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ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS 

GREG ABBOTT 

Ms. T. TrishCliDang 
Assistant City Attorney 
City of Corptis Clrristi 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78469 

Dear Ms. Dang: 

0R2011-02092 

You ask wh~tp-er certain infonnation is subject to required public disclosure under the 
Public Inforrr~~tion Act (the "Act"), chapter 552 ofthe Govenunent Code. Your request was 
assigned ID# 408800. 

The Corpus Christi Police Department (the "department") received a request for all arrest and 
incident reports involving a named individual, including those related to a specified 
aggravated aSI~au1t incident that OCCUlTed on April 14, 1987. You claim the submitted 
infonnationis~.exceptedfrom disclosure Ullder sections 552.101,552.108, and 552.130 ofthe 
Government Code. We have considered the exceptions you claim and reviewed the 
submitted infQimation. 

Section 552.1Q1 ofthe Government Code excepts from disclosure "infonnation considered 
to be confidential by law, either constitutional, statutOlY, or by judicial decision." Gov't 
Code § 552.1 Q1. Section 552.101 encompasses the doctrine of common-law privacy, which 
protects infonnation that (1) contains highly intimate or embarrassing facts, the publication 
of which wou~cl be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) is not oflegitimate 
concern to th~:pulJlic. Indus. Found. v. Tex. Indus. Accident Ed., 540 S.W.2d 668, 685 

:'\. - - - - - - ---

(Tex. 1976). 'to demonstrate the applicability of common-law privacy, both prongs ofthis 
test must be s~tisfied. Id. at 681-82. A compilation of an individual's criminal history is 
highly embaIT~ssing infonnation, the publication ofwhich would be highly objectionable to 
a reasonable person. Cf Us. Dep't of Justice v. Reporters Comm. for Freedom of the 
Press, 489 u.$. 749, 764 (1989) (when considering prong regarding individual's privacy 
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interest, court recognized distinction between public records fOlUld .in courthouse files and 
local police stations and compiled smmnalY of inf01111ation and noted that individual has 
significant privacy interest in compilation of one's criminal history). Furthennore, we find 
that a compilaJion of a private citizen's criminal histOlY is generally not oflegitimate conce111 
to the public'·i, 

The present ~equest, in pmi, seeks all of the department's records involving a named 
individual. This part of the request requires the depaliment to compile the named 
individual's Gximinal histOlY and thus implicates the named individual's right to privacy. 
However, we;·find the part ofthe request that seeks information pe1iaining to the specified 
incident does.not implicate the named individual's privacy interests. You submitted report 
number 870414-114, which pertains to the specified April 14, 1987 aggravated assault and 
therefore may not be withheld as part of a criminal history compilation. However, to the 
extent the depmiment maintains law enforcement records that do not pertain to the specified 
incident and that depict the named individual as a suspect, arrestee, or criminal defendant, 
the departmint must withhold any such information under section 552.101 of the 
Govemment;Code in conjunction with common-law privacy. We will address your 
remaining arguments against disclosure of report number 870414-114. 

~ , 
~:y 

Section 552.101 of the Government Code also encompasses section 560.003· of the 
Gove111ment 90de. Section 560.003 provides that "[ a] biometric identifier in the possession 
of a govemm~nta1 body is exempt from disclosure lUlder [the Act]." Gov't Code § § 560.001 
(defining "biometric identifier" to include fingerprints), .002 (prescribing manner in which 
biometric ide~ltifiers must be maintained and circumstances in which they can be released), 
.003 (providi~g that biometric identifiers in possession of governmental body are exempt 
from disclosure lUlder Act). Upon review, we have marked the fingerprint information in 
report numbe! 870414-114. You do not inform us, and the submitted infonnation does not 
indicate, that.section 560.002 pennits the disclosure of the fingerprint information at issue. 
Therefore, the. department must withhold the fingerprint infOlmation we have marked lUlder 
section 552.191 in conjunction with section 560.003 ofthe Govemment Code. 

" ,., 

Section 552.1:80 ofthe Govemment Code excepts from disclosure infonnation relating to a 
motor vehicl~;operator's license, driver's license, motor vehicle title, or registration issued 
by a Texas agfncy. Id. § 552.130(a)(1), (2). We note section 552.130 does not protect the 
state of issumke oflicense plates. The department must withhold the Texas motor vehicle 
record infon~ation we marked under section 552.130 of the Govemment Code in repOli 
number 870~;~4-114. 

In summary, to the extent the department maintains law enforcement records, other than 
those pertaining to the specified incident, that depict the named individual as a suspect, 
an-estee, or qriminal defendant, the depmiment must withhold such infonnation under 
section 552. rm of the Govemment Code in conjunction with connnon-law privacy. hl 
reportnumber;870414-114, the department must withhold the fingerprints we marked under 
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section 552,t01 of the Government Code in conjunction with section 560.003 of the 
Govemment ;'Code and the Texas motor vehicle record infonnation we marked tmder 
section 552. t30 of the Govenllnent Code.! The remaining infonnation in report 
number 8704'14-114 must be released.2 

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 
determinatiOIl regarding any other infonnation or any other circumstances. 

This ruling triggers important deadlines regarding the rights and responsibilities of the 
govemmentafbody and ofthe requestor. For more infonnation conceming those rights and 
responsibiliti¢s, please visit our website at http://www.oag.state.tx.us/openiindex orl.php, 
or call the 9ffice of the Attomey General's Open Govenunent Hotline, toll free, 
at (877) 673~o839. Questions conceming the allowable charges for providing public 
information under the Act must be directed to the Cost Rules Administrator of the Office of 
the Attomey General, toll free, at (888) 672-6787. 

;1 

(2Q 
;! 
? 

Bob Davis 
Assistant Attorney General 
Open Records Division 

RSD/em i' 

,. 

Ref: ID# 408800 

Enc. Submi~ted documents 

c: Reque~tor 
(w/o e~closures) 

lOpen Records Decision No. 684 (2009) is a previous determination to all govenllnental bodies 
authorizingthen{ to withhold ten categories of infomlation without the necessity of requesting an attomey 
general decision, including fingerprints under section 552.101 of the Govenmlent Code in conjunction with 
section 560.003)·of the Govemment Code and Texas driver's license and license plate numbers under 
section 552.l30bfthe Govemment Code. 

2We note you marked a social security number in the remaining portions of reportnunlber 870414-114. 
Section 552.14 7(b) ofthe Govermnent Code authorizes a govennllental body to redact a living person's social 
security nmnber-I,rom public release without the necessity of requesting a decision from tIllS office mlder the 
Act. See Gov't Code § 552. 147(b). . 


