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v. 
(statutory predecessor to not 

to intemal investigation that did not result in criminal investigation or prosecution); see 
No. 350 at 3-4 (1982). However, you 

documentation showing, information you have marked under section 
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Chrol1icle Puhl 'g v. 0(1' of HOllstOIl, 

[14th Dist.] I 975) (court delineates enforcement mte1'ests 
present in active cases), writ ref'd Il.r.e. per curiam, 536 S.W.2d 559 (Tex. 1 

Government Code excepts from disclosure "information 
law, either constitutional, statutory, or by judicial decision."2 

Section 5 52.101 encompasses the doctrine of common-law privacy, which 
information if it (1) contains highly intimate or embarrassing facts, the publication 
would be highly objectionable to a reasonable person, and (2) is not of legitimate 

FOllnd v. Tex. indus. Accident Bd., 540 
the applicability of common-law privacy, 

Id. at 681-82. The types of in formation considered' 
Supreme Court in industrial 

pregnancy, mental or physical abuse in the 
psychiatric treatment of mental disorders, attempted suicide, and' to 

id. at 683. In l .. 10raZes v. Ellen, 840 S. W.2d 519 App.-EI Paso 1992, 
court addressed the applicability of the common-law privacy 

harassment. The' Ellen 

not 

this we do not address your 
disclosure. 

General will raise a on behalf of 
will not raise other 
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is not 
\vith common-law privacy. Ellen, at 

with exception of the summary, the sheriffs office must withhold the remammg 
information, which we have marked under section 552.101 of the Government Code in 
conjunction with common-law privacy and the holding in Ellen. We note, information 

the summary identifying the victim and witnesses is generally confidential under 
common-law privacy. See id. However, because the requestor is the alleged victim, she has 
a right of access to her own identifying information, and this infonnation may not be 

from her. See Gov't Code § 552.023 (person has special right of access to 
mformation excepted from public disclosure under laws intended to protect person's privacy 
interest as subject ofthe infonnation); see also Open Records Decision No. 481 at 4 (1987) 

theories not implicated when person asks governmental body for inforn1ation 
concerning the person herself). Further, because common-law privacy does not protect 
information about a public employee's alleged misconduct on the job or complaints made 

a public employee's job performance, the identity ofthe individual accused 
is not protected from public disclosure. See Open Records Decision Nos. 

(1 405 (1983),230 (1979), 219 (1978). Accordingly, the sheriffs office must 
information we have marked under section 552.101 of the Government Code 

common-law privacy and the holding in Ellen.' 

this rulIng must not 
other circumstances. 

regarding the 
For more . 

at~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~, 

·'As our 
its disclosure. 

for this information is we do not address your arguments 

note the has a of aecess to some of the information released in this 
instance. See Gov't Code § 552.023. Because such information is confidential with respect to the 

if the sheriff s office receives another request for this information from a different the sheriff s 
office should seek a ruling from this office. 
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Records Division 
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enclosures) 


