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This is a summary of the categories of police investigative records that are exempt from open records laws in each state, and in the District of Columbia.

Alabama
Exempt:  “Law enforcement investigative reports and related investigative material” are exempt from the open records law. Ala. Code § 12-21-3.1(b).  The exemption was created by the Alabama Supreme Court case Stone v. Consolidated Publishing Co. in 1981, and codified by the legislature in 1998.  Allen v. Barksdale, 32 So. 3d 1264, 1270 (Ala. 2009).  This includes records regarding pending criminal investigations, Stone v. Consolidated Publishing Co., 404 So. 2d 678, 681 (Ala. 1981), information regarding witness identification and reports from witnesses, Birmingham News Co. v. Deutsch, CV 85-504-132 JDC (Cir. Ct. of Jefferson County, Ala., Equity Div., Aug. 19, 1986) (consent order), and search warrants, arrest warrants, supporting affidavits and depositions, Ala. Op. Att’y Gen. No. 2008-030 2 (Ala.A.G.), 2007 WL 4638083.  Stone includes an exemption for “records the disclosure of which would be detrimental to the best interests of the public.”  Stone, 404 So. 2d at 681.  There is no general exemption for closed investigations, with some exceptions (see below).
Not Exempt:  Search and arrest warrants, with supporting affidavits and depositions, are public after they are executed and returned. 197 Op. Att'y Gen. Ala. 13 (Oct. 10, 1984).  Complaint reports are public at the discretion of sheriff’s offices depending on the nature of the case, the status of the investigation, whether the victim would be subject to threats or intimidation, or when public disclosure would hinder the investigation. Washington County Publications v. Wheat, No. CV-99-94 (Cir. Ct. of Washington County, Ala., May 1, 2000); Op. Att’y Gen. Ala. No. 2000-197, 2000 Ala. AG LEXIS 112 (July 19, 2000); Op. Att’y Gen. Ala. No. 2000-004, 1999 Ala. AG LEXIS 89 (Oct. 7, 1999).
Alaska

Exempt:  “Records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes” are exempt regardless of whether the investigation is active to the extent that the information could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of a confidential source, would disclose confidential techniques and procedures for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions, would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if the disclosure could reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law; or could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of an individual.  Alaska Stat. § 40.25.120(a)(6).  Records from active cases are exempt if they could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings or would deprive a person of a right to a fair trial or an impartial adjudication.  Alaska Stat. § 40.25.120(a)(6).  In effect, records from any case in which criminal judicial proceedings have not begun or are pending are confidential.  Op. Att’y Gen. Alaska No. 663-93-0039 4 (1994).
Not Exempt:  Alaska law does not expressly distinguish between active and closed investigations, but the negative inference to be drawn from the right to withhold records that might interfere with enforcement proceedings is that when the case is closed, and disclosure would no longer interfere, the records are fully available as public records unless they are non-disclosable under some other subsection, which means primarily that information that could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of the personal privacy of a suspect, defendant, victim, or witness is confidential.  Alaska Stat. § 40.25.120(a)(6).  
Arizona

Exempt:  There is a prohibition on disclosure of “an indictment, information or complaint . . . before the accused person is in custody or has been accused.” Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 13-2813.
Not Exempt:  All investigative records, including those from active investigations, are presumed open.  Public officials who seek to keep records confidential have the burden “to specifically demonstrate how production of the documents would violate rights of privacy or confidentiality, or would be “detrimental to the best interests of the state.’”  Cox Arizona Publications, Inc. v. Collins, 852 P.2d 1198 (Ariz. 1993).  They are required to release the documents “promptly,” Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 39-121.01(E), which courts have defined in this context as being “quick to act” or producing the requested records “without delay.” West Valley View, Inc. v. Maricopa County Sheriff's Office, 165 P.3d 203, 208 (Ariz. Ct. App. 2007).  If officials do not produce the records promptly, then the request is deemed denied and the requestor can go to court to get the records.  The court examines the records in camera and decides whether they are disclosable.
Arkansas
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt if the investigation is ongoing.  Ark. Code Ann. § 25-19-105(b)(6).  Records generated as a result of intelligence or surveillance activity unrelated to a specific crime fall within the exemption. Johninson v. Stodola, 872 S.W.2d 374 (Ark. 1994).  Conviction information held by the Arkansas Crime Information Center can be disclosed only to state or federal agencies or to persons authorized by the subject of the records. Ark. Code Ann. §§ 12-12-211, 12-12-1009.  Local agencies can make their own policies for releasing conviction information.  Ark. Code Ann. § 12-12-1009.  Records of the State Crime Laboratory are confidential, with release allowed only at the direction of a court or a prosecuting attorney. Ark. Code Ann. § 12-12-312.
Not Exempt:  Investigative records are public once the investigation is closed.  Martin v. Musteen, 799 S.W.2d 540 (Ark. 1990); McCambridge v. City of Little Rock, 766 S.W.2d 909 (Ark. 1989).
California

Exempt:  All police investigatory records are confidential, whether the investigation is active or closed.  Cal. Gov’t Code § 6254(f); Williams v. Superior Court, 852 P.2d 377 (Cal. 1993).
Not Exempt:  There are narrowly defined categories of information which must be released.  Agencies must release the name, occupation and detailed physical description of every individual arrested, as well as the location, time and date of arrest and booking, the factual circumstances surrounding the arrest, the amount of bail set, the time and manner of release or the location where the individual is currently being held, and all charges the individual is being held upon, including any outstanding warrants from other jurisdictions and parole or probation holds. Cal. Gov’t Code § 6254(f)(1).  The agency must disclose such facts as the time and nature of the response to a request for assistance, the time, date and location of occurrence, the time and date of the report, the name and age of the victim, the factual circumstances surrounding the crime or incident, and a general description of any injuries, property or weapons involved. Notwithstanding these mandatory disclosure requirements, an agency, at the victim's request, may withhold the name of a victim of certain specified sexual crimes as set forth in the statute. Cal. Gov’t Code § 6254(f)(2).  Agencies must also release the current address of every individual arrested by the agency and the current address of the victim of a crime, provided that the requester declares under penalty of perjury that the request is made for a scholarly, journalistic, political, or governmental purpose, or that the request is made for investigation purposes by a licensed private investigator.  Cal. Gov’t Code § 6254(f)(3).
Colorado
Exempt:  The custodian of investigative records can deny access if it determines that disclosure would be “contrary to the public interest.”  Colo. Rev. Stat. § 24-72-305(5).  Generally, inspection of records of active investigations may be denied if disclosure would impair or impede the investigation.  Pretash v. City of Leadville, 715 P.2d 1272 (Colo. App. 1985).
Not Exempt:  There is no statutory distinction between active and closed investigations, but records of closed investigations must be disclosed unless the release meets the “contrary to the public interest” standard.
Connecticut
Exempt:  Investigative records are confidential if the disclosure would result in the exposure of the identity of confidential informants, witness statements, “investigatory techniques not otherwise known to the general public,” juvenile arrest records, or the name and address of a victim of sexual assault.  Information related to active investigations is confidential if it would be prejudicial to the investigation.  Conn. Gen. Stat. § 1-210(b)(3).
Not Exempt:  Internal affairs records are not exempt from disclosure.  City of Hartford v. FOIC, 201 Conn. 421, 518 A.2d 49 (Conn. 1986).
Delaware
Exempt:  All investigative records are exempt, regardless of whether the case is open or closed.  Del. Code Ann. Tit. 29, § 10002(g)(3).  The exemption includes “pending investigative files, pretrial and presentence investigations and child custody and adoption files where there is no criminal complaint at issue.”
Not Exempt: N/A
District of Columbia
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt if disclosure would interfere with an enforcement proceeding, a City Council investigation, or an Office of Police Complaints investigation, deprive a person of a right to a fair trial, reveal a confidential source or police “investigative techniques,” endanger the safety of law-enforcement personnel, or “constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.”  D.C. Code § 2-534(a)(3).
Not Exempt:  Complaints, arrest records, and police department personnel records are open for public inspection.  D.C. Code § 5-113.06.
Florida

Exempt:  Active criminal investigative and “criminal intelligence” records are confidential.  Fla. Stat. § 119.071(2)(c).  “Criminal intelligence” information is the record of police investigations of potential criminal activity not tied to the investigation of a specific criminal act.  Fla. Stat. § 119.011(3)(a).  Intelligence information is considered active “as long as it is related to intelligence gathering conducted with a reasonable, good faith belief that it will lead to detection of ongoing or reasonably anticipated criminal activities.”  Fla. Stat. § 119.011(d)(1) and (2).  Investigative information is considered active “as long as it is related to an ongoing investigation which is continuing with a reasonable, good faith anticipation of securing an arrest or prosecution in the foreseeable future.”  Fla. Stat. § 119.011(3)(d)(2).
Not Exempt:  Investigative or intelligence information does not include the time, date, location, and nature of a reported crime; the name, sex, age, and address of a person arrested or of the victim of a crime (except in the case of victims of child abuse or sexual assault); the time, date, and location of the incident and of the arrest; the crime charged; or documents disclosed to a criminal defendant. Fla. Stat. § 119.011(3)(c).

Georgia

Exempt:  Records of active investigations are confidential.  An active investigation is “any pending investigation or prosecution of criminal or unlawful activity, other than initial police arrest reports and initial incident reports.” Ga. Code Ann. § 50-18-72(a)(4).
Not Exempt:  Records of closed investigations are public.  An investigation is closed “when all direct litigation involving said investigation and prosecution has become final or otherwise terminated.”  Ga. Code Ann. § 50-18-72(a)(4).
Hawaii
Exempt:  Investigative reports are confidential if their disclosure would likely interfere with agency law enforcement activities, frustrate a legitimate government function, or reveal deliberative processes.  Haw. Rev. Stat. § 92F-13(3).  In effect, this means that investigative reports from active investigations are not disclosable.
Not Exempt:  Investigatory records regarding closed criminal investigations are made available after redaction of information identifying the victim, witnesses and defendant’s Social Security number, home address, and home telephone number.
Idaho
Exempt:  Records of active investigations compiled for law enforcement purposes by a law enforcement agency are generally exempt. Idaho Code Ann. § 9-335(1). However, the exemption from disclosure applies only to the extent that the production of such records would: (a) Interfere with enforcement proceedings; (b) deprive a person of a right to a fair trial or an impartial adjudication; (c) constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy; (d) disclose the identity of a confidential source or confidential information furnished only by the confidential source; (e) disclose investigative techniques or procedures; or (f) endanger the life or physical safety of law enforcement personnel. Id. In practice, law enforcement agencies nearly always claim that one or more of the categories described above prevents disclosure.  In Bolger v. Lance, 53 P.3d 1211 (Idaho 2000), the Idaho Supreme Court held that an individual does not have the right to examine investigatory records about himself during an ongoing investigation.
Not Exempt:  Records of inactive investigations are disclosed unless the disclosure would violate the provisions set forth above relating to active investigations. Idaho Code Ann. § 9-335(3).
Illinois
Exempt:  Investigative records are confidential, insofar as their release would interfere with “pending or actually and reasonably contemplated law enforcement proceedings” or “create a substantial likelihood” that someone would be deprived of a fair trial.  5 Ill. Comp. Stat. 140/7(1)(d)(i)-(iii).  The records are also confidential if they would disclose the identity of a confidential source, disclose confidential investigative techniques, or endanger the safety of law enforcement personnel.  5 Ill. Comp. Stat. 140/7(1)(d)(iv)-(vi).  The statute makes no distinction between active and closed files, but it does have an exemption for any records the release of which would “obstruct an ongoing criminal investigation by the agency that is the recipient of the request.”  5 Ill. Comp. Stat. 140/7(1)(d)(vii).
Not Exempt:  N/A
Indiana
Exempt:  It is up to the discretion of the police agency whether it will release or hold confidential its investigatory records. Ind. Code § 5-14-3-4(b)(1).
Not Exempt:  Identifying information about people arrested and about people jailed is public, as is the daily log of requests for police assistance.  Ind. Code § 5-14-3-5.
Iowa

Exempt:  Records from active investigations are generally treated as confidential, subject to the discretion of the police departments.  Iowa Code § 22.7.
Not Exempt:  Records from closed investigations are generally public.  Hawk Eye v. Jackson, 521 N.W.2d 750, 753 (Iowa 1994).
Kansas
Exempt:  Investigatory records are generally closed to the public. However, a district court may order disclosure in an action brought under Kan. Stat. Ann. § 45-222 (providing civil remedies to enforce open records laws) if the court finds that disclosure: (1) is in the public interest; (2) would not interfere with any prospective law enforcement action; (3) would not reveal the identify of any confidential source or undercover agent; (4) would not reveal confidential investigation techniques or procedures not known to the general public; (5) would not endanger the life or physical safety of any person; and (6) would not reveal the name, address, phone number or any other information which specifically and individually identifies the victim of any sexual offense. Kan. Stat. Ann. § 45-221(a)(10).  Records of active investigations are closed.  Kan. Stat. Ann. § 45-221(a)(11).
Not Exempt:  N/A
Kentucky
Exempt:  Records relating to ongoing investigations are exempted. Ky. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 61.878(1)(h).
Not Exempt:  After the action is completed or proper entity decides not to take action, the information is not exempted unless it would disclose confidential informants. Ky. Rev. Stat. Ann. §  61.878(1)(h); Palmer v. Driggers, 60 S.W.3d 591 (Ky. Ct. App. 2001).
Louisiana

Exempt:  Records of active investigations are exempt, except for the initial police report. La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 44:3(A)(l), (4). In addition, the home address and photograph of a law enforcement officer under investigation, as well as any other information deemed confidential by the law enforcement agency, may not be disclosed. La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 40:2532; Op. Att’y Gen. 93-323.
Not Exempt:  Records of closed investigations are public records only after pending or reasonably anticipated litigation is finally adjudicated or settled. La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 44:3(A)(l). Internal Affairs investigative records may be expunged upon request of the officer if the officer is exonerated or the agency finds that the complaint is unfounded or unsustained. Op. Att’y Gen. 94-216.
Maine
Exempt:  Records of both active and closed investigations are closed if they would interfere with law enforcement proceedings, interfere with a fair trial, invade an individual’s personal privacy, disclose confidential sources or information, expose confidential techniques, or endanger anyone’s safety.  Me. Rev. Stat. tit. 16, § 614(1).
Not Exempt:  N/A
Maryland
Exempt:  Records of active investigations conducted by the Attorney General, a State’s Attorney, city or county attorney, police department or sheriff may be closed.  Md. Code Ann., State Government, § 10-618(f). Those officials need not offer proof or a detailed explanation that the records sought were prepared or part of an investigation; it is assumed that they are so prepared. Office of the State Prosecutor v. Judicial Watch Inc., 737 A.2d 592, 604 (Md. 1999). Other, non-specifically delineated agencies, must bear the burden of demonstrating that they were conducting an investigation and that the withheld records fall within the investigatory exception. Id.
Not Exempt:  Once an investigation is closed, investigatory files are subject to disclosure.  Fioretti v. Maryland State Bd. of Dental Examiners, 716 A.2d 258, 267 (Md. 1998).
Massachusetts
Exempt:  Records of active investigations are normally not available. Mass. Gen. Laws ch. 4, § 7, cl. 26(f).
Not Exempt:  Records from closed investigations are available if disclosure would not “probably so prejudice the possibility of effective law enforcement that such disclosure would not be in the public interest." Mass. Gen. Laws ch. 4, § 7, cl. 26(f). Whether the exemption applies is determined on a case-by-case basis, and the custodian bears the burden of proving that the exemption applies. In order to determine whether the records are exempt the judge may order an in camera review, a review by the judge after an itemized and indexed log of the materials has been prepared and reviewed by the opponent, or a review by the judge after counsel for the parties have reviewed the documents subject to a protective order. Rafuse v. Stryker, 813 N.E.2d 558, 560-61 (Mass. 2004). Completion of an investigation is clearly not conclusive as to continuing confidentiality. Bougas v. Chief of Police of Lexington, 354 N.E. 2d 872 (Mass. 1976).  The passage of time may be considered in determining the availability of documents. Rafuse v. Stryker, 813 N.E.2d 558 (Mass. 2004).
Michigan
Exempt:  Records of open investigations are confidential, if disclosure would (i) interfere with law enforcement proceedings; (ii) deprive a person of the right to a fair trial or impartial administrative adjudication; (iii) constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy; (iv) disclose the identity of a confidential source, or if the record is compiled by a law enforcement agency in the course of a criminal investigation, disclose confidential information furnished only by a confidential source; (v) disclose law enforcement investigative techniques or procedures; or (vi) endanger the life or physical safety of law enforcement personnel.  Mich. Comp. Laws § 15.243(b).
Not Exempt:  If there is no active, on-going investigation, then records are not considered to be of an open investigation, and will generally be disclosable.  Herald Company Inc. v. City of Kalamazoo, 581 N.W.2d 295, 299–300 (Mich. 1998).
Minnesota

Exempt:  Section 13.82, subd. 7 protects “investigative data” collected to prepare a case against a person as confidential, as long as the investigation is active.  Subdivision 7 also allows any person to bring action to compel access to investigative data. The court is required to balance whether the benefits shown outweigh the harm that would be caused by disclosure.  Minn. Stat. Ann. § 13.82, subd. 7.
Not Exempt:  “Inactive investigative data” are public. Along with the expiration of formal time periods, an investigation becomes inactive when the agency decides not to pursue the case. Minn. Stat. Ann. § 13.82, subd. 7.
Mississippi
Exempt:  Investigative files are closed.  They are disclosable at the discretion of the police agency.  Miss. Code Ann. § 25-61-12(2)(a).  Any disclosed records are required to redact the name of, and other identifying information about, the victim.  Miss. Code Ann. § 25-61-12(2)(d).
Not Exempt:  Incident reports are disclosable.  Miss. Code Ann. § 25-61-12(2)(c).
Missouri
Exempt:  Investigation reports are closed records until the investigation becomes “inactive.” Mo. Rev. Stat. § 610.100.2. The term “inactive” is defined to include a decision by a law enforcement agency not to pursue a case, the expiration of the applicable statute of limitations, or the finality of convictions and exhaustion of all appeals. Mo. Rev. Stat. § 610.100.1(3).
Not Exempt:  Once an investigation is inactive, the investigative records are disclosable.  Incident reports and arrest records are disclosable.  Mo. Rev. Stat. § 610.100.2.
Montana

Exempt:  Investigative records, active and closed, computation of criminal histories, confessions, confidential informants, and police techniques are all confidential and disclosable only if the public interest in the information outweighs the privacy interest at stake.  Mont. Code Ann. §§ 44-5-101 to -515 (1987); Engrav v. Cragun, 769 P.2d 1224 (Mont. 1989).
Not Exempt:  Police records including accident reports, police blotters, 911 tapes, and initial arrest records are all public criminal justice information.  Barr v. Great Falls Intern. Airport Authority, 107 P.3d 471 (Mont. 2005).
Nebraska

Exempt:  “Records developed or received by law enforcement agencies and other public bodies charged with duties of investigation or examination of persons, institutions, or businesses, when the records constitute a part of the examination, investigation, intelligence information, citizen complaints or inquiries, informant identification, or strategic or tactical information used in law enforcement training” are exempt from disclosure.  Neb. Rev. Stat. § 84-712.05.  There is no distinction between active and closed investigations
Not Exempt:  N/A
Nevada

Exempt:  The open records law provides for open records with no exception for police investigative records.  Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010.  But the courts have held that investigative records are only public if they satisfy a balancing test weighing the public interest in disclosure against privacy and law enforcement interests in confidentiality.  Where there is no pending or anticipated criminal proceeding; there are no confidential sources or investigative techniques to protect; there is no possibility of denying someone a fair trial; and there is no potential jeopardy to law enforcement personnel, the courts will generally find the records to be public, but for active investigations the balance generally weighs in favor of closure.  Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 798 P.2d 144 (Nev. 1990).
Not Exempt:  N/A
New Hampshire
Exempt:  Investigatory records may be withheld if they:  (A) interfere with enforcement proceedings, (B) deprive a person of a right to a fair trial or an impartial adjudication, (C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy, (D) disclose the identity of a confidential source, and in the case of a record compiled by a law enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by any agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence investigation, confidential information furnished only by a confidential source, (E) disclose investigative techniques and procedures, or (F) endanger the life or physical safety of law enforcement personnel.  Lodge v. Knowlton, 391 A.2d 893, 895 (N.H. 1978).
Not Exempt:  N/A
New Jersey
Exempt:  Criminal investigative records are excluded from the definition of government records and thus exempt from disclosure.  N.J. Stat. Ann. § 47:1a-1.1.
Not Exempt:  In the case of a closed investigation, while the records are not statutory public records, police reports and internal police records are considered common law public records which may be subject to disclosure following an in camera review and balancing of interests by the court. Shuttleworth v. City of Camden, 610 A.2d 985 (N.J. Super. Ct. App. Div. 1992).
New Mexico
Exempt:  Investigative records are confidential if the records reveal confidential sources, methods, information or individuals accused but not charged with a crime. N.M. Stat. Ann. § 14-2-1(A)(4).
Not Exempt:  There are no other exemptions for investigative records.
new York
Exempt:  Law enforcement records are confidential if revealing the records would (1) interfere with law enforcement investigations or judicial proceedings; (2) deprive a person of a right to a fair trial or impartial adjudication; (3) identify a confidential source or disclose confidential information relating to a criminal investigation; or

(4) reveal criminal investigative techniques or procedures, except routine techniques and procedures.  N.Y. Pub. Off. Law § 87(2)(e).  They are also confidential if disclosure would endanger any person’s life or safety.  N.Y. Pub. Off. Law § 87(2)(f).
Not Exempt:  Police records are public if there is no threat to confidentiality or to a judicial proceeding.  This is true whether the investigation is open or closed.  Laureano v. Grimes, 179 A.D.2d 602 (N.Y. App. Div. 1992); Moore v. Santucci, 151 A.D.2d 676 (N.Y. App. Div. 1989).
North Carolina
Exempt:  Law enforcement investigatory records are, in general, confidential.  N.C. Gen. Stat. § 132-1.4(a).
Not Exempt:  Law enforcement investigatory records that are public are those that show (1) the time, date, location, and nature of a violation or apparent violation of the law reported to a public law enforcement agency; (2) the name, sex, age, address, employment, and alleged violation of law of a person arrested, charged, or indicted; (3) the circumstances surrounding an arrest, including the time and place of the arrest, whether the arrest involved resistance, possession or use of weapons, or pursuit, and a description of any items seized in connection with the arrest; (4) the contents of “911” and other emergency telephone calls received by or on behalf of public law enforcement agencies, except for such contents that reveal the name, address, telephone number, or other information that may identify the caller, victim, or witness; (5) the contents of communications between or among employees of public law enforcement agencies that are broadcast over the public airways; or (6) the name, sex, age, and address of a complaining witness.  N.C. Gen. Stat. § 132-1.4(c).
North Dakota
Exempt:  Criminal investigation information and criminal intelligence information are confidential while the investigation is active.  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7.  “Criminal intelligence information” is “information with respect to an identifiable person or group of persons collected by a criminal justice agency in an effort to anticipate, prevent, or monitor possible criminal activity.”  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7(3).  “Criminal investigation information” is “information with respect to an identifiable person or group of persons compiled by a criminal justice agency in the course of conducting a criminal investigation of a specific act or omission, including information derived from laboratory tests, reports of investigators or informants, or any type of surveillance.”  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7(4).  The information is considered “active” if it is related to an investigation or intelligence-gathering that the police agency has a “reasonable good-faith belief” will lead to arrest, prosecution, or the detection of criminal activities.  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7(3)-(4).  “Personal information” that is a part of the records never becomes public.  This is defined as “a person’s medical records; motor vehicle operator's identification number; social security number; any credit, debit, or electronic fund transfer card number; and any financial account numbers.”  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7(6).
Not Exempt:  Investigatory records and criminal intelligence information are public once the investigation is closed, except to the extent that they contain personal information.  Reimers v. City of Grand Forks, 723 N.W.2d 518, 523 (N.D. 2006).  Information that is public regardless of whether the investigation is active or closed is descriptive information about arrestees; facts about arrests, convictions, and dispositions of warrants; and registers of incidents reported, calls dispatched, and booking information.  N.D. Cent. Code § 44-04-18.7(2).
Ohio
Exempt:  Law enforcement investigatory records are exempt from disclosure insofar as releasing them would “create a high probability of disclosure” of an uncharged suspect’s identity, the identity of a source or witness promised confidentiality, confidential investigatory techniques or procedures, or information “that would endanger the life or physical safety of law enforcement personnel, a crime victim, a witness, or a confidential information source.”  Ohio Rev. Code Ann. § 149.43(A)(2).
Not Exempt:  Records that are exempt as “trial preparation records” that were “compiled in reasonable anticipation of, or in defense of, a civil or criminal action or proceeding” may no longer be exempt once the case is closed and all appeals are exhausted.  State ex rel. Steckman v. Jackson, 639 N.E.2d 83, 92 (Ohio 1994).
Oklahoma
Exempt:  Police investigatory files are presumptively closed, unless a court finds that the public interest or the interest of an individual outweighs the reason for denial of access.  Okla. Stat. tit. 51, § 24A.8.B.
Not Exempt:  Investigatory records that are public are (1) descriptions of arrestees, (2) facts about the arrest, (3) a list of incident reports, (4) radio logs of calls dispatched, (5) information about convictions and the people convicted, (6) records of the disposition of warrants, (7) summary reports of crimes reported and public requests for assistance, and (8) registers of jail inmates and booking information.  Okla. Stat. tit. 51, § 24A.8.A.
Oregon
Exempt:  Investigatory records are generally exempt from disclosure.  Or. Rev. Stat. § 192.501(3).
Not Exempt:  The record of an arrest or the report of a crime is public unless “there is a clear need to delay disclosure in the course of a specific investigation, including the need to protect the complaining party or the victim.”  “The record of an arrest or the report of a crime” includes (1) identifying information about the arrestee, (2) the offense charged, (3) the conditions of release, (4) identifying information about the victim and the complainant, (5) the identity of the investigating and arresting agency, (6) information about the circumstances of the arrest, and (7) any information necessary to enlist public assistance in apprehending a fugitive.  Or. Rev. Stat. § 192.501(3).
Pennsylvania
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt from disclosure.  Pa. Cons. Stat. Ann. § 67.708(16).
Not Exempt:  N/A
Rhode Island
Exempt:  Criminal investigative records are exempt to the extent that the disclosure (1) could interfere with criminal investigation or enforcement proceedings, (2) would deprive a person of a fair trial or impartial adjudication, (3) could reasonably be expected to constitute a unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, (4) could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of a confidential source or the information furnished by such a source, (5) would disclose investigation or prosecution techniques or procedures or law enforcement guidelines, or (6) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or safety of an individual. R.I. Gen. Laws § 38-2-2(4)(i)(D).
Not Exempt:  Unless covered by one of the above exceptions, criminal investigative records are public.  R.I. Gen. Laws § 38-2-2(4)(i)(D).
South Carolina

Exempt:  Active investigative records may be sheltered from disclosure if the public disclosure of the record would (1) interfere with a prospective law enforcement action; (2) disclose the identity of informants not otherwise known; (3) jeopardize a prospective law enforcement action; (3) disclose investigatory techniques not otherwise known outside the government; (4) endanger the life, health, or property of any person; or (5) disclose any contents of intercepted wire, oral, or electronic communications not otherwise disclosed during a trial.  S.C. Code Ann. § 30-4-40(a)(3); Turner v. North Charleston Police Dept., 351 S.E.2d 583 (S.C. Ct. App. 1984).
Not Exempt:  Investigative files cannot be closed automatically and in their entirety.  They must be examined to determine if portions are subject to the mandatory disclosure requirements. Newberry Observer v. Newberry County Comm’n on Alcohol and Drug Abuse, 417 S.E.2d 870 (S.C. 1992).
South Dakota

Exempt:  Investigative records are generally closed.  S.D. Codified Laws § 23-5-10.
Not Exempt:  Information about calls for service revealing the date, time, and general location and general subject matter of the call is not confidential criminal justice information and may be released to the public, at the discretion of the executive of the law enforcement agency involved, unless the information contains intelligence or identity information that would jeopardize an ongoing investigation.  S.D. Codified Laws § 23-5-11.
Tennessee
Exempt:  Files from active investigations (defined as investigations “relevant to pending or contemplated criminal action”) are excepted from Tennessee’s Public Records Act under a Tennessee Supreme Court decision construing Tennessee Rule of Criminal Procedure 16(a)(2), which disallows “discovery or inspection of reports, memoranda, or other internal state documents made by state agents or law enforcement officers in connection with the investigation or prosecution of the case” to be a statutory exemption to the Public Records Act.  Appman v. Worthington, 746 S.W.2d 165, 167 (Tenn. 1987).
Not Exempt:  Files from closed investigations are not subject to the Appman exception, and they are “records” under Tenn. Code Ann. § 10-7-503, and thus subject to disclosure.  Memphis Publishing Co. v. Holt, 710 S.W.2d 513, 516 (Tenn. 1986).
Texas
Exempt:  Investigative files from active investigations are exempt.  Tex. Gov’t Code Ann. § 552.108(a)(1).  Investigative files from closed investigations are also exempt if the investigation did not result in a conviction or a deferred adjudication.  Tex. Gov’t Code Ann. § 552.108(a)(2).
Not Exempt:  Basic information about an arrest, an arrested person, or a crime is public.  Tex. Gov’t Code Ann. § 552.108(c).
Utah
Exempt:  Access to investigatory records may be restricted if release of such records (1) reasonably could be expected to interfere with the investigation; (2) reasonably could be expected to interfere with audits, disciplinary, or enforcement proceedings; (3) would create a danger of depriving a person of a right to a fair trial or impartial hearing; (4) reasonably could be expected to disclose the identity of a confidential source; or (5) reasonably could be expected to disclose confidential investigative or audit techniques.  Utah Code Ann. § 63G-2-305(9).
Not Exempt:  N/A
Vermont
Exempt:  Investigative records are generally exempt from disclosure as public records.  Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 1, § 317(c)(5).
Not Exempt:  “Records relating to management and direction of a law enforcement agency and records reflecting the initial arrest of a person and the charge” are public.  Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 1, § 317(c)(5).
Washington
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt insofar as it is “essential to effective law enforcement or for the protection of any person's right to privacy.”  Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § 42.56.240(1).  The exemption is limited to active investigations.  Ashley v. Public Disclosure Comm’n, 560 P.2d 1156, 1159 (Wash Ct. App. 1977).  Law enforcement entities have discretion in determining which documents are essential to effective law enforcement.  Newman v. King County, 947 P.2d 712 (Wa. 1997)
Not Exempt:  Once an investigation is complete, the records are public.  Hearst Corp. v. Hoppe, 580 P.2d 246 (Wa. 1978).  Routine administrative reports are not “investigative records” and thus not exempt.  Cowles Publishing Co. v. City of Spokane, 849 P.2d 1271 (Wash Ct. App. 1993).
West Virginia
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt from disclosure.  W. Va. Code Ann. § 29B-1-4(4).  Investigative records are limited to (1) “information compiled as part of an inquiry into specific suspected violations of the law” and (2) “internal records which reveal "confidential investigative techniques and procedures.” Hechler v. Casey, 333 S.E.2d 799, 802 (W. Va. 1985).  Arrest records and compilations of criminal histories maintained by the Criminal Investigation Bureau of the state police are exempt from disclosure.  W. Va. Code Ann. § 15-2-24.
Not Exempt:  Investigative records are disclosable once the “detection and investigation” has concluded.  Hechler v. Casey, 333 S.E.2d 799, 818 (W. Va. 1985); Sattler v. Holliday, 318 S.E.2d 50, 52 (W. Va. 1984).
Wisconsin
Exempt:  Investigative records are exempt from disclosure if they are “collected or maintained in connection with a complaint, investigation or other circumstances that may lead to an enforcement action, administrative proceeding, arbitration proceeding or court proceeding, or any such record that is collected or maintained in connection with such an action or proceeding” or if release would endanger an individuals life or safety or identify a confidential informant.  Wis. Stat. Ann. § 19.35(1)(am).
Not Exempt:  Investigative records from closed cases are public.  Linzmeyer v. Forcey, 646 N.W.2d 811, 821 (Wis. 2002).
Wyoming
Exempt:  The custodian of the records has the authority to refuse to release any records, from an open or closed investigation, if “disclosure to the applicant would be contrary to the public interest.”  Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 16-4-203(b)(i).
Not Exempt:  N/A
