmes and use of force guidelines at issue 
"would aid ai'id assist potential climinals in their effOlis to ~vade and avoid detection and 
potentially es'cape criminal prosecution." You also state the release of the info1111ation at 
issue wOllld illterfere with law enforcement. Based on yom m"guments and om review, we 
find release 'of the info1111ation we have marked in the submitted standard operating 
procedures ari4 guidelines would interfere with law enforcement. Accordingly, the constable 
may withhold the infonnation we have marked under section 552.108(b)(I) of the 
Government Code. We find the constable has not demonstrated release of the remaining 
infonnation at issue would interfere with law enforcement or crime prevention. Thus, the 
remaining inf6nnation is not excepted from disclosme lll1der section 552.108(b)(I). 

Section 552.101 ofthe Goven1l11ent Code excepts from disclosme "infonnation considered 
to be confideiltial by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision." Gov't 
Code § 552.101. This section encompasses infonnation protected by other statutes, such as 
the Medical Practice Act (the "MP A"), chapter 159 ofthe Occupations Code, which govel11S 
access to medical records. Occ. Code §§ 151.0'0'1-165.160. Section 159.0'0'2 of the MPA 
provides in peliinent part: 

, , 

(b) A ,i;ecord of the identity, diagnosis, evaluation, or treatment of a patient 
by a physician that is created or maintained by a physician is confidential mld 
p"ivileged and may not be disclosed except as provided by this chapter. 

" 

(c) .Aperson who receives infonnation from a confidential connnlll1ication 
or rec,ard as described by tlus chapter, other than a person listed in 
Secti9r 159.004 who is acting on the patient's behalf, may not disclose the 
infoni1ation except to the extent that disclosure is consistent with the 
autho~;ized purposes for which the info1111ation was first obtained. 

·Occ. Code §~ 159.002(b), (c). This office has concluded the protection afforded by 
section 159.002 extends only to records created by either a physician or someone lll1der the 
supervision of a physician. See Open Records Decision Nos. 487 (1987), 370 (1983), 343 
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(1982). We'l,i.ave also found when a file is created as the result of a hospital stay, all the 
documents i~i the file relating to diagnosis and treatment constitute physician-patient 
communicaticms or "[rJecords of the identity, diagnosis, evaluation, or treatment ofa patient 
by a physici~~l that are created or maintained by a physician." Open Records Decision 
No. 546 (199:0). Medical records must be released upon the govermnental body's receipt of 
the patient's s,lgned, written consent, provided that the consent specifies (1) the infonnation 
to'be covered 'by the release, (2) reasons or purposes for the release, and (3) the person to 
whom thel,nformation is to be released. See Occ. Code §§ 159.004, .005. 
Section 159. 002( c) also requires that any subsequent release of medical records be consistent 
with the purp6ses for which the govel11mental body obtained the records. See Open Records 
Decision No. '565 at 7 (1990). We note the submitted infonnation reveals that the requestor 
is the person :vhose medical records are at issue. We have marked the medical records that 
may only be l'eleased in accordance with the MP A. 

Section 552.i,Ol also encompasses the doctrine of common-law privacy, which protects 
infolmation it,it (1) contains highly intimate or embarrassing facts, the publication of which 
would be higlily obj ectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) is not oflegitimate concel11 to 
the pUblic. Ilirlus. Found. v. Tex. Indus. Accident Bd., 540 S.W.2d 668,685 (Tex. 1976). To 
demonstrate ,'the applicability of common-law privacy, both prongs of this test must be 
satisfied. Ia~ at 681-82. You claim the remaining pOliions of the intel11al affairs 
investigation:.;fi,le are confidential pursuant to common-law privacy. First, you cite to 
Morales v. EfIen, 840 S,W.2d 519 (Tex. App.-El Paso 1992, writ denied). In Ellen, the 
court applied~i~ommon-Iaw privacy to an investigation of alleged sexual harassment in an 
employment context. The intel11al affairs investigation at issue in this instance does not 
pertain to aninvestigation of sexual harassment in an employment context. Rather, it 
involves an ilivestigation into allegations a deputy used excessive force. Accordingly the 
court's rulin,~fEllen is not applicable to submitted infonnation and the constable may not 
withhold it in its entirety based on section 552.101 in conjunction with cOl11l11on-Iawprivacy 
and the holdii.1g in Ellen. 

We also undefstand you to assert that portions of the submitted info1111ation are confidential 
pursuant to cq~mnon-Iaw privacy. You contend that the deputy's disciplinalY histOlY, the call 
logs and incident report, and other pOliions of the submitted information are confidential 
pursuant to \~onnnon-law privacy. The types of info1111ation considered intimate or 
embanassing;by the Texas Supreme Comi in Industrial Foundation include infOlmation 
relating to sexual assault, pregnancy, mental or physical abuse in the workplace, illegitimate 
children, psyq.Iliatric treatment of mental disorders, attempted suicide, and injuries to sexual 
organs. Indus/rial Foundation, 540 S. W.2d at 683. This office has found that a compilation 
of an individll.al's criminal history is highly embarrassing infOlmation, the publication of 
which would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person. Cf Us. Dep't of Justice v. 
Reporters Comm. For Freedom of the Press, 489 U.S. 749, 764 (1989) (when considering 
prong regardi~g individual's privacy interest, court recognized distinction between public 
records fount]. in courthouse files and local police stations and compiled summary of 
infol111ation and noted that individual has significant privacy interest in compilation of one's 
criminal history). Furthermore, we find that a compilation of a private citizen's criminal 

',;, 
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history is generally not oflegitimate concel11 to the public. We note, in addition, this office 
has detennined that other types ofinfonnation also are private under section 552.101. See 
generally Open Records Decision No. 659 at 4-5 (1999) (smllillarizing infonnation attol11ey 
general has held to be private). You contend the "compilation of the deputy's disciplinary 
history" is excepted under section 552.101 in conjunction with conmlon-law privacy. We 
note that the cl~puty' s disciplinary history peliains to his work conduct as an employee ofthe 
constable, mid does not consist of a criminal history compilation. As this office has stated 
on many occ~sions, the public generally has a legitimate interest in infonnation concel11ing 
public employees and public employment. See, e.g., Open Records Decision Nos. 562 at 10 
(1990) (personnel file infonnation does not involve most intimate aspects ofhmnan affairs 
but in fact tOllches on matters oflegitimatepublic concel11), 470 at4 (1987) (job performance 
does not generally constitute public employee's private affairs), 444 at 3 (1986) (public has 
obvious interest in infol111ation concel11ing qualifications and perfOl11lallCe of govenunent 
employees), 405 at2 (1983) (malmerin which public employee'sjob was perfol11led Calmot 
be said to be, of minimal public interest), 329 (1982) (reasons for employee's resignation 
ordinarily not/private). Thus, we conclude the deputy's disciplinaty histOlY is a matter of 
legitimatepubIic interest alld may not be withheld uilder section 552.101 in conjlll1ction with 
common-law'iPrivacy. 

You also conJend the call logs and incident repOli must be withheld to protect the privacy 
interests oftlr~ individual who was anested at the time ofthe events underlying the intel11al 
affairs investigation because the requestor blOWS the identity ofthe anestee alld the nature 
of the incident. Generally, only highly intimate infOlmation that implicates the privacy of 
an individuaLis witblleld pursuant to cOlllinon-law privacy. However, in certain installCeS, 

. where it is demonstrated that the requestor knows the identity ofthe individual involved, as 
well as the n~ture of certain incidents, the entire report must be withheld to protect the 
individual's privacy. Here, although you seek to withhold the call logs and incident report 
in their entirety, you have not demonstrated, nor does the information reflect, a situation in 
which the inf~mllation must be withheld in its entirety on the basis of cOlllinon-law privacy. 
Further, becallse the requestor sp ecifically requested infol11lation about this specific incident, 
the request it$elf does not implicate the anestee's privacy interests as a compilation of his 
criminal hisi9ry. We note the incident repOli and call logs are related to a criminal 
investigation;py the constable. The public has a legitimate interest in knowing the general 
details of a crime. See generally Lowe v. Hearst C071u1tunications, Inc., 487 F.3d 246,250 
(5th Cir. 200]) (noting a "legitimate public interest in facts tending to suppOli all allegation 
of criminal aotivity" (citing Cinel v. Connick, 15 F.3d 1338, 1345-46 (5 th Cir. 1994)); 
Houston Cli1~onicle Publ'g Co. v. City of Houston, 531 S.W.2d 177, 186-187 
(Tex. Civ. App.-Houston [14th Dist.] 1975), writ ref'd n.r.e. per curiam, 536 S.W.2d 559 
(Tex. 1976) (public has legitimate interest in details of crime alld police effOlis to combat 
crime in conipmnity). Thus, we find the infonnation at issue is not highly intimate or 
embanassing.and a matter of no legitimate public concel11. Accordingly, the submitted 
incident repoJ,i: and call logs may not be withheld under section 552.101 in conjunction with 
cOlllillon-lawprivacy. 
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We note that:,the remaining infonnation contains medical infonnation pertaining to the 
requestor. Although the medical infomlation would generally be withheld lmder 
section 552.101 in conjunction with common-law privacy, the requestor has a right of access 
under section; 552.023 of the Govermnent Code to this information. See Gov't Code 
§ 552.023(a),'(person has a special right of access, beyond right of general public, to 
infomlation held by a govermnental body that relates to person and is protected from public 
disclosme byJaws intended to protect person's privacy interests); Open Records Decision 
No. 481 at 4(1987) (privacy theories not implicated when individual asks govemmental 
body to provide her with infOl111ation conceming herself). Accordingly, none of the 
remaining inf(mnation may be withheld lmder section 552.101 in conjunction with common- . 
law privacy. \ 

You also clair)} the remaining infomlation is excepted from disclosme lmder section 552.102 
of the Govertjment Code. Section 552.1 02(a) excepts from disclosme "infomlation in a 
persOlmel fil~; the disclosme of which would constitute a clearly unwalTanted invasion of 
personal privCi;~y." .Gov't Code § 552.102(a). Upon review, we find none ofthe remaining 
infonnation i.l:1.excepted under section 552.102(a) of the Government Code. Accordingly, 
none of the r~lnaining infomlation may be withheld on that basis. 

"~I 

" 
Section 552.:'1.1 7(a)(2) of the Govemment Code excepts from public disclosure a peace 
officer's honJ;e address and telephone number, social secmity number, mid family member 
infonnation regm'dless of whether the peace officer made an election under section 552.024 
of the Goven1l1nent Code. Id. § 552. 117(a)(2). Section 552.117(a)(2) applies to peace 
officers as defined by article 2.12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. We note 
section 552. U 7 is also applicable to personal cellular telephone numbers, provided the 
cellular telephone service is not paid for by a govemmental body. See Open Records 
Decision No. ,p06 at 5 -6 (198 8) (section 552.117 not applicable to cellular telephone numbers 
paid for by goyenmlental body and intended for official use). We have marked infonnation 
which may cQPsist of the home telephone numbers or cellular telephone numbers oflicensed 
peace officer~. employed by the constable. Accordingly, if the marked telephone munbers 
are home tel¢phone numbers or cellular telephone munbers and the deputy pays for the 
cellular telep~ione service, then the constable must withhold the telephone munbers we have 
marked lmder·;section 552.117(a)(2) of the Government Code. 

You also rais~ section 552.1175 of the Government Code, which provides in part: 
, f:.~. 

(a) This section applies only to: 

'i, (1) peace officers as defined by Article 2.12, Code of Criminal 
. Procedure 

(b) IIl.fonnation that relates to the home address, home telephone munber, or 
so cial.,secmity number of an individual to whom tIns section applies, or that 

'.,:.: 
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reveals whether the individual has family members is confidential and may 
not be:disclosed to the public under this chapter ifthe individual to whom the 
inforn1:ation relates: 

>( (1) chooses to restrict public access to the infOlmation; and 

., (2) notifies the governmental body of the individual's choice on a 
. form provided by the govenunental body, accompanied by evidence 
i. of the individual's status. 

Gov't Code §552.1175(a)-(b). We note that section 552.1175 only applies to infonnation 
pertaining to currently licensed peace officers that aTe not employed by the constable or 
information tIle constable is not holding in an employment capacity. Upon review of your 
arguments alJ-d the information at issue, we find you have failed to demonstrate how any 
pOliion of the remaining inf0111lation is confidential for the plU-poses of section 552.1175. 
Accordingly,~none ofthe remaining infonnation may be withheld on that basis. 

Section 552.;130 excepts from disclosure inf0111lation that relates to a motor vehicle 
operator's license, driver's license, motor vehicle title, registration, or a personal 
identificatiOIi<document issued by a Texas agency. ld. § 552.130(a)(1)-(3). We note 
section 552.)30 does not apply to out-of-state motor vehicle record infOlmation. . . 

Additionally,~:we note section 552.130 protects personal privacy. In this instance you have 
highlighted some Texas driver's license infonnation peliaining to the requestor. The 
requestor has a right of access to her own Texas driver's license inf0111lation under 
section 552.023 of the Govenunent Code and it may not be withheld from her based on 
section 552.pO. See generally id. § 552.023(b). However, upon review we find the 
constable must withhold the Texas motor vehicle record info111lation and Texas personal 
identification.: infonnation we have marked in the remaining infonnation lmder 
section 552.1~0 of the Govermnent Code.2 

You also clah~ section 552.137 ofthe Govenunent Code, which excepts from disclosure "an 
e-mail address of a member ofthe public that is provided for the purpose of communicating 
electronically:with a govermnental body" unless the member of the public consents to its 
release or th~:e-mail address is of a type specifically excluded by subsection (c). See id. 
§ 552.137(a)f{c). Upon review, the remaining infonnation does not contain any e-mail 
addresses.:'f\ccordingly, the constable may not withhold ally inf0111lation under 
section 552.137 of the Govenunent Code. 

In smllillary;< the constable may withhold the infonnation we have marked lmder 
section 552.108(b)(l) of the Govermnent Code. The marked medical records may only be 

,(' 

2This office issued Open Records Decision No. 684 (2009), a previous determination to all 
governmental bodies authorizing them to withhold ten categories of information, including a Texas driver's 
license l1lU11ber, a Texas license plate lllU11ber, and the portion of a photograph that reveals a Texas license plate 
number under section 552.130, without the necessity ofrequesting an attorney general decision. 

," 



Ms. Susan Fillion - Page 9 
. ~. 

'J 

released in accordance with the MP A. If the telephone numbers we marked are home 
" 

telephone mjmbers or cellular telephone munbers and the deputy pays for the cellular 
telephone seryice, then the constable must withhold the telephone munbers we have marked 
under section' 552.1 17(a)(2) of the Gove111ment Code. The constable must withhold the 
inf01111ation we have marked lU1der section 552.130 ofthe Gove111ment Code. The remaining 
inf01111ation nlust be released.3 

This letter rul1ng 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 
dete1111inatio~'lregarding any other infonnation or any other circlUnstances. 

This ruling t~'iggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the 
govenmlenta(body and ofthe requestor. For more information conce111ing those rights and 
responsibiliti~s, please visit om website at http://www.oag.state.tx.us/open/index orl.php, 
or call the Office of the Att0111ey General's Open Gove111ment Hotline, toll fi.'ee, 
at (877) 673,,6839,. Questions conce111ing the allowable charges for providing public 
infonnation lwder the Act must be directed to the Cost Rules Administrator of the Office of 
the Attomey general, toll fi.'ee, at (888) 672-6787. 

Sincerely, 

~I' ~~ 
~emus 
Assistant Attomey General 
Open Recordi Division 

;;:'i 
" 

LRL/em':' 

Ref: ID# 419165 

Enc, Submitted doclU11ents 
,1>: 

c: Requ~$tor 

(w/o enc1osmes) 

3We n~te the remaining infol111ation contains social security numbers. Section 552.147(b) of the 
Government Cdde authorizes a govennnental body to redact a living person's social security l1lU11ber from 
public release ~ithout the necessity of requesting a decision from this office lU1der the Act. Gov't Code 
§ 552.147. We a)so note the requestor has a special right of access to some of the infol111ation being released 
in this instance.:iGov't Code § 552.023 (person or person's authorized representative has a special right of 
access to recordS, that contain infol111ation relating to the person that are protected :5:om public disclosure by 
laws intended to)JTotect that person's privacy interests). Because such information may be confidential with . 
respect to the gei1eral public, if the constable receives another request for this infOlmation from a different 
requestor, the cOl1stable must again seek a ruling :5:om tlllS office. 

-- - ---~-- -~--- -----------------;-:.~-- -------------


