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October 20, 2022 
 
 
 
Mr. David Iglesias 
Attorney for the Leon County Sheriff’s Office 
Iglesias Law Firm, PLLC 
605 Chase Drive, Suite 8 
Tyler, Texas 75701 
 

OR2022-32404 
 
Dear Mr. Iglesias: 
 
You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the 
Public Information Act (the “Act”), chapter 552 of the Government Code.  Your request 
was assigned ID# 979661. 
 
The Leon County Sheriff’s Office (the “sheriff’s office”), which you represent, received a 
request for information pertaining to several named individuals.  You state the sheriff’s 
office does not have some information responsive to the request.1  You claim the submitted 
information is excepted from disclosure under sections 552.101, 552.102, 552.103, 
552.117, and 552.140 of the Government Code.2  We have considered the exceptions you 
claim and reviewed the submitted information. 
 
Initially, we note section 552.301(e)(1)(D) of the Government Code states a governmental 
body asking for an attorney general decision must, within fifteen business days of receiving 
a request, provide the attorney general with “a copy of the specific information requested, 
or submit representative samples of information if a voluminous amount of information was 

 
1 The Act does not require a governmental body to release information that did not exist when a request for 
information was received or to prepare new information in response to a request.  See Econ. Opportunities 
Dev. Corp. v. Bustamante, 562 S.W.2d 266, 267-68 (Tex. Civ. App.—San Antonio 1978, writ dism’d); Open 
Records Decision Nos. 605 at 2 (1992), 452 at 3 (1986), 362 at 2 (1983). 
 
2 Although the sheriff’s office also raises section 552.108 of the Government Code, the sheriff’s office has 
not provided any arguments to support this exception.  Therefore, we assume the sheriff’s office has 
withdrawn its claim this section applies to the submitted information.  See Gov’t Code §§ 552.301, .302.  
Additionally, although the sheriff’s office also raises section 552.007 of the Government Code, we note this 
section is not an exception to disclosure under the Act. See id. §§ 552.001, .007. 
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requested.”  Gov’t Code § 552.301(e)(1)(D) (emphasis added). We note you submitted a 
voluminous amount of information, rather than a representative sample.  We have reviewed 
a representative sample of the voluminous information submitted.3 
 
Next, we note dates of birth, social security numbers, home addresses, driver’s license 
numbers, TCOLE numbers, and identifying information about family members are not 
responsive to the instant request because the requestor has agreed to the redaction of this 
information.  Additionally, we note healthcare information is not responsive to the instant 
request because the requestor specifically excluded this information from their request.  
This ruling does not address the public availability of any information that is not responsive 
to the request and the sheriff’s office is not required to release such information in response 
to this request.4 
 
Section 552.103 of the Government Code provides, in relevant part: 
 

(a) Information is excepted from [required public disclosure] if it is 
information relating to litigation of a civil or criminal nature to which the 
state or a political subdivision is or may be a party or to which an officer or 
employee of the state or a political subdivision, as a consequence of the 
person’s office or employment, is or may be a party. 

 
. . . 

 
(c) Information relating to litigation involving a governmental body or an 
officer or employee of a governmental body is excepted from disclosure 
under Subsection (a) only if the litigation is pending or reasonably 
anticipated on the date that the requestor applies to the officer for public 
information for access to or duplication of the information. 

 
Id. § 552.103(a), (c).  The governmental body claiming section 552.103 has the burden of 
providing relevant facts and documents sufficient to establish the applicability of section 
552.103 to the information it seeks to withhold.  To meet this burden, the governmental 
body must demonstrate: (1) litigation was pending or reasonably anticipated on the date of 
its receipt of the request for information, and (2) the information at issue is related to that 
litigation.  See Univ. of Tex. Law Sch. v. Tex. Legal Found., 958 S.W.2d 479 (Tex. App.—
Austin 1997, orig. proceeding); Heard v. Houston Post Co., 684 S.W.2d 210 (Tex. App.—
Houston [1st Dist.] 1984, writ ref’d n.r.e.).  Both elements of the test must be met in order 
for information to be excepted from disclosure under section 552.103.  See Open Records 
Decision No. 551 at 4 (1990). 
 
To establish litigation is reasonably anticipated, a governmental body must provide this 
office with “concrete evidence showing the claim that litigation may ensue is more than 

 
3 To the extent the sheriff’s office identifies confidential information subject to a provision not addressed in 
this ruling, the sheriff’s office should contact the Open Government Hotline. 
 
4 As our ruling is dispositive, we need not address your remaining arguments against disclosure of this 
information. 
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mere conjecture.”  Open Records Decision No. 452 at 4 (1986).  Whether litigation is 
reasonably anticipated must be determined on a case-by-case basis.  See id.  Concrete 
evidence to support a claim litigation is reasonably anticipated may include, for example, 
the governmental body’s receipt of a letter containing a specific threat to sue the 
governmental body from an attorney for a potential opposing party.5  See Open Records 
Decision No. 555 (1990); see also Open Records Decision No. 518 at 5 (1989) (litigation 
must be “realistically contemplated”).  On the other hand, this office has determined that if 
an individual publicly threatens to bring suit against a governmental body, but does not 
actually take objective steps toward filing suit, litigation is not reasonably anticipated.  See 
Open Records Decision No. 331 (1982).  Further, the fact a potential opposing party has 
hired an attorney who makes a request for information does not establish litigation is 
reasonably anticipated.  See Open Records Decision No. 361 (1983). 
 
Upon review, we find you do not provide, and the responsive information does not reveal, 
any concrete evidence showing that any individual has actually threatened to file a lawsuit 
against the sheriff’s office or otherwise taken any objective steps toward filing suit prior to 
receipt of the request by the sheriff’s office.  Accordingly, you failed to demonstrate the 
sheriff’s office reasonably anticipated litigation, and the sheriff’s office may not withhold 
any information under section 552.103. 
 
Section 552.101 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure “information considered 
to be confidential by law, either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision.”  Gov’t 
Code § 552.101.  The sheriff’s office raises section 552.101 in conjunction with the Health 
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPAA”) for portions of the 
submitted information.  At the direction of Congress, the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services (“HHS”) promulgated regulations setting privacy standards for medical records, 
which HHS issued as the Federal Standards for Privacy of Individually Identifiable Health 
Information. See HIPAA, 42 U.S.C. § 1320d-2 (Supp. IV 1998) (historical & statutory 
note); Standards for Privacy of Individually Identifiable Health Information, 45 C.F.R. Pts. 
160, 164 (“Privacy Rule”); see also Attorney General Opinion JC-0508 at 2 (2002).  These 
standards govern the releasability of protected health information by a covered entity.  See 
45 C.F.R. pts. 160, 164. Under these standards, a covered entity may not use or disclose 
protected health information, excepted as provided by parts 160 and 164 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations.  45 C.F.R. § 164.502(a). 
 
This office has addressed the interplay of the Privacy Rule and the Act.  Open Records 
Decision No. 681 (2004).  In that decision, we noted section 164.512 of title 45 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations provides a covered entity may use or disclose protected health 
information to the extent such use or disclosure is required by law and the use or disclosure 
complies with and is limited to the relevant requirements of such law.  See 45 C.F.R. 
§ 164.512(a)(1).  We further noted the Act “is a mandate in Texas law that compels Texas 

 
5 In addition, this office has concluded litigation was reasonably anticipated when the potential opposing party 
took the following objective steps toward litigation: filed a complaint with the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission, see Open Records Decision No. 336 (1982); hired an attorney who made a demand 
for disputed payments and threatened to sue if the payments were not made promptly, see Open Records 
Decision No. 346 (1982); and threatened to sue on several occasions and hired an attorney, see Open Records 
Decision No. 288 (1981). 
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governmental bodies to disclose information to the public.”  See ORD 681 at 8; see also 
Gov’t Code §§ 552.002, .003, .021.  We therefore held the disclosures under the Act come 
within section 164.512(a).  Consequently, the Privacy Rule does not make information 
confidential for the purpose of section 552.101 of the Government Code.  See Abbott v Tex. 
Dep’t of Mental Health & Mental Retardation, 212 S.W.3d 648 (Tex. App.—Austin 2006, 
no pet.); ORD 681 at 9 (2004); see also Open Records Decision No. 478 (1987) (as general 
rule, statutory confidentiality requires express language making information confidential). 
Because the Privacy Rule does not make confidential information that is subject to 
disclosure under the Act, the sheriff’s office may not withhold any portion of the 
information at issue under section 552.101 in conjunction with HIPAA. 
 
Section 552.101 of the Government Code also encompasses section 1701.454 of the 
Occupations Code, which governs the public availability of information submitted to the 
Texas Commission on Law Enforcement (the “commission”) under subchapter J of chapter 
1701 of the Occupations Code.  Section 1701.454 provides as follows:  
 

(a)  All information submitted to [TCOLE] under this subchapter is 
confidential and is not subject to disclosure under Chapter 552, Government 
Code, unless the person resigned or was terminated due to substantiated 
incidents of excessive force or violations of the law other than traffic 
offenses. 
 
(b)  Except as provided by this subchapter, a [TCOLE] member or other 
person may not release information submitted under this subchapter. 

 
Occ. Code § 1701.454.  We note some of the remaining responsive information is excepted 
from disclosure pursuant to section 552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with 
section 1701.454 of the Occupations Code.  We understand the information at issue was 
submitted to the commission pursuant to subchapter J of chapter 1701 of the Occupations 
Code.  We understand the officers at issue did not resign nor were they terminated due to 
substantiated incidents of excessive force or violations of the law other than traffic offenses.  
Therefore, we agree the sheriff’s office must withhold the information we marked under 
section 552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with section 1701.454 of the 
Occupations Code.6  
 
Section 552.101 of the Government Code also encompasses information protected by 
section 411.083 of the Government Code, which pertains to criminal history record 
information (“CHRI”).  CHRI generated by the National Crime Information Center 
(“NCIC”) or by the Texas Crime Information Center is confidential under federal and state 
law.  CHRI means “information collected about a person by a criminal justice agency that 
consists of identifiable descriptions and notations of arrests, detentions, indictments, 
informations, and other formal criminal charges and their dispositions.”  Gov’t Code 
§ 411.082(2).  Title 28, part 20 of the Code of Federal Regulations governs the release of 
CHRI obtained from the NCIC network or other states.  See 28 C.F.R. § 20.21.  The federal 
regulations allow each state to follow its individual law with respect to CHRI it generates.  

 
6 As our ruling is dispositive, we need not address your remaining arguments against disclosure of this 
information. 
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Open Records Decision No. 565 at 7 (1990); see generally Gov’t Code ch. 411 subch. F.  
Section 411.083 of the Government Code deems confidential CHRI the Texas Department 
of Public Safety (“DPS”) maintains, except DPS may disseminate this information as 
provided in chapter 411, subchapter F, or subchapter E-1, of the Government Code.  See 
Gov’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 CHRI except 
to another criminal justice agency for a criminal justice purpose.  Id. § 411.089(b)(1).  Thus, 
any CHRI obtained from DPS or any other criminal justice agency must be withheld under 
section 552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with Government Code chapter 
411.  We also note records relating to routine traffic violations are not considered criminal 
history information.  Cf. id. § 411.082(2)(B) (criminal history record information does not 
include driving record information).  Upon review, we find the information we marked 
consists of CHRI that is confidential under section 411.083.  Therefore, the sheriff’s office 
must withhold the information we marked under section 552.101 of the Government Code 
in conjunction with section 411.083 of the Government Code.7  However, we find you have 
failed to demonstrate any of the information at issue consists of confidential CHRI.  
Therefore, the sheriff’s office may not withhold any portion of the remaining responsive 
information under section 552.101 of the Government Code on this basis. 
 
Section 552.101 of the Government Code also encompasses information protected by 
section 560.003 of the Government Code, which provides, “[a] biometric identifier in the 
possession of a governmental body is exempt from disclosure under [the Act].”  Id. 
§ 560.003; see id. § 560.001(1) (“biometric identifier” means retina or iris scan, fingerprint, 
voiceprint, or record of hand or face geometry).  There is no indication the requestor has a 
right of access to the submitted fingerprints under section 560.002.  See id. § 560.002(1)(A) 
(governmental body may not sell, lease, or otherwise disclose individual’s biometric 
identifier to another person unless the individual consents to disclosure).  Accordingly, the 
sheriff’s office must withhold the fingerprints we marked under section 552.101 of the 
Government Code in conjunction with section 560.003 of the Government Code. 
 
Section 552.102(a) 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.”  Gov’t Code § 552.102(a).  The Texas Supreme Court held section 
552.102(a) excepts from disclosure the dates of birth of state employees in the payroll 
database of the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts.  Tex. Comptroller of Pub. Accounts 
v. Attorney Gen. of Tex., 354 S.W.3d 336 (Tex. 2010).  You generally assert the remaining 
responsive information is excepted from disclosure under section 552.102(a).  However, 
upon review, we find you have failed to demonstrate any portion of the remaining 
responsive information is subject to section 552.102(a) of the Government Code, and the 
sheriff’s office may not withhold any of it on that basis. 
 
Section 552.101 of the Government Code also encompasses the doctrine of common-law 
privacy, which protects information that is (1) highly intimate or embarrassing, the 
publication of which would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) not of 
legitimate concern to the public.  Indus. Found. v. Tex. Indus. Accident Bd., 540 S.W.2d 

 
7 As our ruling is dispositive, we need not address your remaining arguments against disclosure of this 
information. 
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668, 685 (Tex. 1976).  To demonstrate the applicability of common-law privacy, both 
prongs of this test must be satisfied.  Id. at 681-82.  Types of information considered 
intimate and embarrassing by the Texas Supreme Court are delineated in Industrial 
Foundation.  Id. at 683.  This office has also concluded some kinds of medical information 
are generally highly intimate or embarrassing.  See Open Records Decision No. 455 (1987).  
A compilation of an individual’s criminal history is highly embarrassing information, the 
publication of which would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person.  Cf. United 
States Dep’t of Justice v. Reporters Comm. for Freedom of the Press, 489 U.S. 749, 764 
(1989) (when considering prong regarding individual’s privacy interest, court recognized 
distinction between public records found in courthouse files and local police stations and 
compiled summary of information 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 history is generally not of legitimate concern to the public.  This 
office has also found personal financial information not relating to a financial transaction 
between an individual and a governmental body is generally highly intimate or 
embarrassing.  See Open Records Decision Nos. 600 (1992) (personal financial information 
includes choice of particular insurance carrier), 523 (1989) (common-law privacy protects 
credit reports, financial statements, and other personal financial information), 373 (1983) 
(sources of income not related to financial transaction between individual and governmental 
body protected under common-law privacy). 
 
Upon review, we find portions of the remaining responsive information satisfy the standard 
articulated by the Texas Supreme Court in Industrial Foundation.  Thus, the sheriff’s office 
must withhold the information we marked under section 552.101 of the Government Code 
in conjunction with common-law privacy.  However, we find you have failed to 
demonstrate any of the information at issue is highly intimate or embarrassing and not of 
legitimate public concern.  Thus, the sheriff’s office may not withhold any portion of the 
remaining responsive information under section 552.101 in conjunction with common-law 
privacy. 
 
Section 552.117(a)(2) of the Government Code excepts from public disclosure the home 
address, home telephone number, emergency contact information, and social security 
number of a current or honorably retired peace officer, as well as information that reveals 
whether the current or honorably retired peace officer has family members, regardless of 
whether the current or honorably retired peace officer complies with sections 552.024 and 
552.1175 of the Government Code.  See Gov’t Code § 552.117(a)(2); see also id. 
§ 552.003(1-b) (defining “honorably retired” for purposes of the Act).  We note section 
552.117 is also applicable to personal cellular telephone numbers, provided the cellular 
telephone service is not paid for by a governmental body. See Open Records Decision No. 
506 at 5-6 (1988) ( section 552.117 not applicable to cellular telephone numbers paid for 
by governmental body and intended for official use).  Section 552.117(a)(2) applies to 
peace officers as defined by article 2.12 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. Accordingly, 
the sheriff’s office must withhold the information we marked under section 552.117(a)(2) 
of the Government Code; however, the marked cellular telephone numbers may be withheld 
only if a governmental body does not pay for the cellular telephone service.  However, we 
find you have failed to demonstrate the remaining responsive information is subject to 
section 552.117(a)(2), and the sheriff’s office may not withhold it on that basis. 
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Section 552.130 of the Government Code provides information relating to a motor vehicle 
operator’s license, driver’s license, motor vehicle title or registration, or personal 
identification document issued by an agency of this state or another state or country is 
excepted from public release.8  Gov’t Code § 552.130.  Accordingly, the sheriff’s office 
must withhold the motor vehicle record information we marked under section 552.130 of 
the Government Code. 
 
Section 552.136(b) of the Government Code provides, “[n]otwithstanding any other 
provision of [the Act], a credit card, debit card, charge card, or access device number that 
is collected, assembled, or maintained by or for a governmental body is confidential.”  
Gov’t Code § 552.136(b); see id. § 552.136(a) (defining “access device”).  This office has 
concluded insurance policy numbers constitute access device numbers for purposes of 
section 552.136.  Accordingly, the sheriff’s office must withhold the insurance policy 
numbers we marked under section 552.136 of the Government Code. 
 
Section 552.137 of the Government Code excepts from disclosure “an e-mail address of a 
member of the public that is provided for the purpose of communicating electronically with 
a governmental body” unless the member of the public consents to its release or the e-mail 
address is of a type specifically excluded by subsection (c).  See id. § 552.137(a)-(c).  The 
e-mail addresses at issue does not appear to be the type specifically excluded by subsection 
(c).  Upon review, we find the sheriff’s office must withhold the personal e-mail addresses 
we marked under section 552.137 of the Government Code, unless the owners affirmatively 
consent to their public disclosure. 
 
Section 552.140 of the Government Code provides a military veteran’s DD-214 form or 
other military discharge record that is first recorded with, or that otherwise first comes into 
the possession of, a governmental body on or after September 1, 2003, is confidential for a 
period of seventy-five years and may only be disclosed in accordance with section 552.140 
or in accordance with a court order.  See id. § 552.140(a)-(b).  We understand the sheriff’s 
office came into possession of the submitted military discharge record after September 1, 
2003.  Accordingly, the sheriff’s office must withhold the military discharge record we 
marked under section 552.140 of the Government Code. 
 
In summary, the sheriff’s office must withhold the information we marked under section 
552.101 of the Government Code in conjunction with section 1701.454 of the Occupations 
Code.  The sheriff’s office must withhold the information we marked under section 552.101 
of the Government Code in conjunction with section 411.083 of the Government Code.  
The sheriff’s office must withhold the fingerprints we marked under section 552.101 of the 
Government Code in conjunction with section 560.003 of the Government Code.  The 
sheriff’s office must withhold the information we marked under section 552.101 of the 
Government Code in conjunction with common-law privacy.  The sheriff’s office must 
withhold the information we marked under section 552.117(a)(2) of the Government Code; 
however, the marked cellular telephone numbers may be withheld only if a governmental 

 
8 The Office of the Attorney General will raise mandatory exceptions on behalf of a governmental body, but 
ordinarily will not raise other exceptions.  See Open Records Decision Nos. 481 (1987), 480 (1987), 470 
(1987). 
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body does not pay for the cellular telephone service.  The sheriff’s office must withhold the 
motor vehicle record information we marked under section 552.130 of the Government 
Code.  The sheriff’s office must withhold the insurance policy numbers we marked under 
section 552.136 of the Government Code.  The sheriff’s office must withhold the personal 
e-mail addresses we marked under section 552.137 of the Government Code, unless the 
owners affirmatively consent to their public disclosure.  The sheriff’s office must withhold 
the military discharge record we marked under section 552.140 of the Government Code.  
The sheriff’s office must release the remaining responsive information. 
 
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 of the requestor.  For more information concerning those rights and 
responsibilities, please visit our website at https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/open-
government/members-public/what-expect-after-ruling-issued or call the OAG’s Open 
Government Hotline, toll free, at (877) 673-6839.  Questions concerning the allowable 
charges for providing public information under the Public Information Act may be directed 
to the Cost Rules Administrator of the OAG, toll free, at (888) 672-6787. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sarah E. Reese 
Attorney 
Open Records Division 
 
SER/mo 
 
Ref: ID# 979661 
 
Enc. Submitted documents 
 
c: Requestor 
 (w/o enclosures) 
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