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Dear Mr. MoMilian:

Thank vou for your racent letter to Wanda ErYant QHCﬂ;rlng'

county zellular phone racords. Specifically, you afk&ﬁ

A cords of personal rhone callsrmade orn a ceillular
pﬂgne ﬁLmﬁl1md by sz county to an employes, but which have
, hEHP 1c;mﬂur EfLuc LLL count y by t;E Fmpi@y#ﬂ public records?

he record of theze na

2. :f i _ ails are n@t'pmnlic records . may
they bz stricken. Zrcw the log by the emplmyee to maintain the
confi CEﬂtlalmtV oI the calls?

W fld-th&'billiAJ record malntained by Lhe phone company be
. i 1 as is the rec uxa maintained by the county?
rst, public records ars defined as"dacumantafg materials
Lther made or received by gova bm@nc agenzies in North
Sin carrying on public busineas, ' @.8. § 1331, Phone

records of calls made or recsived by governmant .agencies in

carrying on public businsse are public records. Personal P}Gud.

calls are not made or received in carrving on public __huginess
?herezﬁfei the- re;ord“ of thoss calis are not: publlc racords.

Second, The public Tecords law dﬂeS-not specifieally'address*

personal phons calls. However, in S,E.T{A.'U&C-CH,
) ines, 101 w.C. App. 237, 389 S.E.ZG 240 (1921}, the
Court of Appeals found that there was a public pelilcy ﬁlquEy

the isgus

ivEerase v individeals engaged in animal reseszrch and that
consaquently thelr t#lephone dumbers and addresses ﬁaed'nat e
discloged. ‘Also G¢h. g 132-6{(ey implies that an agency may

L

L ormation fromnon-confidentizsl infeormation
%HﬁﬁQTY’* expanzes bhafore allowin

sapﬂ?ace cn¢Eﬁdent1a1

g ingpection of the public
of Eny document. While there 1s no authority I can find
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which is leECtly on peint, the law deoes indicate that information
that the public does not have a right to inspect may be redacted
from what is otherwise & public record. Therefore, I believe that
it would be appIODIWata to redact infcrmation which is non- Dubllr
from the public phone IP?QI&S;

Third,. the bzlllrg'rermrcs waintained by the ph@ne conpany are
not records made or received in cartying on public business. They
are prlvatt-*ndus*ry records. Only those billing records sent to

- and rQCElV“U by the publai agalcy are pupbiic records .

ThlE 13 an aﬂw1sory'1etter It - has not been reviewsd and

Capproved in acceldance with pwmcadures for issuing  an Attorney

General’s hplﬁl@ﬂ,. I hope this information proves to be helpful.

$1nferely,

T
7. B ,rcg—%w

T. Brooks Skinner,
Asgsociate Attorney General

. co:r Wanda G. Bryant, Senior Dﬁputy‘ittarney'éeﬂeral



