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Background on the e-Government Act:
Why government records are free.

Deep Dive into the Act’s term: “Written
Opinion”

Agenda

* Written Opinions term as vehicle to free access
* Diving into PACER

Locating case law, docket sheets, briefs
in PACER, Court Websites, and GPO.




Poll Question




Why are we discussing the E-Government Act?

v Created a non-judiciary made binding
term of art: Written Opinion.

v Requires all courts to have a website that
provides “access to the substance of all
written opinions issued by the court

regardless of whether such opinions are to be ~ -aWNumber
published in the official court reporter” Date Approved ber 17,2002
. L. . FU”TIHE An act to enhance the management and promotion of electronic Government service
v As of April 16, 2005 opinions must be in a and processes by establishing a Federal Chief Information Officer within the Office of
text-searchable format on court’s website or Management and Budget, and by establishing a broad framework of measures that
through a link on the court’s website require using Internet-based information technology to enhance citizen access to
overnment information and services, and for other purposes.
v Required indefinitely Bill Number

v Local procedures required a one-time
CM/ECF “dictionary” change

v Electronic Public Access Unit system extracts
a copy of the opinion from the electronic case
file as the case file is archived




Supreme Court Right to Access

, 448 U.S. 555 (1980)

Richmond Newspapers was the first decision in which the Supreme Court
deemed that the public had some First Amendment right to access

government information. (Laurence Tribe's first-ever argument before the
Supreme Court)

478 U.S.1
(1986)

Supreme court extends "transcendent" right to access to other judicial records
"pre-trial proceedings cannot be closed unless specific, on-the-record findings

are made demonstrating that "closure is essential to preserve higher values
and 1s narrowly tailored to serve that interest."

PACER system was established by the Judicial Conference in 1988 to improve
public access to court information.



https://www.oyez.org/cases/1979/79-243
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1985/84-1560

We must also promote global access to
the Internet. We need to bridge the
digital divide not just within our country.
But among countries. Only by giving
people around the world access to this
technology can they tap into the
potential. Of the information age.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
EVOLUTION OF
E-GOVERNMENT ACT

— Al Gore —

% | The Clinger-Cohen Act, was

| signed into law in 1996, just 5

"B years after the development of
the World Wide Web (1991) and
at a time when the potential
uses of the Internet were just
beginning to be recognized by
the larger, general public.

SN Y Ll .
2001 Lieberman and Thompson review comments
from E-Government Project Website and draft
107 S. 803 that will become E-Government Act



SECTION 205

Section 205 requires access to
all "written opinions" even
"unpublished" ones.

Public Law 107-347
107th Congress
An Act

To enhance the management and promotion of electronic Government services and
processes by establishing a Federal Chief Information Officer within the Office
of Management and Budget, and by establishing a broad framework of measures
that require using Internet-based information technology to enhance citizen access
to Government information and services, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as the “E-Government
Act of 20027

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of contents for this Act
is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Findings and purposes.

TITLE I—OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET ELECTRONIC
GOVERNMENT SERVICES

Sec. 101. Management and promotion of electronic government services.
Sec. 102. Conforming amendments.

TITLE II-FEDERAL MANAGEMENT AND PROMOTION OF ELECTRONIC
GOVERNMENT SERVICES

Sec. 201. Definitions.

Sec. 202. Federal agency responsibilities.

Sec. 203. Compatibility of executive agency methods for use and acceptance of elec-
tronic signatures.

Sec. 204. Federal Internet portal.

Sec. 205. Federal courts.

Act

441



Fulfilling Act

Requirements:
Creating free digital
Opinions

WHAT THIS MEANS FOR PUBLIC ACCESS




U.S. GOVERNMENT
PUBLISHING OFFICE

The unveiling:
“Written Opinions” +
PACER, CM/ECF & GPO

October 2012 AO Memo:

“Providing access to judicial opinions
through FDsys allows the judiciary to
broadly distribute i1ts work to the public.
The opinions from the pilot are already
one of the most heavily used collections
on FDsys [govinfo.gov|, with over 5
million retrievals in August [2012] alone.
The GPO’s system allows for easy and
quick searches of written opinions, an
essential element of providing
meaﬁl,i,ngful access to the judiciary’s
work.




* "any document issued by a judge or judges of
the court, sitting in that capacity, that sets forth
a reasoned explanation for a court's decision."

* The responsibility rests with the authoring judge.

* The definition is expressly intended to cover
“Written reports and recommendations issued by
magistrate judges

Opinion”

* The definition is not intended to include routine,
non-substantive orders such as scheduling orders
or rulings on motions for extension of time. '

* In the courts of appeals, only those documents
designated as opinions of the court meet the/
definition of “written opinion.”

> 4




TOO MANY
TERMS

Case Law =
Published (or not)
Precedential (or not)
Order
Ruling
Opinion
Decision
Memorandum

= Written Opinions




Law Reporter

A law reporter (or “law report”) is a published volume of
judicial decisions by a particular court or group of courts.

Law reports may be either official (published by the
government) or unofficial (published by a private
publisher).

Court citations frequently include the names of both the

official and unofficial reports. R . .
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CASES ARGUED AXD DETERMINED

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS

UNITED STATES.

OCTOBER—DECEMBER, 1880,

FEYTON BOYLE, Eptros,




YES! THESE ARE
WRITTEN OPINIONS

- But they are not the only
kind!

- The next thought 1s often:
“published or
unpublished?”

For Educational Use Only

MORTHERMN PLAINS RESOURCE COUNCIL, INC.,..., = Fed Appx. = [2018)

2018 WL 1060564
This case was not selected for
publication in West's Federal Reporter.
See Fed. Rule of Appellate Procedure 32.1
generally governing citation of judicial
decisions issued on or after Jan. 1, 2007,

See also US5.Ct of App. gth Cir. Rule g6-3.

United States Court of Appeals,

Energy, LLC. PlaintilT alleges
comply with the National En
("NEPA™), 42 U.5.C 55432143
potential environmental impact
Environmental Assessment (“EA
under 25 U.S.C. § 1281, and we

We review do novo the district ¢
judgment, Envil. Pros. Tnfo. Crr

Ninth Cireuit.

NORTHERN PLAINS RESOURCE
COUNCIL, INC., Plaintiff-appellant,

¥,
U.5. BUREALU OF LAND MANA
and U.5. DEPARTMENT OF
INTERIOR, Defendants-App
SIGNAL PEAK ENERGY, I
Intervenor-Defendant-Apm

M 16-F5447

F.3d 1005, 1008 (9th Cir. 2008)
of an agency's compliance with
the Administrative Procedures

Klamath Sizkiyou Wildlands Crr
554 (9th Cir, 2006). Agency d'msi_

UNITED STATES of America,
Appellee,

v,
MICROS0OFT COERPORATION,
Appellant.

Nos. 00-5212 and 00-5211.
United States Court of Appeals,
District of Columbia Chreuit.
Arpued Feb, 26 and 27, 2001.
Dwcided Jume 28, 2001.
Rehearing Denied Aug. 2, 2001,

United States and individual states
brought antitrust action against manufac-
turer of personal computer operating syvs-
tem and Internet web browser. The Tnit-

1. Monopalies ==12(1.3

Offenze of monopoli
man Act has two eleme
of monopoly power in re
(2] willful acquisition «
that power as distingui
or development as a o
perior product, business
i accident. Sherman J

ed, 16 TI.S.CA § 2.

2. Federal Courls =77

Court of Appeals v
tHons de nove,

3. Monopaolies <=12(1.3

While merely pos
power is not itself an
B a neeessary element
charge. Sherman Act




L T e N L O I O O N e i

MNORTHERN DS TREECT OF (HO
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Case Mo 1:{Woer] B4

PMlazmtaf, Fisdge Peter C. Ecomomiis

REFOE]T AND RECOMMENDATICNN
OF MAGISTRATE JUIMIE

Vi,
MICHAEL PAYVLIE

Defiendant. Mlagstrate Judgpe kames 5. Gallas

e ot i’ it M’ e’ e e B o

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOLURI
WESTERN DIVISHON

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, i
)
Plaintifi, i

i Crimimal Action Mo

V. i 06-00144-01.CR-NFIG

i
LEVOSKE E. DALL AR, i
i
Defendant. i

DETENTION ORDER

These are also “Written
Opinion” examples

IN THE UNITED STATES IMSTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHG

|
Sl PALUL FIRE & MARINE INSURARCE )

COMPANY, ||
|| CASE WO, OV 05-355-5-MMHW
Flaniafl, i
||
W. 1
|| MEMORANDUNM DECISION
ASPEN REALTY . INC., d'b/a COLDWELL) AMNDORIDER
BANEER ASPEN BEALTY, ||
||
Defindant. i
||

Currently pending before the Coiurt for i3 consideration 15 Flamitaff 51 Paul Fore &

These are not published in
the Federal Reporters.




According to the
E-Government

Act, the “Written

Opinion” 1s set 1in
motion 1n each

Chambers.




Locating case law,

docket sheets, briefs in
PACER




Navigating
Entryways into
the system

" \ This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-ND


http://www.flickr.com/photos/huskyte/8519749145/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/3.0/

CM ECF Query Reports» Utilities+ Help What's New Log Out

U.S. District Court

D k t h t United States District Court for the District of Alaska (Anchorage)
O C e 8 e e CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 3:89-cv-00095-HRH

In re the EXXON VALDEZ Date Filed: 03/30/1989

Assigned to: H. Russel Holland Date Terminated: 03/30/2010

Case in other court: 9CCA, 04-35182 Jury Demand: Plaintiff
9CCA, 04-35183 Nature of Suit: 890 Other Statutory Actions
9CCA. 05-35287 Jurisdiction: Federal Question

9CCA, 05-35468
9CCA, 07-35636

Date Filed #  Docket Text

03/30/1989 All future filings will be in the CM/ECF System. All documents filed prior to January 3, 2006, are available for review at the Clerk's Office.(JAG, ) (Entered: 11/16/2005)

03/30/1989 | 8201 Copy of ACMS docket. Click on the hyperlink to access docket entries 4027-8201 from prior ACMS system.(CLW) (Additional attachment(s) added on 12/18/2008: # 1 Copy of Hard Docket Entries
Entries 2914-4190, # 4 Copy of Hard Docket Entries 4191-5665) (NXL, COURT STAFF). (Additional attachment(s) added on 12/18/2008: # 3 Copy of Hard Docket Party Names) (NXL, COURT &

01/28/2004 | 7835 HRH ORDER #364 that this court concludes that a S5 billion punitive damages award was justified by the facts of the case and is not grossly excessive so as to deprive Exxon of fair notice--its right
court of appeals did not just remand this case for application of BMW, Cooper Industries, and State Farm. It means resolving the conflict between its conclusion and the direction of the court of appe:
granted. The sum of $500 million of the $5 Billion jury award is reduced to $4.5 billion. The clerk shall enter an amended partial judgment accordingly. All plfs' lead counsel's mot for Rule 54(b) dett
opposition to the mot. The court concludes there is no just reason to delay entry of final judgment. The court's judgment as to the $4.5 billion punitive damages award is deemed final for puruposes o:
appeal under 28 U.S, C.1292(b) 1s appropriate. All plfs' lead counsel's mot for Rule 54(b) finality determination or, in the alternative, an interlocutory appeal, is granted. Court granted mot (2d renew
docket 7835 is vacated. Exxon's second renewed mot for reduction of punitive damages at dkt 7487 is denied as moot. cc: cnsl Signed by Judge H. Russel Holland on 01/28/04. (SMF) (Entered: 01/2

01/28/2004 | 7836 HRH Amended Partial Judgment that punitive damages are awarded for the plfs and against the defs Exxon Mobile Corp (D-1) and Exxon Shipping Co (D-2), jointly and severally, in the amount of ¢
9/24/06, in accordance with 28:1961. cc: cnsl, O& J 11463, redistributed 2/12/04 w/corsts taxed.Signed by Judge H. Russel Holland on 1/28/04. (SMF) (Entered: 01/26/2006)

02/26/2004 | 7862 NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 7835 Order by EXXON Corporation, EXXON Shipping Company. (SMF) (Entered: 01/26/2006)

02/27/2004 Transmission of Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals, CADD & Representation Statement re 7862 Notice of Appeal. (SMF) (Entered: 01/26/2006)

02/27/2004 | 7864 ACMS Conversion Entry NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL as to Order 7835 filed 1/28/04, Order 7836 filed 1/28/04 by Plaintiffs' Liaison Cnsl. Co-Lead Cnsl or Lead Trial Cnsl; parties advised true d
to 7864 (SMF). (Entered: 02/01/2006)

02/27/2004 ACMS Conversion Entry Transmission of Notice of Appeal and Docket Sheet to US Court of Appeals re 7864 Notice of Cross Appeal. CADD and Representation Statment also forwarded to 9CCA.




Navigating
PACER f{fees

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-SA



http://www.thebluediamondgallery.com/wooden-tile/f/fees.html
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/

NVLSP. National Consumer Law Center, Alliance for
Justice v. U.S. (D.D.C.) Case No. 1:16-cv-00745-ESH

The plaintiffs are three non-profit organizations,

National Veterans Legal Services Program, National
Consumer Law Center, and Alliance for Justice, who
are alleging illegal exaction. They challenge the
legality of PACER fees by arguing the charged fees
exceed the costs of maintaining PACER in violation
of the E-Government Act of 2002.




Why do you register for
a PACER account?




CM/ECF = Pacer.uscourts.gov

Case Management/
Electronic Case Filing

Electronic
Court
Files and

Records
CM/ECF

Appellate,
District and
Bankruptcy user
logins

PACER =
Public Access to
Electronic Court
Records




Avenues for ent

Welcome to the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska

PACER District of Alaska - Daggment Filing System as Anna Russell PACER Login

Case Locator

Client Code |Ci‘193Ut0—’
Case Search e B

8> vtcome | , :
Advanced Case Search COUN Links

. Party Search
Quick Searches arty searc

Find Cases Advanced Party Search

Find Cases (Advance; Bankruptcy Search

Find Parties
Find Parties (Advanced)
Find Bankruptcy by SSN/EIN




Remember

- All paths lead to
https://ect...

- PACER Case Locator
allows for a couple extra
nationwide search
options.



https://ecf/

When is PACER Free?

You access $30 or less
worth of court records
within a quarter.

You are a party in a case
and receive a Notice of
Electronic or Notice of
Docket Activity (one free
copy) from a court.

You view case
information at any
federal courthouse.

You are an exempted
individual or group

Court opinions are always
free.

Cost for Accessing PACER

When you search for or look at an online court record you will be
charged the following fees:

$0.10 per pageina:

e Document (but no more than $3 per document)
e Transcript of federal court proceedings
* Non case-specific report (such as cases reports)

$0.10 per PACER search results page (including no matches)
$2.40 per audio file

There is no maximum fee for name searches, reports that are not case-
specific, and transcripts of federal court proceedings. Transcripts of
federal court proceedings are added to PACER after 90 days. Contact
the federal court where the case was heard to find out about accessing
transcripts newer than 90 days.

If you have questions or comments, contact the PACER
service center by phone at (800) 676-6856 or by emalil at
pacer@psc.Uscourts.Gov.



mailto:pacer@psc.uscourts.gov

https://ecf.akd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/login.pl

Utilities

Reports

Docket Sheet ~ Criminal Reports Civil and Criminal Reports
Criminal Cases Docket Activity
Civil Reports Written Opinions e
Civil Cases
Judgment Index




Written Opinions Report

Case Number ||

Last Name
Office

Juneau
Nome -

Case Type
Civil
Criminal v

Case Flags
1/3Adm

18:3582 v

First Name

Nature of
Suit

Cause

Utilities

0 (zero)
110 (Insurance)

0 (No cause code entered)
02:0431 (02:431 Fed. Election...)

() Summary text

Filed between 6/22/2020 § and\wzzfzozo

Sort by\ Case Number v \
‘ Run Report ‘ ‘ Clear ‘

™

® Full docket text




PACER Case Locator

— Maximum Results Exceeded
]T" PAC ER New Search Saved ltems Court Information
Case Locator

Your search yielded more than 5,400 results.
& -
2y el The search results shown are limited to the first 5,400 results.
—— Party Information There are potentially many more results that are not shown.
* Required information Advanced Party Search On the Search Results page, you have the option to:
5 » Work with the first 5,400 results. However, the option to sort
Party ’U’“ted States ’ ‘ ] [ result columns is not available.
Last Name or Entity Name * First Name N *» Refine[d] your search to reduce the number of search
results.
[ Exact Matches Only @  Run your search as a batch job[) that will return all results,
which must be downloaded as a file.
Party Role ’ - (2]
NOTE: Batch searches are limited to 108,000 results. No
Court Type [A“ - (2] fee is charged until the search results are
downloaded.

D Do not show this message again.




What avenue
would | use if |
need...?

| have a specific case, a docket number, or a
party name = PACER Court links

Patron is doing research not tied to a specific
case = PACER Case Locator or the CM/ECF for
one court

You need to search across multiple courts =
PACER case locator

Want to keyword search = Govinfo.gov

EMBRACE YOUR PRESENTT‘\, X
ENVISION YOUR FUTUR_E




Where t«




gOVlnfO Browse About Developers Features Help  Feedback

Discover U.S. Government Information

Search Advanced Citation

Q SEARCH

1z =7 s =
AtoZ Category Date Committee Author

Browse documents by Browse documents in specific Browse documents within a Browse documents by the View documents by government
alphabetical order collections timeframe or date range issuing committee authors

Recent Trending

Congressional Record Daily Digest President's Address to a Joint Session of Congress - 4/28/21
Federal Register Table of Contents PPP Extension Act of 2021, H.R. 1799

House Calendar SAVE LIVES Act, H.R. 1276

Senate Calendar American Rescue Plan Act of 2021, H.R. 1319

Pracidential Daciimenta Enr the Pennle Act nf 2021 HR 1

Where to point Patrons



gOVinfo Browse  About Developers Features Help Feedback

United States Courts Opinions

About United States Courts Opinions

United States Courts Opinions (USCOURTS) collection is a collaborative effort between the U.S. Government Publishing Office (GPO) and the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts (AOUSC) to provide public access to opinions from selected United States appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts. The
USCOURTS collection is consistent with the E-Government Act's requirement for the substance of all written opinions, issued after April 16, 2005, to be made

available in a text searchable format. [Pub. L. No. 107-347, Title |l, Section 205]

The content of this collection dates back to April 2004, though searchable electronic holdings for some courts may be incomplete for this earlier time period, and
some courts may have holdings dating farther back. Once an opinion is located, all associated opinions within the same case can be accessed from the opinion
Content Details page Read More

Browse United States Courts Opinions

© Appellate

© District

© Bankruptcy

© National

Related Resources

O Public Access to Court Electronic Records © Official website of the United States Courts &
(PACER) & The agency within the judicial branch that provides a




Browse

Date Range

All Dates

About  Developers Features Help Feedback

Search Advanced

Refine by Collection

v O Select All Collections

' U PUDIIC ana Private Laws

O Senate Manual

(O Statute Compilations
(O Statutes at Large

O United States Code

@ted States Courts Opinions>>

(J United States Government Manual

Citation
C Searchin D
Full-Text
ﬁ "social security"
Full-Text

ﬁ disability

Full-Text

ﬁ evidence

Full-Text

ﬁ painl
ﬁ <+ Additional Criteria

Q, SEARCH a

¥ Remove Criteria

v

% Remove Criteria

b

% Remove Criteria



https://www.govinfo.gov/help/uscourts#about

Discover U.S. Government Information

Content Details (1wl
16-3529 - USA v. Allie Speight
Summary Document in Context €@
Category Judicial Publications
Collection United States Courts Opinions s

SuDoc Class Number Ju21

Court Type Appellate
Court Name United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit
Circuit 3rd
Party Names Allie Speight, Appellant
United States of America, Appellee
Opinion Filed Date April 28, 2021
Docket Text NOT PRECEDENTIAL OPINION. Coram: CHAGARES, JORDAN and SCIRICA, Circuit

Judges. Total Pages: 7. Judge: JORDAN Authoring. [16-3529, 18-3811]




D CourtLink’ (Dockets) £ STy

{I SetasHome Yy Favorite

Dockets & Documents Strategic Profiles
Q, )[.".'Eer your keywords
search for within Apply To: (® Dockets & Documents () Dockets Only
Dockets v All Cou

? Type to select from the list

Hide Full List =~ Browse My Favorites -

D Select All
Keywords
yw 0 3 D Combined Court Dockets 1‘}
Enter Search Terms, Keywords or Boolean..
SRR SRR TR AR . 2 D Federal Court Dockets e
O
[J Document Descriptions ONLY » [ State Court Dockets & Case Information @ e
O
4 D International Dockets i

Litigant




Google Scholar

Opinions on Google

Scholar

What legal opinions are in Google Articles ® Case law
Scholar?
US Supreme Court Opinions since 1791 Federal courts Delaware courts  Select courts. ..

US federal district, appellate, tax and
bankruptcy courts since 1923
State appellate and supreme court cases

Google Scholar  USAv. Allie Speight

. € Caselaw
since 1950s
Case law Your search - USA v. Allie Speight - did not match any articles published since
Federal courts
3rd Circuit: Appeals & Suggestions:
District

Try searching over a larger date range.
Miake sure all words are spelled correctly.

Select courts. .

Try different keywords.

Any time Try more general keywords.
Since 2021 Try fewer keywords.

Since 2020 Try your guery on the entire web
Since 2017

Custom range...

Sort by relevance
Sort by date

+" include citations

Create alert



UNITED STATES COURTS.
for the NINTH CIRCUIT

. UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

I DiStriCt Of AlaSka COURT OF APPEALS | LA '%ﬂma& e L.IBMRY l

& CONFERENCE

Home About the Court Attorneys News Media Employment

Filing a Document - Opinions
CM/ECF
- P _Fili - - - - - e " Opinions are ordinarily posted to this website by 10:00 am Pacific Time. Memorandum Dispositions a
Understa ndlng Bankru ptC}f CM/ECF {E Fi |mg] For Attor L5 ¢ For Debtors \;:::En;g BBochmont pm Pacific Time. There is no charge to view or download these documents from our website. Please note th

dispositions are also available from the PACER system shortly before they are posted to this site. PACER is
Opinions » here to open a PACER account and find out more about fees. PACER account holders may register as non-g
Appellate ECF system to obtain immediate email notification of the filing of opinions and dispositions in spec

Calendar 3 x

\pplicable Time Periods for Home » Bankruptcy Code, Rules & Opinions En Banc Cases SRR
i Forms, FAQs, and 3 = = e
viatters in Bankru ptC}f Court . , Other Instructions L Please contact the clerk’s office at 415-355-8000 for Published Opinions posted before January 3, 20
Op]-]-]-lon S Pro;Se Litigants Ninth Circuit opinions (along with those of several other circuits) dating back to January 2008 are ay
Jankru ptC}" Code {Tit'E 11 of the Rules 4 advanced search capabilities at the Government Printing Office’s Federal Digital System here.
J 5 C :I Legal Guides »
sC Live Video Streaming RSS feed available:
ABEs from May 22, 1990 through July 29, 2011 - C of Oral Arguments
ederal Rules of Ba nkruptcy Archived Audio and Video

rocedure ABRs Subsequent to July 2011 - The court has begu Public Tours

RSS Feeds 77
: added, they can be accessed here.
aeneral Orders Case Title: Case No: Case Origin:

Clerk's Office [ ] [ ]
disto ry, Bac k_grqju nd and Mpwgmgﬁm 20075 ~ All C'Pllllo Meckation Authoring Judge: Concurring/Dissenting Judge: Case Type:
B Appellate Commissioner [ ] [ ] ‘.Select
—omments Local Bankruptcy Bankruptey Appeliate Panel :
Ules Date Filed (mm/dd/yyyy):

Welcome to the (Search ] [_Clear ]

Internet portal of

-ocal Bankruptcy Rules the United States
Courts for the
AR S, Case Title Case No. | Case Origi Authoring Jud
QFJII"'IIDHS more > R ase ase No. | Case Origin uthori ge | Case Ty
- Chief EosA |
Judge ART TOBIAS V. MICHAEL ARTEAGA 18-56360 |05 ingeles WARDLAW, Kim | Civil
Sidney District Court
Thomas e
ROBERT ODELL, JR V. HHS 19-15262 | £3° Veoas District [y e EricD. | Civi




ReCAP | PACeR:

https://
www.courtlistener.com

/recap/

Advanced RECAP Search

Search our database of millions of PACER documents and dockets.

Install the free RECAP extensions for Firefox, Chrome and Safari to contribute to this archive.

Learn More

Operators Quick List

AND - Intersection

Search Results Order: Docket Number:
Select Jurisdictions @

Relevance
Document Description: Case Name: OR - Union
-, 1, NOT - Negation

- Phrase search
Filed After: Filed Before: Document #: Attachment #:

() - Grouped queries
MM/DD/YYYY MM/DD/YYYY
: - Fielded search
Assigned To Judge: Referred To Judge: Nature of Suit: *, 7 - Wildcard
~ - Fuzzy and proximity

[x TO y] - Ranges
Attorney Name: [[J only show results with PDFs

A - Field boosting

More details....

About CourtListener's RECAP Archive

Background Learn More About PACER Get Involved — Install the Extensions

The RECAP Archive is a searchable collection of millions of PACER We've written many articles about PACER: This archive of data was created by users of the RECAP

documents and dockets that were gathered using our RECAP Extensions. Learn more and install them at the RECAP homepage
g g + What is the PACER Problem? pag

Extensions for Firefox, Chrome and Safari. PACER is the
) + How Much Money Does PACER Make? 5
govemnment-run system where nearly every legal document is filed Install the Extensions
from federal cases. The archive also includes every free PACER * What Should be Dona About the PACER Problem?

L ) . v « What is a Page of PACER Content?
opinion. This unique archive was created to partially address what

The Cost of PACER Data? Around One Billion Dollars. Research Service and API
we see as the PACER Problem. Why Should Congress Care about PACER? . .


https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/

CM/ECEF currently contains, in aggregate, more than one billion retrievable
documents spread among the 13 courts of appeals, 94 district courts,
90bankruptcy courts, and other specialized tribunals.

CM/ECF databases contain over 47,000,000 cases.

CM/E CF Approximately 2,000,000 new cases and tens of millions of new documents are
entered each year.

facts & figures

Written Opinion Counts by Court
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~ E-government Services in U.S. Public Libraries, 2011 - 2012

wa | — 86.2% npy /)
98.5% MT e 2'5',*%-' \
93.6% ND N~ MA \ "/ ME "
OR : 839% | MN 92.5%\ 2 X 93,0%
ID 81.9%
92.4% SD WI = v NY
wy 87.7% 84.7% 92.9% Y 90.7% \
95.3% 1A { - Rl 86.3%
NV NE 92.2% (o ]
o . IL OH  86.2%
ca\ [ UT o 87.9% o25% IN | 93.8% \.<NJ 98.9%
AN 98.2% . MO 95.1% Nra \DE 100%
. . KS KY b
84,85 93.2% 89.8% 94.4%~ MD 95.7%
' ™ = NC DC 95.5%
AZ OK 90.3% 97.3% wv
94.1% N Mo 96.8% 8‘%61% SC 99.0%
S— 96.7% . MS GA 93.1%
. [ LA | 90:6% oL, B82% 90.1 - 100%
B ' X 91.3% 80.1-90%
AK 90.6% FL 70.1 - 80%
80.8% N\ 95.8% 60.1-70%

Public Library Funding & Technology
> Accesss Study, 2011 - 2012

0-50%
Insufficient Data

U.S. public libraries are

on the front lines of connecting
people with essential
government resources.

Nationally, 92% of libraries
provide as-needed assistance
to patrons for understanding
how to access and use
e-government websites.

Access to e-government
resources is the third most
requested assistance behind
K-12 educational reference
requests and employment.
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