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HOW
CAN WE
HELP YOU?

Who are we?

How does SOLACE work?

What needs are addressed?

SOLACE is a program of the State

If you or someone in the legal
community is in need of help, simply
email SOLACE@gabar.org. Those emails
are then reviewed by the SOLACE
Committee. If the need fits within the
parameters of the program, an email
with the pertinent information is sent
to members of the State Bar.

Needs addressed by the SOLACE
program can range from unique medical
conditions requiring specialized referrals
to a fire loss requiring help with clothing,
food or housing. Some other examples
of assistance include gift cards, food,
meals, a rare blood type donation,
assistance with transportation in a
medical crisis or building a wheelchair
ramp at a residence.

Bar of Georgia designed to assist
those in the legal community who
have experienced some significant,
potentially life-changing event in their
lives. SOLACE is voluntary, simple and
straightforward. SOLACE does not
solicit monetary contributions but
accepts assistance or donations in kind.

Contact SOLACE@gabar.org for help.

The purpose of the SOLACE program is to allow the legal community to
provide help in meaningful and compassionate ways to judges, lawyers,
court personnel, paralegals, legal secretaries and their families who
experience loss of life or other catastrophic illness, sickness or injury.

TESTIMONIALS
In each of the Georgia SOLACE requests made to date, Bar members have graciously
stepped up and used their resources to help find solutions for those in need.
A solo practitioner’s
quadriplegic wife needed
rehabilitation, and members
of the Bar helped navigate
discussions with their
insurance company to obtain
the rehabilitation she required.

A Louisiana lawyer was in need
of a CPAP machine, but didn’t
have insurance or the means
to purchase one. Multiple
members offered to help.

A Bar member was dealing
with a serious illness and in
the midst of brain surgery,
her mortgage company
scheduled a foreclosure on
her home. Several members
of the Bar were able to
negotiate with the mortgage
company and avoided the
pending foreclosure.

Working with the South
Carolina Bar, a former
paralegal’s son was flown
from Cyprus to Atlanta
(and then to South Carolina)
for cancer treatment.
Members of the Georgia and
South Carolina bars worked
together to get Gabriel and
his family home from their
long-term mission work.

Contact SOLACE@gabar.org for help.

INTERNET LEGAL RESEARCH
6 of 143

FOREWORD

Dear ICLE Seminar Attendee,
Thank you for attending this seminar. We are grateful to the Chairperson(s) for organizing this
program. Also, we would like to thank the volunteer speakers. Without the untiring dedication
and eﬀorts of the Chairperson(s) and speakers, this seminar would not have been possible.
Their names are listed on the AGENDA page(s) of this book, and their contributions to the success
of this seminar are immeasurable.
We would be remiss if we did not extend a special thanks to each of you who are attending this
seminar and for whom the program was planned. All of us at ICLE hope your attendance will
be beneﬁcial as well as enjoyable We think that these program materials will provide a great
initial resource and reference for you.
If you discover any substantial errors within this volume, please do not hesitate to inform us.
Should you have a diﬀerent legal interpretation/opinion from the speaker’s, the appropriate
way to address this is by contacting him/her directly.
Your comments and suggestions are always welcome.
Sincerely,
Your ICLE Staﬀ
Jeﬀrey R. Davis
Executive Director, State Bar of Georgia
Tangela S. King
Director, ICLE
Rebecca A. Hall
Associate Director, ICLE

iii
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AGENDA
PRESIDING: Sharon Bradley, Program Chair; Special Collections Librarian, University of Georgia 		
		 School of Law, Athens

		
7:45
		

REGISTRATION AND CONTINENTAL BREAKFAST (All attendees must check in upon
arrival. A removable jacket or sweater is recommended.)

8:30
SESSION 1 – RULE 1.1 DUTY OF COMPETENCY AND INTERNET RESEARCH
		
Sharon Bradley
9:30
SESSION 2 – ADVANCED INTERNET RESEARCH TECHNIQUES
		
Stephen Wolfson, Research and Copyright Services Librarian, University of Georgia 		
		 School of Law, Athens
10:30

BREAK

10:45
SESSION 3 – FEDERAL LAW RESEARCH USING GOVINFO.GOV
		
Patrick Parsons, Research Instructional Services Librarian, Georgia State University 		
		 College of Law, Atlanta
11:45

LUNCH (Included in registration fee.)

12:30
SESSION 4 – ELECTRONIC PUBLICATION OF THE LAW: COPYRIGHT AND CONTRACT
		 TERMS OF USE
		
Leslie Street, Director of the Law Library and Associate Professor of Law, Mercer 			
		 University School of Law, Macon
1:30

BREAK

1:45
SESSION 5 – GEORGIA AND STATE RESEARCH RESOURCES
		
Pamela C. Brannon, Coordinator of Faculty Services, Georgia State University College of
		 Law, Atlanta
2:45
SESSION 6 – PUBLIC RECORDS SEARCHING
		
Margaret Butler, Associate Director for Public Services, Georgia State University College
		 of Law, Atlanta
3:45

ADJOURN
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Rule 1.1 Duty of Competency and Internet Research

Sharon Bradley
University of Georgia School of Law
Athens, GA
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What Has Changed?
Basically the world has changed and technology is the primary driver. The legal industry
has changed and yet many lawyers still brag about their lack of technology skills. These skills are
not advanced programming and software design. I am talking about the competent use of basic
office applications.
Service providers like RocketLawyer and LegalZoom prepare wills, contracts and articles
of incorporation. It’s estimated that these providers are now at least an $8 billion industry.
People that used to hire local attorneys are now using these services. Potential clients are also
using online service to find and evaluate lawyers. The days of non-transparency are dead.
Lawyers must be knowledgeable about these services and how they use technology to deliver
services.
What is Technology Competency?
Technology competence is broad, it is more than data security and e-discovery. It does
not mean knowing how to code. Nor does it mean knowing everything about all technology. It is
knowing about the technology which is or could relate to what you do for a living. It means
knowing what technology is out there that could help your clients and help you be better at
performing your job. It means knowing what this technology can and cannot do.
Basically competency requires a baseline understanding of, and reasonable proficiency
in, the technology at hand. Of course, specific proficiencies and competencies will vary between
lawyers and practice areas. It also means we should be as inquisitive and knowledgeable about
technology as we are the substantive law.
You may have help in meeting your duty of competence. But you may not delegate all
technology duties to others in the firm. This would be an abdication of your responsibility to
understand technology.
When discussing technology competency it is important to distinguish the various types
of software that we find in most law offices.
1. Industry-specific tools like case management and predictive coding software
rarely appear outside the legal field.
2. Standard business software
a. Microsoft Office applications,
b. Adobe Acrobat
c. Operating systems - Microsoft Windows, Apple macOS
3. Legal research systems – Bloomberg Law, Lexis Advance, Westlaw Edge
Why is This So Important?
Because the model rules themselves are changing as well as the interpretations of the
rules. There is a reason the first rule is that of competency and expecting technological
competency is just an update of the existing duty. Our ethical duties now require us to do more
than maintain subject expertise and protect client confidences. A lawyer must be competent in
all matters reasonably necessary for the representation.
I would not even attempt to count the number of articles discussing the ethical duties of
a lawyer regarding technology since 2012 when the ABA amended Comment 8 to Model Rule 1.1.
1
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I will touch on duties found in Rule 1.1 (competence), Rule 1.5 (ethical billing), Rule 1.6
(confidentiality), and Rules 5.1 and 5.3 (supervisory responsibilities).
The interconnectedness of the ethics rules suggests we must shift our thinking about the
role of technology in delivering legal services. Technology is the mechanism to improve
efficiency and provide better client service. Incompetent use of technology when doing legal
work is incompetence. Incompetent work means unreasonable fees.
Rule 1.1 Competence
A lawyer’s fundamental duty has always been to provide competent representation to the
client. Lawyers used to think of competency as their substantive knowledge of a certain area of
law combined with the experience and ability to adequately represent a client in a particular
matter. But times have change and so has the view of what it means to be competent.
Model Rule 1.1 provides: “A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client.
Competent representation requires the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and
preparation reasonably necessary for the representation.”
Comment 8 to Model Rule 1.1 provides: “[8] To maintain the requisite knowledge and
skill, a lawyer should keep abreast of changes in the law and its practice, including the
benefits and risks associated with relevant technology, engage in continuing study and
education and comply with all [CLE] requirements to which the lawyer is subject.”
The technology update does not change the duty to maintain competence under Model
Rule 1.1, it merely clarifies that maintaining technological competence is now part of meeting
that duty. A practitioner can no longer proudly claim their Luddite status and still claim to
ethically serve their clients’ interest. The amendment to Comment 8 should be viewed as a sort
of codification of changes to the practice of law. Changes that have already occurred but are now
being explicitly acknowledged by the rule.
Whatever the nature of your practice or the size of your firm, everyone around you is
using technology, your clients, your opponents, courts, judges, agencies, and corporations.
Everyone with whom you interact in service to your client. All of those people expect a level of
competency in the efficient creation of documents, the secure exchange of information, and the
appropriate use of courthouse and courtroom technology.
Rule 1.6: Confidentiality of Information
Increasingly law firms are targets of hacks and data breaches. Two of the country’s
largest firms Cravath (2016) and DLA Piper (2017) admitted to suffering serious cyberattacks.
While mid-size and large firms are most likely to be the target of an attack, every lawyer should
understand the potential risks and what mechanisms they or their firm can put in place. 1 They
need to adopt best practices for all attorneys and staff including periodic review of procedures
and continuing training.
Clients are demanding protection of their digital information. According to the 2016 ABA
Tech Survey, 31% of responding lawyers said their clients have imposed security requirements.

1

View the ABA Technology Survey Reports linked in the research guide.

2
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In the larger firms that percentage increases to 63%. Clients expect us to know about how to
protect their secrets including:
•
•
•
•

Understanding firewalls and firm wide protection
Knowing about scams and ransom ware
Recognizing and avoiding phishing and spear phishing attacks
Knowing how encryption, strong passwords, and password managers work

Rule 1.5: Fees
There is a connection between shunning technology or using it efficiently and unethical
billing. Under Model Rule 1.5, a lawyer may not collect an unreasonable fee. In every office the
right person should be performing the work, using the right tools and technology, and no person
should spend an unreasonable amount of time on the task.
It is not unwarranted to conclude that a fee is unreasonable if the lawyer performing the
work deliberately did not use the available technology to perform basic tasks. This is particularly
true if a lawyer does not use the technology but instead manually performs the task, thus
spending several times longer to perform it. The corresponding bill would not be reasonable
under the circumstances. Choosing to do a task manually is no different than padding bills.
An example: Lawyer A described instances when he sent Word documents to other
lawyers for review. Those lawyers would print the documents, manually annotate the printouts,
scan the documents to digital format and return them, instead of using Track Changes. Someone
in the Lawyer A’s office had to manually retype all the changes. The client is then billed for this
inefficiency.
It can be argued that failure to become technologically competent means that lawyers are
knowingly wasting client’s time and money. If true, the billable time spent manually performing
easily-automated basic tasks or fruitlessly fiddling with MS Word may be an unearned fee to
which the lawyer is not entitled. It’s already clear that clients are not willing to pay for this time,
but this could be more than a billing write-off—it may constitute an ethical violation.
Efficient use of technology tools can also allow smaller firms to approach a more level
playing field. You may be able to do things it used to take an army of associates and paralegals to
do. Being at least somewhat familiar with and aware of technology also prevents you from being
at the mercy of vendors who rattle off some technical jargon you don’t understand and then
present you with a hefty bill.
Writers and bloggers continue to argue that technology helps us practice law, to spend
more time representing our clients and solving their problems. And much less time reviewing
and proofreading routine documents and reading email.
When Comment 8 was revised to explicitly state that technology is part of the duty of
competence, it necessarily affected Comment 5 to Model Rule 1.1. Comment 5 should now be
read to mean that technology is also part of the “methods and procedures” and “adequate
preparation” necessary to competently provide legal services. Under Comment 5, lawyers must
use the technology methods and procedures that meet the standards of competent practitioners.
Today no competent lawyer would rely solely upon a typewriter to draft a contract, brief, or
memo. Typewriters are no longer part of “methods and procedures” used by competent lawyers.
3
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So using your computer and the programs as a glorified typewriter, without using the advanced
features, is arguably unlikely to meet the standards.
Where Do We Start?
We start with what we have, with the software everyone uses. What technology do you
use in your practice? No state has published a list of technology programs that lawyers must
learn or skills that lawyers must possess. But if there were such a list, it would include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Case management software
Document management software
Billing software
Email
PDF system with redacting capabilities,
Office productivity suite, particularly word-processing

The majority of law offices use MS Office Suite with MS Word. Use of the program by
lawyers has been a particular target for writers and bloggers. They have been eager to describe
the abysmal word processing skills of lawyers. Many lawyers lack real competence in MS Word
but do not recognize it. 2 Document preparation, drafting, and polishing consumes a significant
amount of every lawyer’s time regardless of practice area so they are probably wasting the most
time in this area.
Have you encountered lawyers who:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Manually number paragraphs or add line numbers.
Do not know how to use templates or are unaware that they exist.
Struggle against formatting, consistently re-doing work rather than re-setting or
automating formatting.
Retype information because they do not know how to cut-and-paste with or without the
original formatting.
Ignore Bluebook rules and preferences for section and paragraph symbols because they
do not know where to find them or how to insert them.
Manually create the Table of Contents and Table of Authorities, and re-do it manually
every time the document changes.
Do not know how to track changes, accept changes, turn the feature off, or eliminate its
metadata.
Do not know how to make and delete comments, and instead include typing in the body
of the document for comments that can be missed, lost, or forgotten.
Fail to use headings to make a document navigable and accessible,

Are you able to honestly assess how well you know how to use the program? There are
assessment services such as the Legal Technology Assessment by Procertas and diagnostics by
Legal Technology Core Competencies Certification Coalition (LTC4). 3 You can test your
knowledge and then develop a training plan to fill any gaps.
I will specifically refer to MS Word because it is the most popular word processing program but
most of the conclusions apply to any program.
3 Links in the research guide
2

4
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Many tech tools are available to improve your efficiency and ensure that you are not
overbilling your clients for your written work. Take a look at PerfectIt with American Legal Style
from Intelligent Editing. The program helps with proofreading, legal-specific typos, Bluebook
formatting, and enforcing the leading legal writing style guides. Best Authority from Levit &
James helps build a table of authorities. These are the kinds of tasks that are repetitive and ripe
for error and more efficiently performed by the software. There are also browser add-ins or
drafting aids built into Lexis and Westlaw.
As lawyers, we do sophisticated work and create complex documents, such as briefs,
motions, contracts, exhibits, and e-filings. Superficial and merely passable use of MS Word is
insufficient. You must possess a baseline level of competence. Your word processor is integral to
practice and must be learned.
Lawyers perform the following tasks again and again, every day. These are basic MS
Word skills that every person at your law firm should possess, and, if possible, should be
delegated to a lower-level employee. Yet, some level of competence at each of these tasks is
necessary—even for partners—because partners are now typing and creating their own
documents. Lawyers who are not delegating must develop technology competence by building
their skills.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Fix footers
Insert hyperlinks
Apply and modify styles
Insert and update cross-references
Insert page breaks
Insert non-breaking spaces
Clean document properties
Create comparison document (i.e., a redline)
Automatically number paragraphs or add line numbers
Insert section and paragraph symbols
Create and update a table of contents and table of authorities
Insert and delete comments
Use headings to make a document navigable and accessible

These skills are all necessary for using MS Word effectively in legal practice. But in
addition to skills, it is important to be aware that more is possible. Even if you are not going to
become an advanced user, you should know that additional functions are available in MS Word,
such as macros for repetitive tasks; creation of form documents; availability of a Quick Parts
Gallery for reusable content; and customizable styles and templates. The key is to know when
you should start looking for a solution. Look for improvements in areas where you are wasting
the most time or experiencing the most frustration.
A couple of other observations by Casey Flaherty of Procertas. He is frustrated at how
few people can use Word styles. “Styles are the foundation of any complex document, which is
what lawyers put together and work in.”4 He also noted a lack of Microsoft Excel expertise

4

Building NewLaw podcast
5
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among attorneys. It can be great for financial modelling or a budget for a client but it is not great
for the text heavy things lawyers do.
Rule 5.1: Responsibilities of a Partner or Supervisory Lawyer
This rule arguably imposes on any supervisor the duty to evaluate and insist upon
appropriate technology skills for new lawyers or interns. Information provided by Procertas
indicates that only about one-third of law students tested could perform the basic tasks listed
above on their first attempt.
To get some idea how well future lawyers are being educated on technology you can
review the Law School Innovation Index. A project of The Center for Legal Services Innovation
at Michigan State University College of Law, the index has a goal of measuring how well law
schools are preparing students to deliver legal services in the 21st Century. The project began
with the premise that law schools must teach students about legal-service delivery innovation
and technology. Daniel W. Linna, Jr., director of the center, believes that law schools should be
teaching future lawyers about the business of law, process management, how to use data, and
how to be entrepreneurial.
Every office must create policies, provide training, and ensure ethical compliance,
including meeting the duty of technology competence, for everyone in the office.
Who Has to Be Competent?
What if anything can be delegated? Is it possible to gain competency for the firm as a
whole through delegation and/or supervision? Under Model Rule 1.1, a lawyer who is not
competent to undertake representation may delegate the duties after developing a reasonable
level of technological awareness to supervise and delegate the matter.
Delegation imposes its own responsibilities and challenges. It means sharing authority
and responsibility with an employee or a third party and adequately supervising them. The
person delegating must have enough knowledge and ability to give direction, ask questions,
ensure ethical compliance, and determine whether the work was done properly. The delegating
lawyer must still have some understanding of the technology. Blindly assigning someone else to
“do the technology thing” could be an abdication of the responsibility to understand technology.
How Do We Continue to Develop?
There are no easy answers to the question how do lawyers get and remain technologically
competent. Florida became the first, currently the only, state to mandate technology training.
Florida requires that lawyers complete three hours of CLE every three years in approved
technology programs. 5 As of the writing of this paper 35 states have adopted the change to
Comment 8 of Rule 1.1 and no doubt other states will be joining Florida in requiring technology
training as part of their CLE requirements.
Comment 8 requires us to “keep abreast of changes,” which implies something more
active than simply learning the programs that we currently use. Is there a duty to discover new
technology that will make us more efficient? Arguably there is.

SC16-574 In Re: Amendments to Rules Regulating The Florida Bar 4-1.1 and 6-10.3 (Sept. 29,
2016); requirement effective Jan. 1, 2017.
5

6
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The path to competency requires proper training for firms of all sizes. Regardless of
whether you will choose to perform the work yourself or whether you will delegate it, training is
key to appropriately staffing a matter and managing a project. All work performed for clients
should be done by the right person with the right skills, at the right rates, for the task. Any
investment in technology, hardware or software, must have a complementary investment in
training, initial and continuing.
There are suggestions in the research guide, with links, for introductory training
programs, task-specific learning opportunities, and in-depth training and certification
programs.
Conclusion
Learning to use your technology tools, such as MS Word, is as necessary for meeting
your duty of competence as is learning substantive law—they’re part of the same duty of
competence. And no ethics opinions have yet found that one duty of competence is greater than
the other.
You don’t need to be a tech wizard. Start with honest assessments of current skills. Then
use that to decide whether to delegate or take matters on personally. The example of MS Word
shows there is more to the software than most of us realize. However, it also shows there is more
to gain from training. Reducing time wasted and time written off is good for you and your client.
View Model Rule 1.1 as elastic. It is expanding as legal technology solutions expand. The
ever-changing shape of this rule makes clear that a lawyer cannot simply learn technology today
and never again update their skills or knowledge. There is a continuing duty to learn about
technology.
Before concluding I want to mention one area of technology that you should learn more
about right now. That’s artificial intelligence (AI). It is the technology that will alter the legal
landscape, particularly for young lawyers. As email changed the way we do business every day,
AI will become ubiquitous. It will be the indispensable assistant to practically every lawyer.
Learning about and embracing AI will free up lawyers to spend more time thinking, advising,
and helping their clients. The research guide has a couple of suggested articles/sites for you to
learn more.
The real goal of adopting any technology is to keep lawyers doing value-added work,
thinking and advising, to spend as much of their time doing the work that only they can do.

7
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Sharon Bradley
Sharon Bradley joined the University of Georgia School of Law in November 2003 and became
the Special Collections Librarian in January 2006.
Bradley is responsible for the special collections which include the Rare Book Room, the school
archives, the faculty publications collection and the portrait collection. She is a member of the
Library Leadership Team, which sets goals and policies for the library, and is part of the
Reference Team, which develops programs and services to assist patrons with legal reference
resources. Bradley teaches Legal Research as part of the 1L curriculum. She oversees the
library's disaster planning efforts and serves on the school’s Emergency Preparedness Team.
She came to UGA after serving as the reference librarian for technology education at the Thomas
M. Cooley Law School in Lansing, MI. She has both taught and practiced law, previously
serving as an adjunct professor at Wayne State University, assistant public defender with
Florida's Second Judicial Circuit and attorney in private practice. Bradley is still a member of the
Florida Bar Association.
After receiving her bachelor's degree in criminal justice from Valdosta State College, Bradley
worked as a missile maintenance officer in the U.S. Air Force. She then earned her Juris Doctor
from the University of Montana, where she served as an editor of the Montana Law Review.
While practicing law, she earned her Master of Library Science from Florida State University.
She is active in the American Association of Law Libraries (AALL), the Southeastern Chapter of
AALL and the Legal Information Preservation Alliance.
Bradley is very involved with historic preservation efforts in Athens-Clarke County. She has
served on the Athens-Clarke County Historic Preservation Commission (2008-2016), is currently
a member of the ACC Hearings Board and SPLOST Citizens Oversight Committee, and is chair
of the Athens-Clarke Heritage Foundation Preservation Awards.
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Power Up!: Tips and Tricks to Becoming a Google Power User
Stephen M. Wolfson
Research and Copyright Services Librarian
University of Georgia School of Law
Law Library
Everyday, users run approximately 3.5 billion searches on Google -- 40,000 searches
a second -- for a total of 1.2 trillion searches each year.1 Those numbers are so staggering
that it is almost impossible to wrap your head around how important Google is to daily
information discovery. Yet, despite Google’s near ubiquity -- indeed, because of it -- Google
has a bad reputation among information professionals for encouraging poor research
habits. Even so, in the hands of a master, Google can find much more than cat pictures2 and
movie times3, and can be an extremely powerful tool for legal research.
In this paper, I will discuss three keys to unlocking Google’s potential for legal
research. First, I will identify some of the weaknesses you need to remember when using
Google for legal research. Once you know Google’s weaknesses, you can begin to take
advantage of its strengths. Next, I will discuss a number of advanced search tools that can
make your research more tailored and directed. While Google defaults to a keyword,
full-text search, this does not always lead to the best results, and you can use its advanced
tools to target your research better. Finally, I will review several specialized Google
databases that are particularly useful for legal research. Google offers more than
google.com, and these alternatives can help you find more relevant results. In the end, you
will be well on your way to becoming a Google Power User.

1. Know Why You Are Using Google
Though Google is a powerful tool for legal research when you know how to use it
most effectively, the first key to becoming a Google Power User is to understand two of
Google’s weaknesses: 1. Not everything is on Google, even if it sometimes seems like it is.
Google Search Statistics, Internet Live Stats, http://www.internetlivestats.com/google-search-statistics/
Cats and the Internet, Wikipedia.org, https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cats_and_the_Internet
3
Marziah Karch, Movie Showtimes with Google, Lifewire, December 16, 2018,
https://www.lifewire.com/movie-showtimes-google-1616497
1
2
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Google is so effective at finding what you need, even with a simple search, that it can give
the false impression that if something is not on Google, it is not available anywhere. 2.
Because there is so much information available through Google, but it is not designed for
legal research specifically, you can often get many off-topic results (noise) mixed in with
on-point results (signal), with little help at separating right from wrong. Knowing how to
filter out the noise and home in on the signal is essential to making the most out Google.
Ultimately, only after understanding what Google can’t do, can you truly leverage what it
can do. I will address both weaknesses in turn.

1.1. Lots but not everything
People often think of Google as a gateway to all the information in the world -- or at
least all the information on the World Wide Web.4 And certainly it is true that you
frequently can find what you are looking for with a simple keyword search. Unfortunately,
however, this can leave the impression that if something is not on the first page of Google, it
is not anywhere online.5 The truth, however, is that the search engine only provides access
to a small percentage of what is online -- somewhere around 4-5%.6 So, even though Google
can offer an incredible amount of information, it is not nearly everything.
This begs the question, what about the other 95%? Much like how most of the
known universe is composed of matter that we cannot see -- so-called dark matter and dark

History of the Web, World Wide Web Foundation,
https://webfoundation.org/about/vision/history-of-the-web/. People often use the terms “internet” and
“world wide web” interchangeably, but they are not quite synonyms. The Internet refers to a network of
networked computers. The web, on the other hand, is how most of us access this network. “So another way to
think about it is to say the Internet is composed of the machines, hardware and data; and the World Wide
Web is what brings this technology to life.” Jessika Toothman, What’s the Difference Between the Internet and
the World Wide Web, How Stuff Works,
https://computer.howstuffworks.com/internet/basics/internet-versus-world-wide-web1.htm
4

Kelly Shelton, The value of Search Results Rankings, Forbes, October 30, 2017,
https://www.forbes.com/sites/forbesagencycouncil/2017/10/30/the-value-of-search-results-rankings/#bf
05c1744d3a
6
JJ Rosen, The Internet You Can’t Google, (May 2, 2014),
https://www.tennessean.com/story/money/tech/2014/05/02/jj-rosen-popular-search-engines-skim-surfac
e/8636081/
5
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energy7 -- most of the World Wide Web is similarly “invisible” to Google. We call this the
“deep web.”
Though its name sounds mysterious, most of the “deep web” is rather mundane. The
term merely refers to web pages that are not indexed by common search engines.8 As such,
you can’t find the information they hold through something like Google. Nevertheless, you
probably interact with deep web websites regularly. This includes commercial databases
like Westlaw, Lexis, EBSCO, and ProQuest, library catalogs, private networks, etc.9
At least part of what is on websites like these is proprietary information, or at least
information that a website wants to have some control over. This is why you are unlikely to
find case/statute annotations, headnotes, or library books through Google; the owners of
this kind of information often want to control it in one way or another.
Meanwhile, the “dark web” is one part of the deep web, and it is just as ominous as it
sounds.10 These pages are not only not on Google, but you also cannot access them using
regular web surfing methods. Instead, you need to use special tools that anonymize their
users and allow access to these encrypted networks. Mostly commonly, these tools are Tor
browsers.11 The dark web is probably most famous today for being the home of nefarious
black markets like the Silk Road.12
Warning: Do not surf the dark web unless you know what you are doing. While
there are legitimate reasons to use the dark web, and while not all users on the dark web
Dark Energy, Dark Matter, NASA Science,
https://science.nasa.gov/astrophysics/focus-areas/what-is-dark-energy.
8
Part of how Google and other search engines work is that the search for new pages -- crawling -- and then
they analyze the content on those pages -- indexing -- so searchers can find them.
https://support.google.com/webmasters/answer/70897?hl=en. Webpage creators can prevent Google from
indexing their sites by including specific code that does this.
https://support.google.com/webmasters/answer/93710?hl=en
9
How to Safely Access the Deep and Dark Webs, Symantec,
https://us.norton.com/internetsecurity-how-to-how-can-i-access-the-deep-web.html.
10
Darren Guccione, What is the Dark Web? How to Access it and What you’ll Find (January 11, 2019),
https://www.csoonline.com/article/3249765/data-breach/what-is-the-dark-web-how-to-access-it-and-wha
t-youll-find.html
11
J.M. Porup, What is the Tor Browser? How to Works and How it can Help you Protect Your Identity Online (July
12, 2018),
https://www.csoonline.com/article/3287653/privacy/what-is-the-tor-browser-how-it-works-and-how-it-ca
n-help-you-protect-your-identity-online.html
12
Matt Egan, What is the Dark Web & How to Access It (January 30, 2019),
https://www.techadvisor.co.uk/how-to/internet/dark-web-3593569/
7
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have malicious intent, the likelihood of coming across dangerous information, files that can
corrupt your computer, and/or users who want to steal your personal information is much
greater than when searching the surface web.
The important lesson here is this: Before you begin your research, you must
understand Google cannot find a vast amount of information that is out there. The trick is to
try to anticipate what you can and cannot get through Google and then think about where
on the deep web you may be able to find an elusive piece of information.

1.2. Finding the signal in the noise
Google’s second weakness may seem obvious, but it is equally easily forgotten:
Google is so powerful, so flexible, and gives access to so much information, that it is easy to
for your signal to be lost in the noise.
Even though Google may only index a small percentage of the surface web13, this is
still represents an immense amount of information. In 2013, Google estimated that it
indexed 30 trillion individual webpages.14 Today that number is probably over ten times
greater.15 Moreover, because Google is free, and because its algorithms are so strong, you
can often find relevant results from very broad, unrefined searches. For this reason, basic
Google searches can be especially useful in the beginning parts of your research, when you
are trying to understand an issue and/or collecting background information. However, for
the same reason, these searches are not as useful for finding very specific information.
Almost any search on google will return numerous -- often millions -- of results, but you are
at the whim of Google’s relevance algorithms to decide what is “correct.”
One way to improve your results from any electronic search tool -- Google included
-- is to understand how it works, and then construct your searches to use it in the most
effective manner. This can be difficult, however, with Google, because the exact operation

What is Surface Web, Deep Web and Dark Web?, Medium (April 9, 2018),
https://medium.com/@hackersleague/what-is-surface-web-deep-web-and-dark-web-cdbaf71b30d5
14
Billions of times a day in the blink of an eye, Google Inside Search (March 2, 2013),
https://search.googleblog.com/2013/03/billions-of-times-day-in-blink-of-eye.html
15
Barry Schwartz, Google’s Search Knows about over 130 Trillion Pages, Search Engine Land (November 14,
2016), https://searchengineland.com/googles-search-indexes-hits-130-trillion-pages-documents-263378
13
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of its algorithms is a closely held trade secret.16 Still, we have some clues about how it
works that we we can use to improve our research.
Google describes its algorithms as a five step process.17 First is “analyzing your
words.” Here, the search engine tries to guess what you are looking for, based on common
terms, related words, categories, what is trending, what you have searched for before, and
different spellings (including interpreting your spelling mistakes). Second is “matching
your search.” At this point, Google looks for relevant web pages through a complex analysis
that is much more in-depth than simply considering whether your search terms appear
multiple times on a page. It tries to make sense of what a page is about, not just what is

says. The third step is “ranking useful pages.” PageRank18 is probably what Google searches

are most famous for. Here, Google ranks the quality/authority/correctness of each website
based on many different factors, including how regularly the content is updated, how many
pages link to it, popularity of the page, and others. Fourth is “considering the text.” Here,
Google looks at your location, past search history, and search settings to further tailor your
results. So, for example, if you search for “movie times,” Google will give you movie times
for local theatres, and not theatres in France. This is because Google assumes you do not
want that other information. Finally, “returning the best results.” Here, Google puts
everything together and tries to give you the best results.
Ultimately, Google is a treasure trove of information, but it does not necessarily
differentiate between the gold and the pyrite. You can find cases, statutes, patents,
trademarks, legislative history, some public records, news, current awareness, general
background information, quickly and often very effectively. But these things can often be
lost among untrustworthy information and false positive results. If you do not target your
research, you may find what you are looking for, but your research will be inefficient, you
almost certainly will not find all Google has to offer. The remainder of this paper will
discuss ways to home in on the signal of your legal research.

Prajwal Nirwan, Trade Secrets: The Hidden IP Right (December 2017),
https://www.wipo.int/wipo_magazine/en/2017/06/article_0006.html
17
How Search Algorithms Work, Google, https://www.google.com/search/howsearchworks/algorithms/
18
PageRank, Wikipedia, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/PageRank
16
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2. More than meets the eye
After considering what Google can/cannot do for you, the second key to becoming a
Google Power User is to unlock its potential for legal research by using advanced search
techniques, operators, and search tools. When you go to google.com, you are presented
with a search box and two options -- “Search” and “I’m feeling lucky” -- without any
indication for what those options things mean. Yet even though it is not immediately
apparent, Google is more than just keywords and luck, and there are many tools that allow
you to to leverage the true power of Google.
2.1 Google Advanced Search
Simply stated, to use Google to its full potential, you need to use its advanced search
options. These options provide you with many ways to tailor your search, giving you much
more control over your results.
Not long ago, google.com had a link immediately to the right of the search box where
you could access its advanced search features.19 That has since been removed, but there are
two other ways to find Google’s advanced search. First, you can directly navigate straight to
the page by going to https://www.google.com/advanced_search./ Second, if you click on
the “settings” tab below the search box after you run an initial search on google.com, you
can go to “Advanced search” from there. Both methods will get you to the same place.
Once on the advanced search screen, you will see a number of different search boxes
and pull down menus that allow you to target and narrow your searches in different ways.
Please note two things, here: 1. You are not limited to using just one of these options, and
you can combine them in almost anyway you want. Once you become familiar with these
tools, you can create extremely robust and complex searches. 2. Most of these tools have
corresponding operators that you can use in the google.com search box. Below, I will
describe each tool below an illustrate how you can combine them and use them on
google.com.20
See, e.g., https://web.archive.org/web/20150101040436/http://www.google.com/. This is a capture of
google.com from January 1, 2015. Note that immediately to the right of the search box is a link for “advanced
search.”
20
This is not a complete list. For a comprehensive list of Google’s Search Operators, see Joshua Hardwick,
Google Search Operators: The Complete List, ahrefs blog (May 22, 2018),
19
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All of these words
This search box is a basic google.com search. It looks for websites that contain all of
your search terms, as if there was an “and” between them.

This exact word or phrase
This search box works like putting quotation marks around your search terms. As
such, it searches for exactly what you enter, including any spelling errors or words like
“the” that Google might otherwise ignore.
Examples: “colour”; “realise”; “the Rock”

Any of these words
Google will assume an “or” between the terms you enter in this box. Thus, it will
return a broader range of results than an “and” search. This can be useful when trying to
find something that may go by multiple terms or where you want to include two different
types of terms in your search results.
To use this on google.com, “or” must be capitalized (OR). Additionally, you can use
the pipe (|) symbol for the same effect.
Examples: “committee report” OR testimony; verdict | settlement

None of these words
When you enter terms in this search box, Google will exclude web pages that
include those terms from your results. This operator can be difficult to use, but once you
understand it, it can be very powerful. It is probably most useful in situations when you run
a few searches, and notice you keep getting some results that are unrelated to what you are
looking for but are related to each other. You can use this to remove those unrelated
results.

https://ahrefs.com/blog/google-advanced-search-operators or Google Advanced Search: A Comprehensive List
of Google Search Operators, Beyond,
https://bynd.com/news-ideas/google-advanced-search-comprehensive-list-google-search-operators
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You can exclude terms in a google.com search by using the minus/hyphen symbol
(-) before the term you do not want in your results.
For example, if you wanted to research the economic theory of value but did not
want information on the moral concept of values, you might run a search for:
Example: “value theory” | “theory of value” -ethics -moral

Numbers ranging from
Google can search for a range of numbers by entering two search terms in this field.
You can do this in a basic google search by separating two numbers by a double period (..)
Example: house committee report 2014..2018

Language
This pull down menu limits your search results to just webpages in a particular
language.

Region
This pull down menu limits your search results to web pages from a certain country.

Last update
This pulldown menu limits your results to web pages that were last updated in the
past 24 hours, in the past week, in the past month, or in the past year. Since Google tends to
prefer pages that were recently updated, this can increase the time range of your search.

Site or domain
The site or domain field instructs google to return only results from a particular web
page or domain. By focusing on an individual website, this essentially turns Google into a
custom search tool for that website, and is often much more powerful than the website’s
own search tool. You can add this to a basic search by entering “site:” followed by the
webpage or domain without a space. So this search -- “house report” site:.gov -- will look at
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web pages that end in .gov for the exact phrase “house report.” Similarly this search -testimony | report site:house.gov -- will search the House of Representatives webpage for
the terms “testimony” OR report.
This tool is especially powerful when searching for legislative history documents or
information from agency websites.
Examples: site:copyright.gov “orphan works”; site:.org climate change;
site:scotusblog.com kelo.

Terms appearing
This pull down menu allows you to specify where on a webpage your search terms
should appear. Your options are: “anywhere in the page,” “in the title of the page,” “in the
text of the page,” “in the URL of the page,” and “in the links to the page.
The operators that let you do these searches on google. Com are: “inurl:”, “intitle:”,
and “intext:”.
Example: intitle:”America invents act”

SafeSearch
This field can remove web pages that contain explicit material from your search
results.

File type
This pull down menu can limit your search to particular document types, including
.doc, .pdf, .xlsx, among others. This is especially useful when looking for official documents,
reports, and the like that are usually issued as PDFs, like legislative history documents.
You can use this on google.com with the operator “filetype:”.
Examples: “Orphan works” filetype:pdf.; food cost filetype:.xlsx

Usage rights
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This pull down menu can help you find items that have been tagged with certain
usage rights licenses. You can use this when trying to find rights free images and/or music
for presentations/creative projects.

2.2. Combining operators
As aforementioned, you are not limited to using one, or even a few of these
operators in a single search. Instead, you can include many, tailoring your search as is
necessary. This works especially well when using Google to find legislative and/or
regulatory documents. Since things like testimony and official reports usually in PDF
format, you can use the filetype operator to focus solely on this document type. Further,
you can use the site: operator to narrow down to just one or a range of government cites.
So, if I was interested in a report on climate change and national security from the House of
Representatives I might search for:
Example: site:house.gov filetype:pdf report and “climate change” and national
security
2.3. Additional search operators
In addition to the search options on its advanced search screen, Google also
recognizes a number of other operators to modify your searches. I will describe several
below.

AROUND (x)
Researchers familiar with tools like Westlaw Edge and Lexis Advance should
recognize this tool. This operator searches for terms as they appear within a specified
number of words of each other. For example, if you want to search for copyright
infringement information, but you are not sure whether an author would write “copyright
infringement” or “infringement of copyright” or some other construction, you could search
for:
Example: copyright AROUND(5) infringement
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Related:
This operator will search for web pages that are similar to another webpage.
Example: related:uspto.gov.

Cache:
This operator will return a webpage from what it was the last time Google crawled
the page and tell you when Google took that last snapshot. This can be useful when you
visit a webpage once, and then the next time you go there, some information has changed.
With this, you can try to use this to see what it was earlier in time.21
Example: cache:law.uga.edu

Define:
You can use Google as a dictionary with this operator.
Example: Define:negligence

3. Google is more than google.com
The third step to becoming a Google Power User is to realize that Google is more
than just google.com. Google offers a number of specialized databases that can help you
find particular types of information. Here, I will review several of the databases that are
relevant to legal research.

Google Scholar (scholar.google.com)
Google Scholar is the most significant alt-Goole database for legal research. As its
name suggests, this is a tool for researching scholarly articles across all kinds of disciplines.
It can provide access to numerous scholarly articles, papers, books, theses, and
dissertations from a variety of locations. Most of the results you will find here are links to

21

Note that this it will only give you a snapshot of the last time google visited the site. It will not go to
different points in time. If you need to do that, you should try the Wayback Machine,https://archive.org/web/
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abstracts and citations, but they also can help you locate the articles elsewhere.22
Unfortunately, however, because this database does not differentiate between disciplines,
you can often find results unrelated to your research. Google Scholar has an advanced
search function that you can access by clicking on the three hash marks on the top left of
the screen, but it is not as robust as the one on google.com. Accordingly, it benefits you to
construct smart searches when using Google Scholar, to try to minimize the noise.
One great tool Google Scholar offers is its “cited by” feature. After you run a search
and find a relevant article, you will see a link that says “cited by” below the article. If you
click on this, Google Scholar will take you to a list of articles/books that have cited the first
article. From here, you will see a tickbox that says “search within citing articles” if you click
on this and run another search, Google Scholar will look through just those articles that
cited the first article for your new search terms. Since it is likely that articles which cite an
article that is on point for you are also on point, you can use this to target especially
relevant articles.
In addition to scholarly articles, Google Scholar also offers an extensive database of
federal and state cases. Note, however, that you will not find these if you simply go to
scholar.google.com and start searching. To look up case law, you must first select the “case
law” button that is below the search box. After that, you can select specific
jurisdictions/courts, including federal bankruptcy courts, tax courts, and the court of
international trade. Additionally, you will see “cited by” and “how cited” links below each
case you find. These work similar to other citators, by looking for other cases that cite to
the first case.
The greatest benefit of using Google scholar for case research is that it is free, quick,
and easy to use. However, you must once again remember Google’s weaknesses: Google
Scholar does not necessarily have everything, and it is easy for the singal to get lost in the
noise. Consider, for example, the “cited by” and “how cited” functions on Google Scholar’s
case law database. These are good and useful tools, but they are not sufficient substitutes for
22

An increasingly large number of law journals are putting their current issues and archives online for free. If
you find a citation to an article, and you cannot find it through Google Scholar, you may be able to find it on
the journal’s website.
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Shepards/Keycite. In using them, you can get a general idea for where a case was cited and
whether it is still good law, but you cannot be certain of its currency. You must remember
this when using Google Scholar.
Google Books (https://books.google.com/)
Google Books is a database of all kinds of books from a variety of sources. Much of
this information comes from large academic libraries that participate in the Google Books
Library Project.23
When you run a search on Google Books, you will look across the full text of the
many books in this database. If a book is not in the public domain, you will only be able to
see snippets from the book that relate to your search in your results. However, if a book is
in the public domain, you will be able to access the entire thing.
Like google.com and Google Scholar, Google Books has an advanced search function
that you can access by clicking on the Gear Icon on the search screen. From here, you can
use several fields to narrow your search, including by: title, author, publisher, and subject.

Google Dataset Search (https://toolbox.google.com/datasetsearch)
Google dataset search is a relatively new offering from Google. It is a database of
published datasets on the web. It also presents usage rights information on the webpage as
well as occasionally links to articles that have been published based on these data.
This database can be extremely valuable when trying to find empirical research on a
topic. For example, you can find research on how often the Supreme Court overturns cases
from the various Courts of Appeals “US Supreme Court” in this database.

Google Patents (patents.google.com)
Google Patents is an excellent search tool for conducting patent research. With “over
120 million patent publications from 100+ patent offices around the world, as well as many
more technical documents and books indexed in Google Scholar and Google Books, and
Google Books Library Project -- An Enhanced Card Catalog of the World’s Books, Google,
https://www.google.com/googlebooks/library/

23
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documents from the Prior Art Archive,” Google Patents is fast, easy to use, and extremely
good at find relevant patents.
Once again, Google Patents has an advanced search feature that you can find at
patents.google.com/advanced, and like before, this provides you with many ways you can
target your research. Additionally, you can tailor and narrow your search after running an
initial search by selecting from numerous options on the left of the screen, including:
inventor, assignee, status, type, and priority date. After you find and open a relevant
patent/application, you can also find links to “find prior art” or to find “similar” documents.
Both of these options are very good at helping your find relevant prior art. You can also use
Google Patent to find relevant non-patent literature.

Conclusion
Bonus Key: Take a class!
This paper should set you on the way to becoming a Google Power User, and with
some practice, you will begin seeing improvements in your results after implementing
some of the advice in this paper.
However, if you want to get even better at using Google, consider taking a class.
Google offers courses on “Power Searching” and “Advanced Power Searching” that can
further strengthen your skills. Indeed, many of the strategies these courses teach work well
for any kind of electronic research. You can take these classes from home at your own pace
by going to www.powersearchingwithgoogle.com/ and following the links provided.
Ultimately, the most important step you can take to becoming a Google Power User
-- and a better researcher in general -- is to be smart. Think about what you are looking for
and where you can find it, and take some time to construct a search that uses tools other
than simple keywords. Employing just a few of the tips and tricks presented here can
dramatically improve your results and your research efficiency. Good Luck!
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INTRODUCTION
Govinfo.gov is the new repository page for the GPO or Government publishing office. Govinfo
contains over 1 million government publications and exists as the main conduit of US government
information. This paper will describe Govinfo, the GPO, and how to use these sources to find federal
government information. The later sections, including the ones on searching and browsing, will be a
more nuts and bolts approach to the Govinfo system.
As you begin looking for federal government information, it is important to remember a few
things. First, these pages will likely change in appearance. If the screen captures below do not match
the page, the availability and breadth of information will likely remain the same. Second, there is a
considerable amount of overlap in government publications. Appendix A provided with this paper will
address this overlap, and provide alternate sources. While the GPO versions are typically the official
publication, some other sites like Federalregister.gov, Regulations.gov, and Congress.gov offer more
recently updated material as some Govinfo sources are released following the print publication
schedule. A good example of this lag is the CFR. The GPO publishes the CFR on Govinfo on the same
schedule as the Print CFR, which comes out quarterly. CFR versions on both Regulations.gov and
ecfr.gov are updated within a few days of the promulgation of new regulations.

HISTORY & BACKGROUND
Govinfo is the third manifestation of the GPO’s publication website. In December 2018, FDsys,
the previous version, was taken offline and replaced by Govinfo as third GPO electronic information
website in the last 25 years. In June 1994, the Government Printing Office launched GPO Access, which
was replaced by FDsys (Federal Digital System) in January 2009. Now, almost ten years later, it’s time
for the GPO, who has subsequently changed its name from the Government Printing to the
Government Publishing Office, to transition once again to Govinfo. Govinfo touted numerous
improvements over FDsys including mobile-friendly design, RSS notification feeds, easily browsable
collections, and a new modern design1.
Govinfo is designed to provide free access to over 1,000,000 government publications. The GPO
describes Govinfo’s mission as threefold, including
1. Public access – by combining modern searching with extensive metadata Govinfo allows
users to access a vast universe of US federal government publications
2. Content management – the GPO ensures the integrity and authenticity of government
publications by securing the content throughout its lifecycle

1

Government Publishing Office., About Govinfo, (February 2, 2019), available at https://www.govinfo.gov/about.

1
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3. Digital preservation – the GPO, through Govinfo, runs a “compliant preservation repository”
ensuring the preservation of historical digital content despite “technical failure, aging of
hardware, or technological change.”2
As stated above, Govinfo currently offers access to over 1 Million government publications. Govinfo’s
most popular publications include3:
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

United States Code, including Supplements
Code of Federal Regulations
Federal Register
Congressional Record
Statutes at Large
Congressional Bills
Budget of the United States
Compilations of Presidential Documents
Congressional Committee Materials
Federal Agency Publications

NAVIGATION AND USE

Unlike Fdsys whose organization relied upon a long list of hyperlinks, Govinfo has a much more
modern look and feel. The landing page, and in turn the navigation of the entire collection, is centered
around a large navigation box with the access options discussed below. The front page also provides
Id.
Government Publishing Office., Govinfo – What’s Available, (February 2, 2019), available
at https://www.govinfo.gov/help/whats-available.
2
3
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some quick links to recent federal publications, as well as GPO’s featured publications. Govinfo offers
two main navigational options – browse and search. Again, these features are easily accessed on the
front page of Govinfo and are discussed in greater detail below. Each provides a new, streamlined
approach to accessing government documents.

Browsing
In legal research and information science, browsing typically means being able to click directly to
intended publications and sections therein. Government info provides similar functionality. If you know
what you are looking for, or where something should be located, or have any piece of identifying
information, Govinfo allows you two browse for it using one of four ways. There is some overlap over
these options, and often you can find the same piece of information in multiple ways.

A-Z Browsing
If you know the collection or publication you are searching for, you can simply use the A-Z
browse function. For example, if you want to find the Federal Register to update a regulation you found
on a third party site, all you need to do is go to the F’s and select federal register. Agency documents
can be found in the same way. If you want to find all of the documents related to President Gerald Ford,
or Treasury Department Publications, all you need to do is navigate to the “F” or “T” Sections, and the AZ guide will quickly link you to these collections. One important thing to remember is that, unlike some
pay legal research databases, you cannot browse to certain collections and then perform a search from
inside the collection. Instead, you have to use use the Advanced search and perform a search by
collection, and then narrow your results.

3
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Category
You can also navigate Govinfo by category. These categories are broader than the entries in the
A-Z resource list. Generally, this method of browsing is most useful if you are trying to understand the
coverage of Govinfo of certain areas. For instance one of the areas, Directories, provides easy links to
the available directories as well as the information that Govinfo contains not just the congressional
directory, but also the Congressional Pictorial Directory and the United States Government Manual.

Date
Browse by date is also available in Govinfo. The date page gives you the option of searching for
documents in reverse chronological order, for example, the past 24 hours or the past 180 days. You can
also select individual dates or date ranges. Once you select the date range, you can either continue to
filter results using the left-hand filters or enter search words into the automatically populated search
string. For instance, if you wanted publications before January 24, 2019, that included the word cattle,
you could add the search terms AND cattle to the search string below. This search functionality is
different than the previous two options, which do not allow searching once you begin to browse.
Note that this kind of browsing only returns results with top-level information. For instance, it
will produce volumes of the Federal Register, but not individual sections. To find individual sections,
either select the appropriate volume and browse to the correct page or section, or perform a search.

4
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Committee
Continuing, you can also browse documents by their issuing committee. If you know what
committee produced your intended document, or you want to see what is available or produced from
each committee, this is a good strategy. Information included in the individual committee entries can
include hearings, committee prints, legislative materials, and other committee documents. The
information available through Govinfo varies by committee.

5
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Author
Browsing by author allows you to find material by a list of institutional authors. Note that this
list does not include personal authors. For instance, if you would like to see what publications the
Commission on Terrorism produces, that link is provided on the browse by author tab.

Searching
Govinfo has new powerful and easy to use search capabilities. Similar to browsing, the three
main searching options are available at the center of the Govinfo landing page.

Basic Searching
Basic Searching is available on the Govinfo landing page, as well as by selecting the orange “search”
box option provided on all other pages. This method of searching searches both the full text and
metadata of available documents. Metatada typically indicates particularly useful information to
identify and categorize documents. Publishers will indicate specific information about a document or
collection and include it in pre-provided, typically unseen fields. In Govinfo, these fields include






Title
collection
publication
congress
president

Later in this guide, we will see how Govinfo allows us to search specific metadata fields.

Historical Results
Govinfo search can produce both current and historical results. The coverage for each collection
is provided either on the Browse A-Z or the individual collection’s help page.
Basic searching will default to the current versions of government publications. For instance, if
you want to see if any statutes or regulations define “public interest law” and perform that phrase
search, the system will first look for statutes and regulations currently in force. However, if the search
produces zero results, the system will automatically check the “view historical results” box, and give you
historical versions of the US Code and CFR. If you start seeing historical results, look to see if this box is
6
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checked. Note that in the second example, the view historical results box is checked and the first result
from the C.F.R. is from 2012. On the other hand, if you are searching for something that might include
both current and historical results, you must check the box if you would like to view historical
documents.

Boolean Connectors and Search Operators
Both basic and advanced searching support the use of Boolean connectors and search
operators. These allow users to perform more powerful, sophisticated searches by doing things like
requiring results include two or more of the same words, a certain phrase, or different variations of the
same word4. In Govinfo, spaces between searched words act as an implied AND, thereby requiring both
words on either side of the space. See Appendix B for a complete list of operators supported by
Govinfo. Govinfo suggests using parenthesis to separate different expressions in your searching. For
instance, if you wanted to find documents that referenced either president Carter or Reagan, that
included the phrase “Berlin wall” your phrase would be: (Carter OR Reagan) AND “Berlin Wall.” Please
note that than e AND operator is not necessary, but included for clarity.

Metadata Field Searching
Finally, Govinfo allows for metadata field searching. In the creation and digitization of their
collections, the GPO adds metadata or meta tags to their documents. These allow easier searching and
identification of electronic documents. It also allows users to search specific fields for specific pieces of
Government Publishing Office., Govinfo – Search Operators, (February 2, 2019), available
at https://www.govinfo.gov/help/search-operators .

4
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information. Some of the most common examples of these fields are Title, Published Date, Congress
Member, and Congress Number. For example, if you would like to start a search with all the documents
ever authored by Representative John Lewis, all you would need to do is enter member:Lewis. If you
find that there are too many present and former Members with the last name Lewis, Govinfo allows you
to sort by an associated person using the left-hand menu. See Appendix C for the full list of metadata
fields

Advanced Searching
Govinfo also provides advanced searching as an option. While the functionality is the same,
advanced searching provides more prompts and fields than its basic counterpart. These include frontend date options like date range, date after and date between. It also allows selection of collection, as
well as up to 5 additional fields for searching. Note that this functionality is similar to the meta field
searching in the basic search. However, advanced search populates search phrases for you instead of
requiring each user to know the intricacies of Govinfo field searching.

8
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Citation Searching
Finally, Govinfo allows you to retrieve documents by citation. The system will provide a prompt
which requires the user to pick a collection, for example, the Code of Federal Regulations. It will then
ask the user to enter any additional information needed to retrieve the document. If you have a
citation, this is a fast and easy way to pull a document.

TIPS, TRICKS, NAVIGATIONAL APPROACHES
Govinfo is first and foremost built to be a repository for government publications. Because of this, some
functions can be more unwieldy than a modern research database. Below are several suggestions to
make navigation easier.

1. If possible, browse. The a-z list works well. If you know the title or publication you are looking
for; browsing is the best feature.
2. Be wary of searching. Through testing, we have found some irregularities with the full-text
searching feature. If you choose to search, searching for topics instead of specific language is
probably easiest and most accurate.
3. After searching and selecting an entry, make sure to use the “Document in Context” Tab. It
provides related documents as well as a table of contents for some documents.
4. List of Sections Affected from the CFR is now available through the A-Z list. You can also update
a regulation searching for that regulation and limiting to the last year. Any amendments will
show up in your search results.
5. Use alternative Government publication pages. At it’s heart, Govinfo is a repository designed to
hold information. This means that sometimes it can still be challenging as a purely research
tool. The interfaces for pages like Federalregister.gov, Congress.gov, or Regulations.gov are
more modern and typically easier to use.
9
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Appendix A – Alternative Sources of Federal Information
Content
General Legal Research –
Statutes, Cases, Regulations
Congressional Information –
Bills, Hearings, Reports
General Information on US
Government
Senate Congressional Material
House of Representatives
Congressional Information
Federal Regulations
Electronic Code of Federal
Regulations
Federal Register
Index of Federal Government
Agencies
Federal data, tools, and
resources
Census Information
Historical Records

Source
Cornel Legal Information
Institute
Congress.gov

Web address
https://www.law.cornell.edu/

Usa.gov

https://www.usa.gov/

Sennate.gov
House.gov

https://www.senate.gov/
https://www.house.gov/

Regulations.gov
E-CFR

https://www.regulations.gov/
https://gov.ecfr.io/cgi-bin/ECFR

Federalregister.gov
Data.gov

https://www.federalregister.gov/
https://www.usa.gov/federalagencies
https://www.data.gov/

US Census Bureau
National Archives

https://www.census.gov/
https://www.archives.gov/
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Appendix B – Govinfo Boolean Connectors & Search Operators5
Connector or Operator
AND
OR
(Parenthesis)

“Quotations”

Before/#

After/#

ADJ
Space

5

Function
Publication must have both
terms
Publication can have either
term
Groups concepts

Searches for phrase, exactly as
entered in quotes

Example
Carter AND Reagan
Carter or Reagan
(Carter AND Reagan) OR (Nixon
and Ford)
publication must have either
Carter and Reagan or Nixon and
Ford present in text
“President Jimmy Carter”

Proximity connector before

Results must have entire phrase
exactly as entered
Jimmy before/4 Carter

Proximity Connector After

Must have Jimmy within 4
words of the beginning of carter
Jimmy after/4 Carter

Adjacent connector

Must have Jimmy within 4
words of the end of carter
Jimmy Adj Carter

Implied and

Jimmy Must be next to Carter
Jimmy Carter

*

truncator

?

Wildcard

+

Number of hits (relevancy)

Id.

12

Must have Jimmy AND Carter
Nation* = Nation, National,
Nationalistic, Nationalism, etc.
Organi?ation = organization or
organisation
+Jimmy Carter
Will return results that have
Jimmy and Carter, so long as
Jimmy occurs more times than
carter
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Appendix C – Govinfo Metadata Fields6
Field Name

Field Operator

Example

Collection

collection:

collection:chrg

Government
Author

governmentauthor: governmentauthor:house

Publication Date

publishdate:

SuDoc
Number

6

Class sudocclass:

publishdate:2006-09-30
sudocclass:"y 4.c 73/8:"

Ingestion Date

ingestdate:

ingestdate:2008-12-29

Publisher

publisher:

publisher:"u.s. government printing office"

Branch

branch:

branch:legislative

Title

title:

title:(railroad safety)

Congress Number congress:

congress:109

Congress
Member

member:

member:mcconnell

President

president:

president:clinton

Citation

citation:

citation:"Public Law 105-264"

Reference
Citation

refcitation:

refcitation:"Public Law 105-264"

Electronic
Location (URL)

url:

url:"http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/BILLS111hr1071IH/pdf/BILLS-111hr1071IH.pdf"

Package ID

packageid:

packageid:FR-2009-03-31

Granule ID

granuleid:

granuleid:E9-7073

Id.
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Introduction
The Internet has profoundly changed the way most Americans receive information.
Access to the law is no exception to this. An increasing volume of law moving to online-only
publication, changing the way lawyers research and the way citizens access the laws that govern
them. In theory, moving law online seemingly opens up access to legal information. In recent
years, a number of interest groups have highlighted the need to increase the access that citizens
have to legal information electronically. New free databases of law spring up all of the time.
However, moving access online, in many cases, may diminish access to the law, as official
publishers of legal information may seek to restrict access and usage to preserve their revenue
streams from selling access to the law.
Unlike the federal government, which officially publishes law and legal information
through its Government Publishing Office (GPO), the fifty states, the District of Columbia, and
US territories all have unique schemes for publishing primary law. Many states, like Georgia, are
dependent on commercial publishers to publish their laws.1 As federal laws have migrated
online, the GPO has published them on a centralized website, making them easier for lawyers
and members of the public to locate and view as official, authenticated documents. In contrast,
for states, there is no such uniformity in the online publication of state laws. For many states,
commercial publishers maintain and publish their laws online as well. The effect that this has on
public access to the law is profound.

See Appendix attached for a breakdown of publication of the three major primary law sources in each of the fifty
states.
1

2
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Electronic Publication of State Laws
For the majority of the years that American law has been published, official versions of
the law were published in print only. Seekers of legal information needed to purchase books
themselves or visit libraries where laws may be available to them to use free of charge.2 In the
centuries when the law was published in print only, commercial legal publishers frequently
contracted with the states to publish official versions of their laws (for example, Michie’s
became a well-known publisher of state codes, while state cases where frequently published in
the West National Reporter System). Near the end of the twentieth century, many legal
publisher began to consolidate at the same time that the Internet began to change the delivery of
information in America’s homes, schools, and workplaces.
According to a fifty state survey myself and my colleague, David Hansen, recently
complied, official versions of state law are more often than not published through a contract with
a private publisher. Furthermore, an increasing number of states are choosing to publish some
part of their primary law online only, without accompanying print publication. This is
particularly true with regard to the publication of state regulations, where one is least likely to
find print publications.3

Primary Legal Sources and Copyright
The U.S. Supreme Court has ruled repeatedly that court opinions are not subject to
copyright.4 Since then, lower courts have applied the same basic rule to the law to state that

For a more complete discussion on this, see forthcoming article from Dave Hansen and Leslie Street, Who Owns
the Law? Why we Must Restore Public Ownership of Legal Publishing¸ which will be published in the Journal of
Intellectual Property Law in 2019.
3
See Appendix A
4
Wheaton v. Peters, 33 U.S. 591, 593 (1834)(ruling that no reporter could copyright the written opinions delivered
by the court); Banks v. Mahchester, 128 U.S. 244, 253 (1888) (holding that state court opinions similarly could not
be copyrighted).
2

3

INTERNET LEGAL RESEARCH
57 of 143

statutes, local codes, and other legal texts are not subject to copyright.5 The Copyright Office has
refused to register copyright in texts involving “government edicts”, including “legislative
enactments, judicial decisions, administrative rulings, public ordinances, or similar types of
official legal materials.”6 Nonetheless, legal publishers and states have persisted in attempting to
claim copyright over the law.
The issue most recently was addressed by the Eleventh Circuit in a case involving the
Official Code of Georgia Annotated, published officially by LexisNexis. The Georgia Code
Revision Commission brought suit against Public.Resources.Org, an organization that advocates
for open access to law and government information, for breach of copyright alleging that the
organization’s publication of its full annotated code infringed the state’s copyright in the work.7
The court concluded that “the People are the authors of the annotations” and as such, “the
annotations are inherently public domain material and therefore uncopyrightable.”8 The court
reasoned that precedent established that there can be no copyright when the work “was created
by an agent of the People in the direct exercise of sovereign authority.”9 Thus, the factors the
court evaluated were whether the annotations were “so sufficiently law-like as to implicate the
core policy interests undergirding Banks.”10 The court concluded that the annotations at the heart
of the OCGA “are so enmeshed with Georgia’s law as to be inextricable. The annotations are
themselves law-like insofar as we examine who made them, how they were made, and the role
they play in the legislative and jurisprudential spheres of Georgia’s public life.”11

Davidson v. Wheelock, 27 F. 61 (C.C.D. Minn 1866); Veeck v. S. Bldg. Code Cong. Int’l., Inc., 293 F.3d 791 (5th. Cir.
2002); Bldg. Officials & Code Adm. V. Code Tech., Inc,, 628 F.2d 730 (1st. Cir. 1980).
6
U.S. Copyright Office, Compendium III § 313.6(c)(2) (2017).
7
Code Revision Commission v. Public.Resource.Org, 906 F.3d 1229 (11th. Cir. 2018).
8
Id. at 1233.
9
Id. at 1242.
10
Id. at 1242
11
Id at 1243
5
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In reaching this conclusion, the court highlighted the role that the Georgia General
Assembly takes in the creation of the OCGA, because in spite of the fact that the annotations are
initially prepared by Lexis, the Code Revision Commission, an arm of the General Assembly,
exerts authoritative influence over their creation and adoption. The Code Revision Commission
directs Lexis what must be included in the annotations and provides specific instructions, and the
Commission gives its final assent to the annotations. The court made clear that it echoed the
view of the Georgia Supreme Court that the Commission’s work is “legislative” in nature and
worked as an agent of the Georgia General Assembly.12
The court went on to explain that even though the annotations did not carry the force of
law, the annotations are “law-like” because they are “authoritative” concerning the meaning of
Georgia statutes.13 This portion of the ruling could have ramifications beyond the OCGA, as one
considers other types of publications that may similarly have authority concerning the meaning
of statutes.14 Although the ruling in Code Revision Commission, appears to be pretty factually
specific to the unique relationship between Lexis, the Code Revision Commission, and the
Georgia General Assembly, it is possible that this case will have ramifications beyond the state
of Georgia for other states publication schemes.
Finally, it is important to know that the Code Revision Commission has applied for cert
to the U.S. Supreme Court, and the Court has not yet reached a decision on its application. Thus,
there may still be more to come on this case. Additionally, with other states and their designated
publishers still maintaining some copyright ownership for a variety of laws and legal information
published online15, this issue is one likely to re-emerge in other states and in other contexts.

Id.at 1244-45.
Id. at 1248.
14
For example, in some states committees of judges draft jury instructions which explain the law. Could these also
be excluded from copyright under the court’s reasoning?
15
See Appendix
12
13
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Other Potential Claims by Electronic Legal Publishers Against Users:
Contract and Computer Fraud and Abuse Act
In spite of the repeated assertions of the courts that primary law cannot be copyrighted,
online-only law may pose additional challenges for public access because of the intersection of
state contract law and online terms of use. In fact, the case involving the OCGA stands in direct
contrast to the still pending case involving publication of the Georgia Administrative Code. In
2014, the Secretary of State’s office ceased publishing the Georgia Administrative Code in print.
They entered into a contract with the publisher, Lawriter LLC to provide online access to the
Georgia Administrative Code. According to the terms of the contract, Georgia would pay
Lawriter $20,000 per year to provide online access to the Georgia administrative code. Lawriter
began offering online access to the Rules and Regulations of the State of Georgia, subject to
users affirmatively consenting to the “Terms and Conditions of Agreement for Access to Rules
and Regulations of the State of Georgia Website.”
Additional information on the website makes it clear that users cannot Copy/Print from
the website unless they are users from “state agencies and other entitled entitites.” “Otherwise
these functions and the monthly bulletins are available by subscribing on the Casemaker Libra
website.” Thus, ordinary users cannot copy or print from the website unless they pay for
subscriptions. Subscriptions are costly - $1,950 per year for a single user to subscribe to all
departments for a one year period. Prior versions of the Rules and Regulations are also only
available on the website by subscription (there is no free access to even view prior versions of
the administrative code). Furthermore Lawriter maintains that “All documents downladed in .pdf
format from the Rules and Regulations of the State of Georgia on this site are considered the
official version.” Thus, there is no free access to the “official” version of the Rules and
Regulations. Users must pay to subscribe to Lawriter in order to be assured the rules are official.
6
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Interestingly, although neither the Georgia Secretary of State’s office nor Lawriter
maintains any overt copyright notice, the language of copyright “rights” is still pervasive on the
website. The Secretary of State’s website maintains, “Lawriter (makers of Casemaker Libra) is
the designated publisher of the Georgia Rules and Regulations and Monthly Bulletins and
granted sole rights to the distribution of this data.”
In contrast to the case involving the Georgia Statutes, in this case, Lawriter rests is
argument on the issue that users of their website affirmatively consent to using material only as
allowed by the express Terms of Use on their website. The lawsuit seeking declaratory relief
brought by Fastcase has been dismissed by the Northern District of Georgia on two separate
occasions based on jurisdictional arguments. However, the second dismissal was overturned in
the Eleventh Circuit in December 2018, returning the case back to the trial court. Lawriter has
again filled a motion to dimiss in the trial court, this time based on an argument that Fastcase has
failed to join the State of Georgia as a necessary party. Thus, the case has not proceeded on the
merits at this time.
What is clear from prior 11th Circuit authority, is that Fastcase faces an uphill climb with
regard to their argument that the Copyright Act preempts contract rights under state law. In
Utopia Provider Systems, Inc. v. Pro-Med Clinical Systems, L.L.C., held that even though the
“blank forms” in question were not copyrightable, a licensee still could be held liable for state
law claims related to a breach of contract and that such claims were not preempted by federal
copyright law. 596 F.3d 1313 (2010). Citing the Seventh Circuit, the Eleventh Circuit stated,
“claims involving two-party contracts are not preempted because contracts do not create
exclusive rights, but rather affect only their parties.”ProCD, Inc. v. Zeidenberg, 86 F,3d 1447,
1454-55 (7th Cir. 1996).

7
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Because historically, laws were officially published in print, not online, seekers of legal
information did not have to worry about Terms of Use or other Terms and Conditions governing
their usage of the official law. However, now that an increasing number of states are publishing
laws online subject to terms of use, this could be a greater issue in the future for other states who
publish law officially online.
What is clear is that terms of use like those currently posted on the Rules and Regulations
of the State of Georgia website restricts the ability of users to all uses of the law that their tax
dollars pay to produce. For example, printing and copying features are disabled. Libraries or
other users cannot download and preserve rules. Furthermore, access to prior versions of the
rules are restricted to those who pay for subscription access. Controlling the access to the website
with Terms and Conditions, as Lawriter currently does, affects Georgia’s citizens ability to
access and use the law.
Additionally, once states can control access to law online through online terms and
conditions to which a user must consent, this opens the door to the possibility of prosecution or
suit against users of legal information through the mechanisms available in the Computer Fraud
and Abuse Act.16 In particular, U.S. Circuits are still divided over what conduct is actionable
under the CFAA with regard to “exceeding authorized access.”17 According to some circuits,
even if one accesses a website lawfully, if one uses the information obtained there what is
allowable under the Terms and Conditions posted on that website, then this could constitute
“exceeding authorized access” for purposes of a CFAA violation.18 The Eleventh Circuit in U.S.

Public Law 99-474 100 Stat. 1213 (1986) codified at 18 U.S.C. §1030 (2017).
For a good overview of the different approaches taken by the circuits, see VALIDITY, CONSTRUCTION, AND APPLICATION
OF COMPUTER FRAUD AND ABUSE ACT, 174 A.L.R. Fed. 101 (2018).
18
The 9th Circuit identified this circuit split on the phrase “exceeds authorized access” in U.S. v. Nosal, 676 F.3d 854
(9th. Cir. 2012). In Nosal, the 9th circuit held that the phrase “exceeds authorized access” was limited to access
restrictions, not use restrictions, because it was concerned with computer hacking, not with misappropriation of
information that was obtained from a computer with authorization. The court pointed out it was not persuaded by
the opinions of other circuits on this issue, pointing out that the 11th, 7th, and 5th circuits had all decided the issue
16
17

8

INTERNET LEGAL RESEARCH
62 of 143

v. Rodriguez held that an employee had violated the CFAA when he accessed databases that he
was authorized to use as an employee, but did so for non-business reasons, even though he never
used the personal information he accessed to defraud anyone or gain financially.19 The court
held, “Rodriguez exceeded his authorized access and violated the Act when he obtained personal
information for a nonbusiness reason.”20 Could seekers of legal information be liable for
exceeding the terms of their access to websites posting official primary law in the future?
Certainly, the Eleventh Circuit’s reading of the CFAA opens the door to everyday internet users
facing civil and/or criminal liability when they violate terms of use to which they affirmatively
consent.

Conclusion
Lawyers know that in a democracy, citizens must have robust access to the law to understand
their rights and responsibilities under the law. As primary law publication continues to migrate to
electronic online platforms, these questions of access and ownership will continue to emerge.

differently. (In the 11th circuit, they cited to United States v. Rodriguez, 628 F.3d 1258 (11th. Cir. 2010 as an opinion
that they did not follow, stating “These courts looked only at the culpable behavior of the defendants before them,
and failed to consider the effect on millions of ordinary citizens caused by the statute’s unitary definition of
‘exceeds authorized access.’”)
19
628 F.3d. 1258 (2010).
20
Id. at 1263.
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Appendix A: Fifty State Survey of Law Online (Adapted from forthcoming
publication by Leslie Street and David Hansen)
Official Publications of State Laws: Copyright Status and Terms of Use (compiled
with status current to August 2018)
Leslie Streeti & David Hansenii

State
(Has the
state
passed
UELMA?)

Type of Law
and Title

Publisher

AL

Statutes:
Code of
Alabama
1975

Electronic:
Alabama
Legislature

No

AL
No

AL
No

Official Status
(Print/Elec/Both)

Copyright
claimed by
state or
publisher?

Terms of
Use for
online
version?

Printiii

No

No

Regulations: Alabama
Alabama
Legislative
Administrativ Service Agency
e Code

Printiv

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

Printv

No

No

Print: Thomson
Reuters (West)

Electronic:
Appellate
Courts
Information
Service

Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Print: Thomson
Decisions and Reuters (West)
Opinions
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Print:
Alabama
Reporter
AK
No

Statutes:
Alaska
Statutes

Electronic:
Alaska State
Legislature

Printvi

No

No

Print: Lexis
AK
No

AK
No

AZ
No

AZ
No

Regulations
Alaska
Administrativ
e Code

Electronic:
Alaska State
Legislature
Print: Lexis

Printvii

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Slip Opinions
and
Memorandu
m Opinions
Print: Pacific
Reporter

Electronic:
Alaska Court
System

Print. Electronic stay on No
the court’s website only
until they are published
in the official print
reporter – Pacific
Reporter.viii

No

Statutes:
Arizona
Revised
Statutes

Online: by
Arizona State
Legislature;
Print: Thomson
Reuters (West)

Unstatedix

No

No

Printx

No

Yesxi

Print: Thomson
Reuters (West)

Regulations: AZ
AZ
Administrative
Administrativ Rules Division
e Code
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AZ
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

Electronic:
Arizona Judicial
Branch

Printxii

No

No

Electronic:
Print: Thomson
Opinions/
Reuters (West)
Memorandu
m Decisions
Print: Arizona
Reports
AR

Statutes:
Arkansas
Code of 1987

Lexis (electronic Printxiii
and print)

Yesxiv

Yesxv

Regulations:
Arkansas
Registerxvi

Arkansas
Secretary of
State

Electronicxvii

No

No

AR Supreme
Court
Opinions

Arkansas
Electronicxviii
Judiciary at
https://opinion
s.arcourts.gov/a
rk/en/nav.do

No

No

CA

Statutes:

No

No

Yesxix

Electronic:
California
Laws

Electronic:
California
Legislature

No
AR
No
AR
No

Print:
West’s
Annotated
California
Codes;
Deering’s
Caifornia

No code is designated
official in California.

Print: Thomson
Reuters (West);
Deering’s
published by
Lexis
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Codes
Annotated
CA
Yes
CA
Yes

CO
Yesxxv

Regulations:
CA Code of
Regulations

Thomson
Reuters (West)

Printxx

Yesxxi

No

Supreme
Court
opinions:
Official
California
Reportsxxii

Lexis (print and
electronic)

Printxxiii

No

Yesxxiv

Statutes: CO
Revised
Statutes

LexisNexis

Printxxvi

Yesxxvii

Not an
explicit
Terms of
Use; but
rules on
the
homepage
xxviii

CO
Yes

CO
Yes

Regulations:
Code of
Colorado
Regulations

Colorado
Secretary of
State

Electronicxxix

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Supreme
Court Case
Announceme
nts

Colorado
Judicial Branch

According to Chief
No
Justice Directive 12-01
(Jan. 3, 2012) public
domain citation is now
acceptable and litigants
can refer to court
issued opinions without
citation to the Pacific
Reporter.

No

13

INTERNET LEGAL RESEARCH
67 of 143

CT
Yesxxx

CT
Yes

CT
Yes

Statutes: The
General
Statutes of
Connecticut

Connecticut
Printxxxi
Legislative
Commissioners’
Office

Yesxxxii

No

Regulations:
Regulations
of
Connecticut
State
Agencies

Connecticut
Secretary of
State’s Office

Electronicxxxiii

Yesxxxiv

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

Commission on
Official Legal
Publications

Printxxxv

Yesxxxvi
No
(C.G.S. Sec.
51-216a(f)
The COLP
can “cause
official legal
publications
to be
copyrighted
in the name
of the
Secretary of
the State
for the
benefit of
the people
of the
state.”

Delaware Code
Revisors/LexisN
exis

Electronicxxxviii

No

Electronic:
Advance
Release
Opinions
Print:
Connecticut
Reports

DE
Yesxxxvii

Statutes:
Delaware
Code
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DE
Yes

DE
Yes

Regulations: Delaware Office Electronicxxxix
Delaware’s
of the Registrar
Administrativ of Regulations
e Code

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions: DE
Opinions &
Orders

Electronic:
Delaware
Judiciary; Print:
Thomson
Reuters West

Print Atlantic Reporter
is considered officialxl

Yesxli

No

Statutes:
District of
Columbia
Official Code

LexisNexis
(electronic and
print)

Electronic

Yesxliii

Yesxliv

Regulations:
District of
Columbia
Municipal
Regulations

Office of
Documents and
Administrative
Issuances

Electronicxlv

No

Yesxlvi

Highest Court
opinions:
Electronic:
D.C. Court of
Appeals
Opinions &
MOJs

Electronic:
District of
Columbia
Courts

Unstated

No

No

Print: Atlantic
Reporter
D.C.
Yesxlii

D.C.
Yes

D.C.
Yes

Print: Thomson
Reuters (West)

Print: Atlantic
Reporter
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FL
No
FL
No

FL
No

Statutes:
Florida
Statutes

Florida
Legislature

No

No

Regulations: Florida
Electronicxlviii
Florida
Department of
Administrativ State
e Code

Yesxlix

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Florida
Supreme
Court
Opinions

Printl

No

No

Electronic:
Florida
Supreme Court

Unstated but Print is
considered by many to
be the officialxlvii

Print: Thomson
Reuters (West)

Print:
Southern
Reporter
GA
No
GA
No

Statutes:
Official Code
of Georgia

Lexis Nexis

Printli

Yeslii

Yesliii

Regulations:
Rules &
Regulations
of the State
of Georgia

Lawriter

Lawriter is “official”
publisher, but free
online version is not
considered “official.”
Now statement “All
documents
downloaded in .pdf
format from the Rules
and Regulations of the
State of Georgia on
Casemaker Libra are
considered the official

No

Yeslv
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version” (see
http://rules.sos.state.ga
.us/home.aspx, last
accessed Jul. 27, 2018)liv
GA
No

HI
Yeslvii

HI
Yes
HI
Yes

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic
Supreme
Court of
Georgia
Opinions;
Print Georgia
Reports

Electronic:
Supreme Court
of Georgia

Electronic designated
No
“final copy” is the
Supreme Court’s official
opinion as published in
the advance sheets.
Print also official.lvi

No

Statutes:
Hawaii
Revised
Statutes

Hawaii
Legislative
Reference
Bureau

Unstated

No

No

Regulations:
Code of
Hawaii Rules

Office of the Lt.
Governor

Unstated

No

Yeslviii

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
electronic:
Hawaii
Appellate
Court
Opinions and
Orders; print:
Hawaii
Reports

Electronic:
Hawaii State
Judiciary

Printlix

No

Yes

Print: Thomson
Reuters

Print: Thomson
Reuters
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ID
No

Statutes:
Electronic:
Idaho
Statutes

Electronic:
Idaho
Legislature
Print: Lexis

Unstated (Lexis claims
print Idaho code is
officiallx)

No

No

Regulations:
Idaho
Administrativ
e Code

Idaho
Department of
Administration,
Office of the
Administrative
Rules
Coordinator

Electroniclxi

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Idaho
Supreme
Court
Opinions;
Print: Pacific
Reporter,
Idaho
Reports

Electronic:
Idaho

Printlxii

No

No

Print: Idaho
Code
ID
No

ID
No

Print: Thomson
Reuters
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IL
Yeslxiii

IL
Yes

IL
Yes

IN
Yeslxvii
IN
No

IN
No

Statutes:
Legislative
Illinois
Reference
Compiled
Bureau
Statutes
(Available in
Electronic and
Print)

Printlxiv

No

No

Regulations:
Illinois
Administrative
Code

Joint
Committee on
Administrative
Rules

“For an official” copy of any
No
administrative rule, contact
the Secretary of State’s Index
Department for a certified
copy of the document filed
with the Secretary of State.”lxv

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinions;
Print: Illinois
Official
Reports

Electronic:
Illinois Courts

“Official Reports” links online
are official.lxvi

No

No

Statutes:
Indiana Code

Indiana
General
Assemblylxviii

Unstated

No

No

Regulations:
Indiana
Administrative
Code

Indiana
Legislative
Services
Agency

Electroniclxix

No

No

Supreme
Court

Electronic:
Indiana

Printlxxi

No

No

Print: Illinois
Courts
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Opinions:
Electronic:
Indiana
Appellate
DecisionsSupreme
Courtlxx; Print
Indiana
Reports
IA
No

IA
No

IA
No

Judicial
Branch
Print:
Thomson
Reuters

Statutes: Iowa Iowa
Codelxxii
Legislative
Services
Agency

Print and Electronic (in the
PDF format)

No

No

Regulations:
Iowa
Administrative
Codelxxiii

Iowa
Legislative
Services
Agency

Print and Electronic (in the
PDF format)

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinionslxxiv

Electronic:
Iowa Judicial
Branch

Printlxxv

No

No

Print:
Thomson
Reuters

Print: North
Western
Reporter
KS
No
KS

Statutes:
Kansas
Statutes

Kansas Office
of Revisor of
Statutes

Printlxxvi

Yeslxxvii

No

Regulations:
Kansas

Kansas Office
of the

Neither the bound version nor Yeslxxix
the digital version of the

No
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No

Administrative Secretary of
Regulations
State

KS

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Kansas
Supreme
Court
Opinions;
Print: Kansas
Reports

Electronic:
Printlxxx “Consult the bound
Kansas Judicial volumes of Kansas Reports
Branch
and Kansas Court of Appeals
Reports for the final, official
Print:
texts of the opinions of the
Thomson
Kansas Supreme Court and
Reuters
the Kansas Court of
Appeals.”lxxxi

Yeslxxxii

Yes

Statutes:
Kentucky
Revised
Statutes

Electronic:
Kentucky
Legislative
Research
Commission

Statutes provided online “do
not constitute official text of
the statutes and are intended
for informational purposes
only.”lxxxiii Both Print Lexis and
West editions have been
“designated as certified
versions by the action of the
Kentucky Legislative Research
Commission.lxxxiv

Yeslxxxv

Yeslxxxvi

Printlxxxvii

No

Yeslxxxviii

No

KY
No

Print:
LexisNexis;
West
(Thomson
Reuters)
KY
No

Administrative Kentucky
Code:
Legislative
Kentucky
Research
Commission

Kansas Register & K.A.R. is
considered the official
version. The official document
is the stamped paper
regulation filed in the Office
of the Secretary of State
pursuant to K.S.A. 77-415 et
seq.lxxviii
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Administrative
Regulations
KY
No

LA
No

LA
No

LA
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Kentucky
Supreme
Court
Opinions

Electronic:
Kentucky
Court of
Justice

Statutes:
Electronic:
Louisiana
Laws

Electronic:
Louisiana
State
Legislature

Print:
Louisiana
Statutes
Annotated

Print:
Thomson
Reuters

Unstated, but as per court
rules, only cases designated
for publication may be “cited
or used as authority in any
other case in any court of this
state.”lxxxix
Printxc

No

No

No

No

Regulations:
Louisiana
Louisiana
Office of the
Administrative State Register
Code

Unstated (print copies may be Website is
No
ordered)xci
under
copyright of
the State of
Louisiana
Division of
Administrat
ion.xcii

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
News
Releases and
Opinions

Unstated, but Rules of
Citation for LA dictate a
uniform public domain
citation is to be followed with
a parallel citation to West’s
Southern Reporter.xciii

Electronic:
Louisiana
Supreme
Court
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Print:
Southern
Reporter
ME
No

ME
No

ME
No

Statutes:

Electronic:
Electronic is disclaimed.xciv
Maine Revisor
Maine Revised
of Statutes
Statutes
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Yesxcv

No

Regulations:
Department
Code of Maine of the Maine
Rulesxcvi
Secretary of
State

No

No

No

No

The Session Laws are the
No
xcix
official laws of the state but
electronic and print can be
used as “evidence” of the law
in all State courts; in the event
of a conflict between the
Code and Session Laws, the
Session Laws prevail.c

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Published
Opinions of
the Law Court
Print: Atlantic
Reporter

MD
Yesxcviii

Print:
Thomson
Reuters

Unstated

Electronic:
Printxcvii
State of Maine
Judicial
Branch
Print:
Thomson
Reuters

Statutes: Code General
of Maryland
Assembly of
Maryland
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MD
Yes

MD
Yes

Regulations:
Code of
Maryland
Regulations

Division of
State
Documents

Printci

No

No

Court of
Appeals
Opinions:

Electronic:
Maryland
Courts

Print for all opinions on or
before June 30, 2018, and
electronic and print on or
after July 1, 2018.cii

No

No

Printciii

Webpage is No
under
Copyright
of the
General
Court of the
Commonwe
alth of
Massachuse
ttsciv

Printcv

Nocvi

Electronic:
Maryland
Appellate
Court
Opinions
Print:
Maryland
Reports
MA
No

MA
No

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Statutes:
Massachusett
s General
Laws

Electronic:
Massachusett
s Legislature

Regulations:
Code of
Massachusett
s Regulations

Print:
LexisNexis

Print:
Thomson
Reuters/West

Only selected
portions
available
online from
24
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the Trial Court
Law Libraries
MA
No

MI
No

MI
No

MI
No

Supreme
Court
opinions:
Massachusett
s Reports

LexisNexis

Printcvii

No

Yescviii

Statutes:
Michigan
Compiled
Laws

Michigan
Legislative
Service
Bureau

Printcix

Yescx

Yescxi

Regulations:
Michigan
Administrative
Codecxii

Michigan
Office of
Regulatory
Reinvention

Electroniccxiii

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

Electronic:
Michigan
Courts

Printcxiv

Website is
under
No
copyright
claim of the
Michigan
Judiciary

Electronic:
Opinion and
Order Search
Print:
Michigan
Reports
MN
Yescxv
MN
Yes

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Statutes:
Minnesota
Statutes

Minnesota
Revisor of
Statutes

Electroniccxvi

Yescxvii

No

Regulations:
Minnesota
Rules

Minnesota
Revisor of
Statutes

Electroniccxviii

Yescxix

No
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MN
Yes

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinions

Printcxx

No

No

Print

Yescxxi

Yescxxii

Regulations:
Mississippi
Mississippi
Secretary of
Administrative State
Code

Electroniccxxiii

Yescxxiv

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Mississippi
Appellate
DecisionsSupreme

Unstated

No

No

Printcxxv “The original rolls as
enacted by the General
Assembly and deposited in

Yescxxvii

No

Print:
Minnesota
Reports
MS
No

MS
No

MS
No

Statutes:
Mississippi
Code 1972
Annotated

Print:
Southern
Reporter
MO
No

Statutes:
Missouri

Electronic:
Minnesota
State Law
Library
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
LexisNexis

Electronic:
State of
Mississippi
Judiciary
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Missouri
Revisor of
Statutes
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MO
No

MO
No

Revised
Statutes

the Secretary of State’s office
are the official statutes of
Missouri.cxxvi

Regulations:
Missouri
Missouri Code Secretary of
of State
State
Regulations

Printcxxviii

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Opinions for
Supreme
Court

Unstated

No

No

Printcxxix

No

No

Regulations:
Montana
Administrative Secretary of
Rules of
State
Montana

Printcxxx

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Montana
Supreme

Printcxxxi

No

No

Print: South
Western
Reporter
MT
No

MT
No

MT
No

Statutes:
Montana
Code
Annotated

Electronic:
Missouri
Courts
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Montana
Legislative
Services
Division

Electronic:
Montana
Judicial
Branch
Print:
Thomson
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Court Case
Search

Reuters
(West)

Print:
Montana
Reports,
Pacific
Reporter
NE
No

Statutes:
Nebraska
Revised
Revisor of
Statutes of
Statutes
Nebraska
[1943 Reissue]

Printcxxxii

Yes,
“Copyright,
2012…For
the benefit
of the State
of
Nebraska.”

No

cxxxiii

NE
No

NE
No

NV
Yes
cxxxviii

Regulations:
Nebraska
Nebraska
Secretary of
Administrative State
Code

Printcxxxiv

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Nebraska
Appellate
Courts Online
Library

Electronic:
State of
Nebraska
Judicial
Branch

Electroniccxxxv

Yescxxxvi

Use of
Site
Inform
ation
Policy

Statutes:
Nevada
Revised
Statutes

Legislative
Counsel
Bureau

cxxxvii

Printcxxxix
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NV
Yes

NV
Yes

Regulations:
Legislative
Nevada
Counsel
Administrative Bureau
Code

Printcxli

Yescxlii

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

Printcxliii (only preliminary
prints of Nevada reports are
available online)

No

Printcxliv

No

No

“There is no official publisher
of the complete New
Hampshire Code of
Administrative Rules.” To
obtain an official copy, you
must request a copy of the
official version of the
currently effective rules from
the Administrative Rules
Office.cxlv

No

No

Nevada
Reports

NH
No

Statutes: New
Hampshire
Revised
Statutes

Electronic:
Supreme
Court of
Nevada

No

Print:
Legislative
Counsel
Bureau
New
Hampshire
Office of
Legislative
Service
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

NH
No

Regulations:
New
Hampshire
Code of
Administrative
Rules

New
Hampshire
Office of
Legislative
Services
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NH
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinions

New
Hampshire
Judicial
Branch

Printcxlvi

No

No

New Jersey
Office of
Legislative
Service

Electroniccxlviii

No

No

Regulations:
LexisNexis
New Jersey
Administrative
Code

Printcxlix

Yescl

Yescli

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Supreme
Court
Opinionsclii

Unstatedcliii

No

No

Print: New
Hampshire
Reports
NJ
No

NJ
No

NJ
No

Statutes: New
Jersey General
and
Permanent
Statutescxlvii

Print: New
Jersey
Reports,
Atlantic
Reporter

Rutgers Law
Library
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
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NM
No

NM
No

NM
No

NY
No

Statutes: New
Mexico
Statutes
Annotated
1978

New Mexico
Print and Electronicclv
Compilation
Commission;
available
through
NMOneSource
.comcliv;
unannotated
available for
free

Yesclvi

NMOn
eSourc
e is a
subscri
ption
databa
se

Regulations:
NMOneSource Electronic
New Mexico
Administrative
Code

Yesclvii

Subscri
ption
databa
se with
terms
of use

Supreme
NMOneSource Electronicclviii
Court
Opinions: New
Mexico
Appellate
Reports

Yesclix

Not on
free,
but yes
on
subscri
btion
require
d

Statutes:
Electronic:
Laws of New
York; Print:
Consolidated
Laws of New
York

No

No

Electronic:
New York
State
Legislature

Unstated

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West) and
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Lexis both
print versions
NY
No

NY
No

NC
No

Regulations:
New York
Codes, Rules
& Regulations

Thomson
Reuters
(Westlaw)

Court of
Thomson
Appeals
Reuters
Opinions: New
York Official
Reports
Service
Statutes:
North Carolina
General
Statutes

Free electronic version is not
officialclx

No

No

Unstated

Noclxi

No

No

No

No

No

Yesclxv

Yesclxvi

Electronic:
Printclxii
North Carolina
General
Assembly
Print:
LexisNexis

NC
No

Regulations:
North Carolina
Administrative
Code

Electronic:
Printclxiii
North Carolina
Office of
Administrative
Hearings
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

NC
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:

North Carolina Printclxiv
Judicial
Branch
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Electronic:
Opinions
Print: North
Carolina
Reports
ND
Yesclxvii

Statutes:
North Dakota
Century Code

Electronic:
North Dakota
Legislative
Branch

Unstatedclxviii

No

No

Print:
LexisNexis
ND
Yes
ND
Yes

Regulations:
North Dakota
Admin Code

North Dakota
Legislative
Branch

Unstatedclxix

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
North Dakota
Supreme
Court
Opinions

Electronic:
North Dakota
Supreme
Court

Printclxx

No

No

The language of the Session
Law (enrolled act deposited
with the Secretary of State) is
the only language deemed

No

No

Print: North
Western
Reporter
OH
Yesclxxi

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Statutes: Ohio LAWriterclxxii
Revised Code
LexisNexis and
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
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produce print
versions
OH
Yes

OH
Yes

OK
No

Regulations:
LAWriterclxxiv
Ohio
Administrative
Code

Unstated

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Ohio Official
Reportsclxxv

The Supreme
Court of Ohio

Electronicclxxvi

Yesclxxvii

Yesclxxviii

Statutes:
Electronic:
Oklahoma
Statutes
Citationized

Electronic:
Oklahoma
State Courts
Network

Printclxxix

No

No

Regulations:
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Secretary of
Administrative State’s Office
Code

Printclxxx

No

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Oklahoma
Casesclxxxi

Electronicclxxxii

No

No

Print:
Oklahoma
Statutes
OK
No

OK
No

official in the event of a
conflict of language.clxxiii

Print: West

OK State
Courts
Network
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OR
Yesclxxxiii

OR
Yes

OR
Yes

Statutes:
Oregon
Revised
Statutes

Legislative
Counsel
Committee

Printclxxxiv

No

No

Regulations:
Oregon
Oregon
Secretary of
Administrative State
Rulesclxxxv

The only official copy of the
OAR is the Administrative
Order filed at the Archives
Division.clxxxvi

Yesclxxxvii

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinions

Oregon
Judicial
Branch

Printclxxxviii

No

Yes –
“Policie
s” state
you
may
not use
or copy
inform
ation
on this
site for
comme
rcial
purpos
es
withou
t our
consen
t.”clxxxix

Pennsylvania
General
Assembly

Codification of Pennsylvania
Statutes is not complete, and
many official versions are
found only in session laws.cxci

No

No

Print: Oregon
Reports

PA
Yescxc

Statutes:
Pennsylvania
Consolidated
Statutes
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PA
Yes

PA
Yes

Regulations:
Pennsylvania
Code

Fry
Electronic (if viewed as PDF)
Communicatio and Printcxcii
ns, Inc.

No

Yescxciii

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Court
Opinions &
Postings

Electronic:
The Unified
Judicial
System of
Pennsylvania

Website states, “Official
opinions are available from
the S.C. prothonotaries.”cxciv

No

No

Statutes: State Rhode Island
of Rhode
Legislative
Island General Data System
Laws

Printcxcv

No

No

Regulations:
Rhode Island
Code of
Regulations

Rhode Island
Department
of State

“To obtain certified copies of
rules and regulations filed by
a state agency, board or
commission, please contact
us.”cxcvii

No

No

Electronic:
Rhode Island
Judiciary

Printcxcviii

No

Yescxcix

Print: Atlantic
Reporter
RI
No

RI
No

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

cxcvi

RI
No

Supreme
Court Cases:
Electronic:
Opinions and
Orders Issued
in Supreme
Court Cases

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
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Print: Rhode
Island
Reporter
SC
No

SC
No

Statutes:
Electronic:
South Carolina
Code of Laws

Electronic:
Printcc
South Carolina
Legislative
Counsel

Print: South
Carolina Code
of Laws
Annotated

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Regulations:
Electronic:
South Carolina
Code of
Regulations

Electronic:
Printcci
South Carolina
Legislative
Council

Print: South
Carolina Code
of State
Regulations
Annotated
SC
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court
Opinions
Print: South
Carolina
Reports

No

No

No

No

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)

Electronic:
Unstated
South Carolina
Judicial
Department
Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
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SD
No

Statutes:
South Dakota
Codified Laws

Electronic:
South Dakota
Legislative
Research
Council

Unstated but print impliedccii

Yescciii

No

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
SD
No

SD
No

Regulations:
Administrative
Rules of South
Dakota

South Dakota
Legislative
Research
Council

Print – certified copies from
Secretary of Statecciv

Yesccv

No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Supreme
Court opinions

Electronic:
South Dakota
Unified
Judicial
System

Printccvi

Yesccvii

No

Printccviii

Yesccix

Yesccx

Electronicccxi

No

No

Print: North
Western
Reporter
TN
No

TN
No

Statutes:
Tennessee
Code
Unannotated

Print:
Thomson
Reuters
(West)
LexisNexis

Regulations:
Tennessee
Official
Secretary of
Compilation
State
Rules and
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the State of
Tennessee
TN
No

Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Electronic:
Tennessee
Supreme
Court
Opinions
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Western
Reporter

TX
No

Printccxii

No

No

Enrolled bill controls over
statutory compilations.ccxiii
Unstated on print/electronic
issue.

Noccxiv

No

Texas
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State

Electronicccxv

No

No

Electronic:
Texas Judicial
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Unstated

No

No

Print:
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Reuters
(West)
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Electronic:
Electronic:
Texas
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Vernon’s
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TX
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No

Texas
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TX

Supreme
Court
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State Courts
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Thomson
Reuters
(West)
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Electronic:
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Reuters
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Electronic:
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VT
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VA
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Print:
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Print: Lexis
(also a free
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LexisNexis
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No
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Statutes: WY
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Annotated
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Printccxlii

Yesccxliii

Yesccxliv

Regulations:
WY Admin.
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Wyoming
Secretary of
State
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Yesccxlv

No

Unstated

No

No

Print: Lexis
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Supreme
Court
Opinions:
Opinions,
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Court

No

Print: Pacific
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Print:
Thomson
Reuters
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Director of the Law Library and Associate Professor of Law, Mercer University School of Law
Associate University Librarian for Research and Scholarly Communications, Duke University
iii
See Alabama, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/alabama
(last visited Aug 2. 2018).
iv
See ALABAMA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE webpage http://www.alabamaadministrativecode.state.al.us/alabama.html (last
visited Aug. 2, 2018) stating “This is not the Official Alabama Administrative Code. The Official Alabama
Administrative Code is available in hardcopy form from the Legislative Services Agency Administrative Procedures
Division.”
v
See “Disclaimer for Slip Opinions,” SUPREME COURT DECISIONS AND OPINIONS, ALABAMA JUDICIAL SYSTEM,
http://judicial.alabama.gov/decision/supremecourtdecisions (last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
vi
See Notice, ALASKA STATUTES, ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE, http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/folio.asp (last visited Aug.
2, 2018) stating “For the official version of the Alaska Statutes, please refer to the printed version of the Alaska
Statutes.”
i

ii
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See Notice, ALASKA STATUTES, ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE, http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/folio.asp (last visited
Aug. 2, 2018) stating “For the official version of the Alaska Administrative Code or other document, please refer to
the printed version of the Code or other document.”
viii
See “Slip Opinions and Memorandum Opinions (MOJs), ALASKA COURT SYSTEM,
http://courts.alaska.gov/appellate/index.htm#slips (last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
ix
According to Arizona, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/arizona
(last visited Aug. 2, 2018), the online is not claimed to be official. I could find no verification of whether the print or
the electronic are deemed official.
x
See “Notice of Disclaimer”, Website Policies, ARIZONA SECRETARY OF STATE, https://azsos.gov/website-policies (last
visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xi
See “Acceptable Use Policy,” Webswite Policies, ARIZONA SECRETARY OF STATE, https://azsos.gov/website-policies
(last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xii
See OPINIONS/MEMORANDUM DECISIONS HOME, ARIZONA JUDICIAL BRANCH, https://www.azcourts.gov/opinions/ (last
visited Aug. 2, 2018) stating “Only the bound volumes of Arizona Reports contain the final, official report of cases
argued and determined in the Supreme Court and Court of Appeals in the State of Arizona.
xiii
See Arkansas, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/arkansas
(last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xiv
See popup terms and conditions when accessing Arkansas Code – Free Public Access,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=00JAA3ZTU0NTIzYy0zZDEyLTRhYmQtYmRmMS1iMWIxNDgxYWMxZT
QKAFBvZENhdGFsb2cubRW4ifTiwi5vLw6cI1uX&crid=8d65ad71-7db7-4c0b-b9ab-b3d43ba37ef3&prid=46e796c3ef57-49c6-808f-f9111a5d0d26 (last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xv
Id.
xvi
See Arkansas Register, Arkansas Secretary of State, https://www.sos.arkansas.gov/rules-regulations/arkansasregister/ (last visited Aug. 2, 2018) stating the Arkansas Register is an official publication; rules in Arkansas are not
codified.
xvii
Id.
xviii
See Arkansas, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/arkansas
(last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xix
CAL. GOVERNMENT CODE §§10290-10300 (2018).
xx
See California, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/california
(last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xxi
Webpage has a copyright notification for Thomson Reuters. See CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS,
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/index?__lrTS=20180802190739502&transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.D
efault) (last visited Aug. 2, 2018).
xxii
Only published opinions are available in THE CALIFORNIA OFFICIAL REPORTS PUBLIC ACCESS WEB SITE,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=014DJAAzMGJkMTZjMi03MDVlLTQ5MWQtOTUyYi01Y2YyYjBjN2IzZm
UKAFBvZENhdGFsb2dd3XfL66WtUcULK93oXtRU&crid=8621d645-2660-4679-b078-ce2d05fa2e1e (last visited Aug.
2, 2018).
xxiii
See “Disclaimer and Limitation of Liability,” CALIFORNIA COURTS,
http://www.courts.ca.gov/opinions.htm/11529.htm?rdeLocaleAttr=en (last visited Aug 2. 2018). See also
“Welcome”, THE CALIFORNIA OFFICIAL REPORTS PUBLIC ACCESS WEB SITE,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=014DJAAzMGJkMTZjMi03MDVlLTQ5MWQtOTUyYi01Y2YyYjBjN2IzZm
UKAFBvZENhdGFsb2dd3XfL66WtUcULK93oXtRU&crid=8621d645-2660-4679-b078-ce2d05fa2e1e (last visited Aug.
2, 2018).
xxiv
“Terms of Use,” CALIFORNIA COURTS, http://www.courts.ca.gov/opinions.htm/11529.htm?rdeLocaleAttr=en (last
visited Aug 2. 2018). See also the “Terms and Conditions,” LEXISNEXIS, https://www.lexisnexis.com/enus/terms/general/default.page, last visited (Aug. 2, 2018).
xxv
COLO. REV. STAT. §24-71.5 (2018).
vii
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See popup titled “Colorado Statutes Annotated – Free Public Access”, LexisNexis,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=0345494EJAA5ZjE0MDIyYy1kNzZkLTRkNzktYTkxMS04YmJhNjBlNWUw
YzYKAFBvZENhdGFsb2e4CaPI4cak6laXLCWyLBO9&crid=25962599-288a-4c03-b6cf-e78f749fb465&prid=d5acebc7ba32-4250-bd92-0e1e3be4ec87 (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xxvii
See Terms & Conditions, LEXISNEXIS, https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited
Aug. 3, 2018).
xxviii
See “Welcome to the Colorado Legal Resources Public Access Web site,” LexisNexis,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=0345494EJAA5ZjE0MDIyYy1kNzZkLTRkNzktYTkxMS04YmJhNjBlNWUw
YzYKAFBvZENhdGFsb2e4CaPI4cak6laXLCWyLBO9&crid=25962599-288a-4c03-b6cf-e78f749fb465&prid=d5acebc7ba32-4250-bd92-0e1e3be4ec87 (last visited Aug. 3, 2018) stating in part “Any person, agency, or political
subdivision seeking to publish, reprint, or distribute the Colorado Revised Statutes by using the statutory database
containing the official text of the statutes as prepared by the General Assembly should contact the Office of
Legislative Legal Services for further information.”
xxix
COLO REV. STAT. §24-71.5-104 (2018).
xxx
Conn. Gen. Stat. §1-330 et. seq. (2018).
xxxi
Conn. Gen. Stat. §2-60 (2018).
xxxii
Print codification maintains a copyright. See Connecticut, State Online Legal Information, American Association
of Law Libraries,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/connecticut
(last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xxxiii
See “Official Version Statement,” CONNECTICUT EREGULATIONS SYSTEM, CONNECTICUT SECRETARY OF STATE,
https://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Information (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xxxiv
The website has a copyright notice, claimed by the State of Connecticut. See CONNECTICUT EREGULATIONS SYSTEM,
CONNECTICUT SECRETARY OF STATE, https://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xxxv
See “Advance Release Opinions”, STATE OF CONNECTICUT JUDICIAL BRANCH,
“https://www.jud.ct.gov/external/supapp/aro.htm (last visited Aug. 3, 2018) stating “In the event of discrepancies
between the electronic version of an opinion and the print version appearing in the Connecticut Law Journal and
subsequently in the Connecticut Reports or Connecticut Appellate Reports, the latest print version is to be
considered authoritative.”
xxxvi
CON. GEN. STAT. § 51-216a(f) The COLP can “cause official legal publications to be copyrighted in the name of the
Secretary of the State for the benefit of the people of the state.”
xxxvii
DEL. CODE. ANN.
xxxviii
See Notice, Delaware Code Online, State of Delaware, http://delcode.delaware.gov/ (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xxxix
Delaware, State Online Legal Information, American Association of Law Libraries,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/delaware
(last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xl
“Please note: These electronic orders may contain computer-geerated errors or other deviations from the official
printed versions. In case of discrepancies, between the print and electronic versions of orders, the print version
controls.” Opinions and Orders, Delaware Courts, https://www.courts.delaware.gov/opinions/ (last visited Aug. 3,
2018).
xli
Copyright notice on the website. See id.
xlii
D.C. CODE §2-651.01 et. seq. (2008).
xliii
See Copyright notice on DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA OFFICIAL CODE,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=014FJABmNTMyNmZlNy00N2U5LTRmNDktYmI0YS1jMzc4ZjNkNDcwZ
WUKAFBvZENhdGFsb2dWztW4MDtB3pBcSj7lPd0T&crid=78f8281b-7fd2-4392-98dd62077fbf3395&prid=6f3321e3-fd41-4344-877a-eb95750a18a6 (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xliv
User most affirmatively consent to Terms & Conditions to enter the Code of District of Columbia website. See
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=014FJABmNTMyNmZlNy00N2U5LTRmNDktYmI0YS1jMzc4ZjNkNDcwZ
WUKAFBvZENhdGFsb2dWztW4MDtB3pBcSj7lPd0T&crid=78f8281b-7fd2-4392-98dd62077fbf3395&prid=6f3321e3-fd41-4344-877a-eb95750a18a6 (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xlv
“Through its website, DCRegs, ODAI maintains a paperless based system that includes the online official
publication of the District of Columbia Register, a free online search engine for the District of Columbia Register,
xxvi
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District of Columbia Municipal Regulations, and Mayor's Orders.” “What We Do,” DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA MUNICIPAL
REGULATIONS AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REGISTER, https://www.dcregs.dc.gov/About.aspx (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xlvi
See “Terms and Conditions,” DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA MUNICIPAL REGULATIONS AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REGISTER,
https://www.dcregs.dc.gov/ (last visited Aug.3, 2018).
xlvii
See Florida, State Online Legal Information, American Association of Law Libraries,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/florida (last
visited Aug. 3, 2018).
xlviii
FLA. STAT. §120.55 (2018)
xlix
See Copyright notice on Florida Administrative Code & Florida Administrative Register, Florida Department of
State, https://www.flrules.org/ (last visited Aug. 3, 2018); “Copyright and Privacy Policy” unavailable.
l
“These opinions are also subject to formal revision before publication in the Southern Reporter, 3rd Series.” Note,
Florida Supreme Court 2018 Opinions, Florida Supreme Court,
http://www.floridasupremecourt.org/decisions/opinions.shtml (last visited Aug. 3, 2018).
li
See GA. CODE ANN. §28-9-5 (2018).
lii
See “Terms and Conditions”, OFFICIAL CODE OF GEORGIA ANNOTATED, LEXISNEXIS,
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=00JAAzZDgzNzU2ZC05MDA0LTRmMDItYjkzMS0xOGY3MjE3OWNlODI
KAFBvZENhdGFsb2fcIFfJnJ2IC8XZi1AYM4Ne&crid=e4a0de52-7e04-47d5-b50a-2e9d5c30b205&prid=4be408915887-46b8-8dd2-0d0cfe8c402d (last visited August 16, 2018), stating “However, the State of Georgia reserves the
right to claim and defend the copyright in any copyrightable portions of this site.”
liii
Id.
liv
See Terms and Conditions of Agreement for Access to Rules and Regulations of the State of Georgia Website,
RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA, http://rules.sos.state.ga.us/home.aspx (last visited Aug. 16, 2018).
See also RULES AND REGULATIONS, GEORGIA SECRETARY OF STATE,
http://sos.ga.gov/index.php/General/rules_and_regulations (last visited Aug. 16, 2018), stating “All documents
downloaded in .pdf format from the Rules and Regulations of the State of Georgia on Casemaker Libra are
considered the official version.”
lv
Id.
lvi
See Disclaimer, SUPREME COURT OF GEORGIA, https://www.gasupreme.us/opinions/2017-opinions/ (last visited Aug.
16, 2018).
lvii
HAW. REV. STAT. §98-1 et. seq. (2018).
lviii
See “Terms of Use” linked on ADMINISTRATIVE RULES, LT. GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF HAWAII,
http://ltgov.hawaii.gov/the-office/administrative-rules/ (last visited Aug. 16, 2018).
lix
See “Alert”, HAWAII APPELLATE COURT OPINIONS AND ORDERS, HAWAII STATE JUDICIARY,
http://www.courts.state.hi.us/opinions_and_orders (last visited Aug. 16, 2018).
lx
See IDAHO CODE, LEXISNEXIS STORE, https://store.lexisnexis.com/products/idaho-code-skuusSku6981 (last visited
Aug. 16, 2018).
lxi
IDAHO CODE § 67-5204(3) (2018).
lxii
See Notice, IDAHO SUPREME COURT CIVIL OPINIONS, STATE OF IDAHO JUDICIAL BRANCH,
https://www.isc.idaho.gov/appeals-court/isc_civil (last visited Aug. 16, 2018).
lxiii
5 ILL. COMP. STAT. 180/1 et. seq. (2018).
lxiv
Disclaimer, ILLINOIS COMPILED STATUTES, ILLINOIS GENERAL ASSEMBLY, http://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs.asp (last
visited Aug. 17, 2018).
lxv
Disclaimer, ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, JOINT COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE RULES,
http://www.ilga.gov/commission/jcar/admincode/titles.html (last visited Aug. 17, 2018).
lxvi
See “A Caution on Court Opinions”, ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COURTS,
http://www.illinoiscourts.gov/Opinions/caution.asp (last visited Aug. 17, 2018).
lxvii

See User’s Guide to the IR Database, available at http://www.in.gov/legislative/iac/faqs.pdf (last accessed, July
30, 2018).
lxix
IND. CODE §4-22-8-5 (2018).
lxx
Appellate Decisions, Indiana Judicial Branch, available at https://www.in.gov/judiciary/2730.htm (last accessed,
July 30, 2018).
lxviii
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Disclaimer, APPELLATE DECISIONS, INDIANA JUDICIAL BRANCH, https://www.in.gov/judiciary/2730.htm (last visited Aug.
17, 2018).
lxxii
See IOWA CODE, THE IOWA LEGISLATURE at https://www.legis.iowa.gov/law/statutory (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxiii
See IOWA ADMINISTRATIVE Code, The IOWA LEGISLATURE, at
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/law/administrativeRules/agencies (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxiv
SUPREME COURT OPINIONS, Iowa JUDICIAL BRANCH, https://www.iowacourts.gov/iowa-courts/supremecourt/supreme-court-opinions/ (last visited, July 30, 2018).
lxxv
See IOWA CT. R. 21.22(4).
lxxvi
See Note, “To access the Kansas Statutes Annotated which have been authenticated in accordance with the
law, see the current printed bound volumes of the Kansas Statutes Annotated and the current printed volumes of
the Cumulative Supplement to the Kansas Statutes Annotated as published by the Office of Revisor of Statutes,”
2017 STATUTE, KANSAS LEGISLATURE, http://www.kslegislature.org/li/b2017_18/statute/ (last visited, July 30, 2018).
lxxvii
See Kansas, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/kansas (last
visited, July 30, 2018).
lxxviii
See Note, KANSAS ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS, STATE OF KANSAS OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE,
http://www.kssos.org/Pubs/pubs_kar.aspx (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxix
See Kansas, supra note _.
lxxx
“Cite published opinions using the official citations followed by any generally recognized reporter citation
system,” SCR 6.08, cited on Kansas Supreme Court and Kansas Court of Appeals Opinions,
http://www.kscourts.org/Cases-and-Opinions/opinions/ (last visited, July 30, 2018).
lxxxi
Id.
lxxxii
See, Kansas, supra note __.
lxxxiii
See General Information, KENTUCKY REVISED STATUTES, http://www.lrc.ky.gov/Statrev/general%20info.htm (last
visited July 30, 2018).
lxxxiv
KENTUCKY REVISED STATUTES-CERTIFIED VERSIONS, KENTUCKY LEGISLATURE, http://www.lrc.ky.gov/statrev/krseds.htm
(last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxxv
“Placing these files on the Internet does not alter or relinquish any copyright or proprietary interest or
entitlement of the Commonwealth of Kentucky relating to this information.” See General Information, KENTUCKY
REVISED STATUTES, http://www.lrc.ky.gov/Statrev/general%20info.htm (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxxvi
See General Information, KENTUCKY REVISED STATUTES, http://www.lrc.ky.gov/Statrev/general%20info.htm (last
visited July 30, 2018) stating “Under KRS 61.874, it is unlawful to use any records available on this site for a
commercial purpose without agreement with the Legislative Research Commission.”
lxxxvii
“The administrative regulations provided at this World Wide Web site are an unofficial posting of the Kentucky
Administrative Regulations as maintained in the official internal administrative regulations of the Kentucky
Legislative Research Commission. Pursuant to KRS 13A.050(1), the Kentucky Administrative Regulations Service
shall constitute the official state publication of administrative regulations.” KENTUCKY ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS,
KENTUCKY LEGISLATURE, http://www.lrc.state.ky.us/kar/frntpage.htm (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxxviii
“Pursuant to KRS 61.874, it is unlawful to use any records available on this site for a commercial purpose
without agreement with the Legislative Research Commission.” Id.
lxxxix
See Unpublished Opinions explanation, KENTUCKY SUPREME COURT AND COURT OF APPEALS SEARCH OPINIONS
http://apps.courts.ky.gov/supreme/sc_opinions.shtm (last visited July 30, 2018).
xc
See Disclaimer, LOUISIANA LAWS, LOUISIANA STATE LEGISLATURE, http://www.legis.la.gov/legis/LawSearch.aspx (last
visited July 30, 2018).
xci
See ONLINE PUBLICATIONS OF THE LOUISIANA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, https://www.doa.la.gov/Pages/osr/lac/books.aspx
(last visited, July 30, 2018).
xcii
Id.
xciii
See “Citation of Louisiana Appellate Decisions, Rules of Louisiana Supreme Court, Part G. Section 8”
https://www.lasc.org/rules/supreme.asp (last visited, July 30, 2018).
xciv
See Disclaimer, REVISOR OF STATUTES http://legislature.maine.gov/ros (last visited July 30, 2018).
xcv
“All copyrights and other rights to statutory text are reserved by the state of Maine.” Disclaimer, MAINE STATE
LEGISLATURE INFORMATION http://legislature.maine.gov/ros/LawsOfMaine/#Info (last visited, July 30, 2018).
xcvi
See https://www.maine.gov/sos/cec/rules/rules.html (last visited July 30, 2018).
lxxi
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“The permanent, official versions of Maine Supreme Judicial Court’s opinions are those published in the
Atlantic Reporter (2d Series and 3d Series), which have been Maine’s official reporter since 1966.” PUBLISHED
OPINIONS OF THE LAW COURT http://www.courts.maine.gov/opinions_orders/supreme/publishedopinions.shtml (last
visited July 30, 2018).
xcviii
Maryland Uniform Legal Materials Act,
xcix
See Maryland, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION WEBSITE, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/maryland
(last visited July 30, 2018).
c
See About Statutes, GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND,
http://mgaleg.maryland.gov/webmga/frmStatutes.aspx?pid=statpage&tab=subject5 (last visited July 30, 2018).
ci
“Under State Government Article, §7-217, Annotated Code of Maryland, the printed version of COMAR is the
official and enforceable text. Only the official text may be judicially noticed under Courts and Judicial Proceedings
Article, §10-203, Annotated Code of Maryland.” Official Text Note, COMAR Online page, MARYLAND DIVISION OF STATE
DOCUMENTS, http://www.dsd.state.md.us/COMAR/ComarHome.html (last visited, July 30, 2018).
cii
“Only the bound volumes of the Maryland Reports and the Maryland Appellate Reports contain the final, official
texts of the reported opinions of the Maryland Court of Appeals and the Maryland Court of Special Appeals filed on
or before June 30, 2018. Reported opinions filed on or after July 1, 2018 appear on this website are the official and
authentic versions of the text of Appellate Court opinions/orders, pursuant to the Maryland Uniform Electronic
Legal Materials Act.” See Note, MARYLAND APPELLATE COURT OPINIONS, https://mdcourts.gov/opinions/opinions (last
visited, July 30, 2018).
ciii
“This is NOT the official version of the General Laws of Massachusetts. While reasonable efforts have been made
to ensure the accuracy of the data provided, do not rely on this information without first checking the Official
Edition of the General Laws of Massachusetts.” Notice, GENERAL LAWS, 19TH GENERAL COURT OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSETTS, https://malegislature.gov/Laws/GeneralLaws (last visited July 30, 2018).
civ
Id.
cv
See Massachusetts, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/massachus
etts (last visited July 30, 2018).
cvi
Id.
cvii
Id.
cviii
See Terms and Conditions that popup and require affirmative consent when accessing the Massachusetts
Reports at
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=0152JAAzMjQ0NTBmOS05ZmRhLTQ4NmQtOTk0NC1lNmQ1MzdmYm
ZlN2UKAFBvZENhdGFsb2dFqubrO2osfYY9MSag4F39&crid=54af3f5d-7f68-44af-8b09d44939c050b4&prid=824c9428-a098-4e9b-b169-6ecf1ad0aea4 (last visited, July 30, 2018).
cix
“The information obtained from this site is not intended to replace official versions of that information and is
subject to revision.” MICHIGAN COMPILED LAWS, MICHIGAN LEGISLATURE,
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(eqrjxlsulyektjgjlsjfiwzr))/mileg.aspx?page=chapterindex (last visited July 30,
2018).
cx
See Michigan, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/michigan
(last visited July 30, 2018). Additionally the Michigan Legislature has posted online a Copyright Act policy
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(eqrjxlsulyektjgjlsjfiwzr))/mileg.aspx?page=DMCApolicy (last visited July 30,
2018).
cxi
The Michigan Legislature has posted an Acceptable Use Policy for its online content
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(eqrjxlsulyektjgjlsjfiwzr))/mileg.aspx?page=AcceptableUsePolicy (last visited July
30, 2018).
cxii
See MICHIGAN ADMINISTRATIVE CODE https://www.michigan.gov/opt/0,5880,7-338-35738_5698---,00.html (last
visited July 30, 2018).
cxiii
See MICHIGAN LAWS 24.259(2) (2018).
cxiv
See Disclaimer, OPINION & ORDERS SEARCH, MICHIGAN COURTS,
http://courts.mi.gov/opinions_orders/opinions_orders/pages/default.aspx (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxv
MINN. STAT. §3E.01 (2018).
xcvii
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MINN. STAT. §3E.05 (2018).
MINN. STAT. §3C.12 (2018).
cxviii
MINN. STAT. §3E.04 (2018).
cxix
MINN. STAT. §3C.12 (2018).
cxx
Minnesota, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/minnesota
(last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxi
See Terms & Conditions https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited July 30,
2018) and MISS. CODE. ANN. §1-1-9 (2018) stating, “[c]opyrights of the Mississippi Code of 1972 and the notes,
annotations, and indexes thereof shall be taken by and in the name of the publishers of the compilation who shall
thereafter promptly assign the same to the State of Mississippi and be owned by it.”
cxxii
See Terms & Conditions https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited July 30,
2018).
cxxiii
“The Mississippi Secretary of State’s Office is the official registrar for the rules of all state agencies and the
publisher of the Mississippi Administrative Code. This service allows you to conduct a search in the Mississippi
Administrative Code of all effective rules of state agencies, boards and commissions.” ADMINISTRATIVE CODE SEARCH,
http://www.sos.ms.gov/adminsearch/default.aspx (last visited July 30, 2018). See also MISS. CODE. ANN. §25-432.101(5) (2018) stating “The Mississippi Administrative Code is an electronic publication and is published on the
Mississippi Secretary of State’s website.”
cxxiv
MISS. CODE ANN. §25-43-2.101 (2018).
cxxv
“The statutes posted on this website are uncertified and unofficial.” MISSOURI REVISOR OF STATUTES,
http://revisor.mo.gov/main/Home.aspx (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxvi
FAQs, MISSOURI REVISOR OF STATUTES http://revisor.mo.gov/main/FAQ.aspx#faqr21 (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxvii
Copyright, MISSOURI LEGISLATURE, http://revisor.mo.gov/main/Home.aspx (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxviii
“To obtain a certified copy of the Code of State Regulations or Missouri Register, contact Office of Secretary of
State, Administrative Rules Division.” See Obtain Certified Copies, MISSOURI SECRETARY OF STATE
https://www.sos.mo.gov/adrules/copy (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxix
“Disclaimer: The Internet version of the Montana Code Annotated is provided as a research tool to users of the
Code. In case of inconsistencies resulting from omissions or other errors, the printed version will prevail.” Help,
MONTANA CODE ANNOTATED, https://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca/help.htm (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxx
Notice of Disclaimer, MONTANA SECRETARY OF STATE, http://www.mtrules.org/help/Disclaimer.asp (last visited, July
30, 2018) stating, “This site cannot legally be cited as an official or authoritative source.”
cxxxi
“PLEASE NOTE: This database is not the official archive of Supreme Court documents, and the State Law Library
is not the official publisher of these documents. This database is not complete. There may be Supreme Court cases
that meet your criteria that do not appear in this database. Use at your own risk.” Help, MONTANA SUPREME COURT
CASE SEARCH, https://searchcourts.mt.gov/#!instructions (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxxii
See Disclaimer, NEBRASKA STATE LEGISLATURE https://nebraskalegislature.gov/contact/disclaimer.php (last visited
July 30, 2018).
cxxxiii
https://nebraskalegislature.gov/pdf/revisor/2012reissue_v1.pdf (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxxiv
See Disclaimer, RULES AND REGULATIONS, NEBRASKA SECRETARY OF STATE http://www.sos.ne.gov/rules-andregs/regsearch/disclaim.html (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxxxv
NEB. CT. R. App. P. §2-112(C) (2018) and 2-102(E)(3) (2018) indicate the electronic version as “official.”
cxxxvi
NEB. REV. Stat. §24-212. (2018).
cxxxvii
See Nebraska Use Policy http://www.nebraska.gov/policies/ (last visited, July 30 2018).
cxxxviii
NEV. REV. Stat. §218F.730 (2018).
cxxxix
See Nevada, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/nevada
(last visited July 30, 2018) stating “NRS 721.100.1(a) states, “If the official publisher publishes legal material only in
an electronic record, the official publisher shall: (a) Designate the electronic record as official.” This applies to the
Constitution, Statutes of Nevada, Nevada Revised Statutes, and Nevada Administrative Code. However, to date no
legal material has been published only in an electronic record and therefore none have been designated official.
This follows for authentication, online preservation, and permanent public access; once an electronic record has
cxvi

cxvii
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been designated official, the official publisher “shall” then authenticate, preserve and then make permanently
available to the public.”
cxl
See Id.
cxli
See id.
cxlii
See id.
cxliii
“In case of discrepancies between the preliminary print and the final version in the bound volumes of the
Nevada Reports, the bound version controls.” NEVADA REPORTS, SUPREME COURT OF NEVADA,
https://nvcourts.gov/Supreme/Decisions/Nevada_Reports/ (last visited July 30, 2018).
cxliv
See Disclaimer, STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE REVISED STATUTES ONLINE
http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rsa/html/indexes/default.html#DISCLAIMER (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxlv
What is the Official Version of the Rule?, STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE SERVICES, ADMINISTRATIVE
RULES, http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/About_Rules/official_version.htm (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxlvi
See Notice, SUPREME COURT OPINIONS, NEW HAMPSHIRE JUDICIAL BRANCH,
https://www.courts.state.nh.us/supreme/opinions/ (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxlvii
http://lis.njleg.state.nj.us/nxt/gateway.dll?f=templates&fn=default.htm&vid=Publish:10.1048/Enu (last visited
July 31, 2018).
cxlviii
See N.J. STAT §52:11-78(a)(a)(2018).
cxlix
See Public Access to Administrative Code and NJ Register, STATE OF NEW JERSEY OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW,
https://www.state.nj.us/oal/rules/accessp/ (last visited July 31, 2018).
cl
See Terms and Conditions, https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited July 31,
2018).
cli
Users must click to consent to a popup Terms and Conditions page before they access the website
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=00JAA5OTY5MTdjZi1lMzYxLTQxNTEtOWFkNi0xMmU5ZTViODQ2M2M
KAFBvZENhdGFsb2coFSYEAfv22IKqMT9DIHrf&crid=8b6d934c-c212-46a1-bf65-512d8fb3735d&prid=4482c9188997-4ac7-8bea-e1803fd420fe (last visited July 31, 2018).
clii
See database http://njlaw.rutgers.edu/collections/courts/search.php (last visited July 31, 2018).
cliii
But see Note, NEW JERSEY COURTS SEARCH PAGE, RUTGERS LAW LIBRARY
http://njlaw.rutgers.edu/collections/courts/search.php (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “NOTE: Many Supreme
Court opinions have a detailed syllabus attached to the top of the text, with a warning that the syllabus is not
"official". The official opinion, however, is there below the syllabus. Just scroll down.”
cliv
NMOneSource.com is a subscription database available for a fee. See pricing at
http://www.nmcompcomm.us/nmonesourcecom.htm (last visited July 31, 2018).
clv
See N.M. STAT. ANN. §12-1-7 (2018) stating that all print and electronic copies produced by the New Mexico
Compilation Commission shall be recognized as official.
clvi
Copyright claimed by State of New Mexico on the NMOneSource website http://admin.nmonesource.com/ (last
visited July 31, 2018).
clvii
Id.
clviii
“The Supreme Court of New Mexico designated the authenticated PDF opinion with digital signature as the
official court opinion for the New Mexico state appellate courts effective for opinions released for publication on
or after March 1, 2012. The official court opinions in digital format and in print volumes are collectively known as
the New Mexico Appellate Reports.” See NEW MEXICO APPELLATE OPINIONS, NMOneSource.com,
http://www.nmcompcomm.us/nmcases/NMAR.aspx (last visited July 31, 2018).
clix
See Copyright claimed, supra note __.
clx
“The information contained in the on-line version of the NYCRR is not the official version of the NYCRR. No
representation is made as to its accuracy, nor may it be read into evidence in New York State courts. To ensure
accuracy and for evidentiary purposes, reference should be made to the official NYCRR which is available from
Thomson Reuters.” New York Codes, Rules, and Regulations
https://govt.westlaw.com/nycrr/Index?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default) (last visited July 31,
2018).
clxi
Copyrighted portions do exist for print, but the online, free version has no claim to copyright. See NEW YORK
OFFICIAL REPORTS SERVICE https://govt.westlaw.com/nyofficial/Index?__lrTS=20160509195127876 (last visited July
31, 2018).
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See Caveats, NC GENERAL STATUTES, NORTH CAROLINA GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
https://www.ncleg.net/gascripts/statutes/Statutes.asp (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxiii
See Disclaimer, NORTH CAROLINA OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS, https://www.ncoah.com/disclaimer.html (last
visited July 31, 2018).
clxiv
“Note: If there is a conflict between the print and the digital version of an opinion, the print version controls.”
“Opinions are published in three forms”, NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL BRANCH,
https://www.nccourts.gov/courts/appellate-reporter (last visited, July 31, 2018). See also N.C. GEN. STAT. §7A-6
(2018).
clxv
See Legal Notices, Disclaimers and Terms of Use, NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL BRANCH,
https://www.nccourts.gov/legal-notices-disclaimers-and-terms-of-use (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “The
North Carolina Judicial Branch shall remain the sole and exclusive owner of all rights, title and interest in and to all
copyrighted information created and posted for inclusion in this system.”
clxvi
See Legal Notices, Disclaimers and Terms of Use, NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL BRANCH,
https://www.nccourts.gov/legal-notices-disclaimers-and-terms-of-use (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxvii
N.D. CENT. CODE §§46-03.1-01, et. Seq. 2018.
clxii

“Century Code may vary in some respects from the text as contained in printed or online versions available
from private publishers.” It does not state which is the official. See CENTURY CODE, NORTH DAKOTA LEGISLATIVE BRANCH,
https://www.legis.nd.gov/general-information/north-dakota-century-code (last visited July 31, 2018). See also
N.D. CEN. CODE. When documents officially printed – Faith and credit given §46-03-19 (2018) stating “All laws,
journals, and documents printed and published by any contractor under this title, and duly certified by the
secretary of state and the legislative council as provided in section 46-03-15 or rules of the senate and house of
representatives, are deemed officially to be printed and published, and full faith and credit must be given to them
as such.”
clxix
See ADMINISTRATIVE RULES, NORTH DAKOTA LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, https://www.legis.nd.gov/agency-rules/northdakota-administrative-code (last visited, July 31, 2018) stating, “The Administrative Code is published in a CD-ROM
version, for which subscriptions may be obtained from the Secretary of State, and an Internet version, available
here. The Internet version is derived from the database prepared by the North Dakota Legislative Council. It may
vary in some respects from the text in the CD-ROM version. Updates generally will appear in the Internet version
sooner than in the CD-ROM version.”
clxx
See North Dakota, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/northdakot
a (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxi
OHIO REV. CODE §149.21 (2018).
clxxii
See OHIO LAWS AND RULES http://codes.ohio.gov/orc/ (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxiii
OHIO REV. CODE §1.53 (2018).
clxxiv
http://codes.ohio.gov/oac/ (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxv
See OHIO REP. OP. R. 3.2 (2018) “Supreme Court Website Designated the Ohio Official Reports” stating “The
Supreme Court hereby designates the Supreme Court website as the Ohio Official Reports for opinions of the
courts of appeals and the Court of Claims as of July 1, 2012.”
clxxvi
Id.
clxxvii
See Terms of Use, SUPREME COURT OF OHIO & THE OHIO JUDICIAL SYSTEM,
http://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Policy/conditions.asp (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “All content included
on this site, such as text, graphics, logos, button icons, images, audio clips, digital downloads, data compilations,
and software, is the property of the Supreme Court of Ohio or its content suppliers and protected by United States
and international copyright laws. The compilation of all content on this site is the exclusive property of the
Supreme Court of Ohio and protected by U.S. and international copyright laws. All software used on this site is the
property of the Supreme Court of Ohio or its software suppliers and protected by United States and international
copyright laws.”
clxxviii
Id.
clxxix
See 75 OKLA. STAT.191-192 (2018).
clxxx
See “About the Office of Administrative Rules,” OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE,
https://www.sos.ok.gov/oar/about.aspx (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “The Oklahoma Administrative Code
clxviii
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(OAC) is the only official compilation of agency rules and executive orders for the State of Oklahoma. The OAC was
first published in 1996. A full edition is published every five years, and cumulative supplements are published
annually between the full edition publications.”
clxxxi
http://www.oscn.net/applications/oscn/index.asp?ftdb=STOKCS&level=1 (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxxii
OKLA. STAT. §12 App. 1 Rule 1.200(a)(1) (2018) stating “Effective January 1, 2014 the Oklahoma Supreme Court
will become the official publisher of decisions of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and the Oklahoma Court of Civil
Appeals. The Oklahoma State Courts Network at www.oscn.net shall be the repository of official versions of the
published decisions of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and the Oklahoma Court of Civil Appeals. Such decisions will
become official upon the placement of the respective court's official seal at the beginning of the published
decision.”
clxxxiii
OR. REV. STAT. §§192.715 - 192.760 (2018).
clxxxiv
See Website Disclaimers, OREGON STATE LEGISLATURE, https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/Pages/disclaimer.aspx
(last visited July 31, 2018). See also OR. REV. STAT. § 171.285 (2017).
clxxxv
https://sos.oregon.gov/archives/Pages/oregon_administrative_rules.aspx (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxxvi
See OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RULES, OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE,
https://sos.oregon.gov/archives/Pages/oregon_administrative_rules.aspx (last visited July 31, 2018).
clxxxvii
See OR. REV. STAT. §183.360 (2017).
clxxxviii
See Policies, OREGON JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, https://www.courts.oregon.gov/Pages/policies.aspx (last visited July
31, 2018) stating “The information here is not an official court record or Judicial Department record or publication.
We provide it as is. While we change and update the information on this site regularly, we make no warranties as
to its accuracy, legality, reliability, timeliness, or content. We are not responsible or liable for errors, omissions, or
inaccurate information. Users are responsible to check the information that they use to determine whether it is
accurate, current, and complete.”
clxxxix
Policies, OREGON JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, https://www.courts.oregon.gov/Pages/policies.aspx (last visited July 31,
2018).
cxc
44 PA. CONS. STAT. §701, et. seq. (2018).
cxci
See Pennsylvania, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/pennsylvan
ia (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxcii
“For an accurate view of regulations, click the (View pdf) link at the end of a chapter heading on table of
contents pages.” THE PENNSYLVANIA CODE, https://www.pacode.com/ (last visited July 31, 2018). See also Disclaimer
and Terms of Use, THE PENNSYLVANIA CODE, https://www.pacode.com/disclaimer.html (last visited July 31, 2018)
stating “The official version of the Pennsylvania Code is published by Fry Communications, Inc.”
cxciii
Disclaimer and Terms of Use, THE PENNSYLVANIA CODE, https://www.pacode.com/disclaimer.html (last visited July
31, 2018).
cxciv
See “COURT OPINIONS AND POSTINGS”, THE UNIFIED JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF PENNSYLVANIA,
http://www.pacourts.us/courts/supreme-court/court-opinions/Default.aspx (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxcv
See Note, STATE OF RHODE ISLAND GENERAL LAWS, STATE OF RHODE ISLAND GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
http://webserver.rilin.state.ri.us/Statutes/ (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “This information is provisional. For
matters affecting legal rights, please refer to the printed version of the appropriate official publication.”

http://sos.ri.gov/divisions/open-government/state/rules-and-regulations (last visited July 31, 2018).
STATE RULES AND REGULATIONS, RHODE ISLAND DEPARTMENT OF STATE, http://sos.ri.gov/divisions/opengovernment/state/rules-and-regulations (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxcviii
See Rhode Island, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://community.aallnet.org/digitalaccesstolegalinformationcommittee/stateonlinelegalinformation/rhodeislan
d (last visited July 31, 2018).
cxcix
See Website Use Policy, RHODE ISLAND JUDICIARY, https://www.courts.ri.gov/PDF/WebsiteUsePolicy.pdf (last
visited July 31, 2018).
cc
See Disclaimer, SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS, SOUTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE,
https://www.scstatehouse.gov/code/statmast.php (last visited July 31, 2018) stating “The 1976 Code of Laws on
this website will be updated online periodically; however, the official version of the 1976 Code of Laws remains the
print version which will continue to be updated on a yearly basis before the start of each legislative session.”
cxcvi

cxcvii
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See Disclaimer, SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF STATE REGULATIONS, SOUTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE,
https://www.scstatehouse.gov/coderegs/statmast.php (last visited July 31, 2018).
ccii
See S.D. CODIFIED LAWS §2-16-12 (2018) which is silent on the issue of print or electronic publication but which
states “Upon the publication under the supervision of the South Dakota Code Commission, of any revised volume
of, or supplement to, the code enacted by § 2-16-13, such revision or supplement shall be in force as prima facie
evidence of the laws contained therein, and may be cited as SDCL or as the code or South Dakota Codified Laws.”
cciii
See S.D. CODIFIED LAWS §2-16-8 (2018) stating “The South Dakota Code Commission shall provide the material
authorized for publication by § 2-16-6 will be copyrighted by the State of South Dakota, in the name of the State of
South Dakota. The commission may contract with printers, publishers, and computer retrieval companies for use
of the state's copyright.” However, S.D. CODIFIED LAWS §2-16-17 implies print because the “Official” copy shall be
kept in the Office of the Secretary of State.
cciv
S.D. CODIFIED LAWS §1-26A-6 (2018).
ccv
Copyright symbol affixed to the website where the Administrative Code appears at
https://sdlegislature.gov/Rules/RulesList.aspx (last accessed August 1, 2018).
ccvi
“The official opinions of the South Dakota Supreme Court are those published in the bound volumes of North
Western Reporter.” SUPREME COURT OPINIONS, SOUTH DAKOTA UNIFIED JUDICIAL SYSTEM,
http://ujs.sd.gov/Supreme_Court/opinions.aspx (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccvii
See copyright notice on SUPREME COURT OPINIONS, SOUTH DAKOTA UNIFIED JUDICIAL SYSTEM,
http://ujs.sd.gov/Supreme_Court/opinions.aspx (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccviii
TENN. CODE ANN. §1-1-111(b)(2018) stating “The text of the statutes, codes and code supplements (but not the
annotations, footnotes and other editorial matter) appearing in the printed copies of the compilation, containing a
copy of the commission's certificate of approval, shall constitute prima facie evidence of the statutory law of this
state and be received, recognized, referred to and used in all courts, agencies, departments, offices of and
proceedings in the state as the official compilation of the statutory law, and may be cited as Tennessee Code
Annotated or by the abbreviation "T.C.A."”
ccix
Terms and Conditions for Lexis include provisions reserving copyright. See Terms and Conditions,
https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccx
Terms and Conditions popup upon trying to access the free Tennessee Code Unannotated, which require a user
to agree before access to the website is granted. See
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=014CJAA5ZGVhZjA3NS02MmMzLTRlZWQtOGJjNC00YzQ1MmZlNzc2Y
WYKAFBvZENhdGFsb2e9zYpNUjTRaIWVfyrur9ud&crid=60932486-9d81-4956-9edd-261e324e645f&prid=f135e28ceb1c-4101-90c5-3eff4bf32a2b (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxi ccxi
TENN. CODE ANN. §4-5-220(b)(2018) stating that as of July 1, 2016, the publication on the secretary of state’s
website “shall be deemed the official compilation of the effective rules of each agency.”
ccxii
See Tenn. Supreme Court Rule 4(A)(1)(2018) stating “As used in this Rule, “publication” means publication in
the official reporter (Southwestern Reporter 3d).”
ccxiii
See TEXAS GOVERNMENT CODE ANN. §311.029 (2018).
ccxiv
See FAQs, https://statutes.capitol.texas.gov/FAQ.aspx (last visited Aug 1. 2018) which states that the official
text of state statutes are not subject to a copyright claim, but “West Group may have a copyright interest in the
organization and arrangement of the constitution and the statutes unofficially compiled in Vernon’s Texas Civil
Statutes.”
ccxv
See “Welcome to the Texas Administrative Code”, TEXAS SECRETARY OF STATE
https://www.sos.texas.gov/tac/index.shtml (last visited Aug. 1, 2018) stating “In response to this increased
demand, HB 2304 was passed by the Texas Legislature in 1995. HB 2304 allows the Secretary of State to make the
TAC available through our web site and to charge for value-added services available through the web site.”
ccxvi
UTAH CODE §46-5-101 et. seq. (2018).
ccxvii
See UTAH CODE §63G-3-701 (2018) which is silent on the issue of format (print or electronic) but the office does
not publish the Administrative Code in print. See About Us, UTAH OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE RULES,
https://rules.utah.gov/about/ (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxviii
See Note, VERMONT STATUTES ONLINE, VERMONT GENERAL ASSEMBLY, https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/ (last
visited Aug. 1, 2018). See also VT. STAT. ANN. tit. 2, § 423 (2018).
ccxix
See Vermont, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/ (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
cci
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See Terms and Conditions (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
See Id.
ccxxii
See Virginia, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
https://law.lis.virginia.gov/vacode (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxxiii
The free online database “excludes material copyrighted by the publisher, Michie, a division of Matthew
Bender.” See CODE OF VIRGINIA, https://law.lis.virginia.gov/vacode (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxxiv
See Virginia, supra note __.
ccxxv
See VA. CODE ANN. §2.2-3819 (2018).
ccxxvi
Copyright claimed by Commonwealth of Virginia on website https://law.lis.virginia.gov/admincode (last visited
Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxxvii
See Virginia, supra note __.
ccxxviii
WASH. REV. CODE §1.70 (2018).
ccxxix
See REVISED CODE OF WASHINGTON, WASHINGTON STATE LEGISLATURE, http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx (last
visited Aug. 1, 2018) stating “The official version of the RCW is published by the Statute Law Committee and the
Code Reviser.”
ccxxx
See WASH. REV. CODE §34.05.210(b) (2018) stating “The statute law committee, in its discretion may publish the
official copy of the Washington Administrative Code in a digital format on the code revisor or legislative web site.”
Section (d) states “The code revisor shall provide a limited number of free paper copies of the Washington
Administrative Code to libraries or institutions on request for access and archival purposes.”
ccxxxi
See Notes, WASHINGTON STATE JUDICIAL OPINIONS PUBLIC ACCESS WEBSITE
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=00JABiZDFhYmU0My03MTRiLTQ1OTYtOGFjYi02Yjg0MWYzZTYzNGMK
AFBvZENhdGFsb2f9AmKsL25rOJ32peBAlAS6&crid=84da4b1c-aaa4-43d7-af6f-0f8678af076a (last visited, Aug. 1,
2018) stating “All opinion text on this website should be identical to the printed advance sheets and bound
volumes of the Washington Reports. To the extent of any conflict, the text of the official Washington Reports
controls.”
ccxxxii
“There is no charge to search, retrieve or save documents from this website, and there is no copyright on
opinion text. The site, however, is for personal, not commercial, use.” See Id.
ccxxxiii
See Note on WEST VIRGINIA CODE, WEST VIRGINIA LEGISLATURE, http://www.wvlegislature.gov/WVCODE/Code.cfm
(last visited Aug. 1, 2018) stating “The West Virginia Code Online is an unofficial copy of the annotated WV Code,
provided as a convenience. It has NOT been edited for publication, and is not in any way official or authoritative.”
ccxxxiv
Website displays a copyright symbol claimed by the WEST VIRGINIA LEGISLATURE,
http://www.wvlegislature.gov/WVCODE/Code.cfm (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxxxv
See West Virginia, STATE ONLINE LEGAL INFORMATION, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES,
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a (last visited Aug. 1. 2018).
ccxxxvi
Copyright notice on webpage of electronic CODE OF STATE RULES http://apps.sos.wv.gov/adlaw/csr/ (last visited
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ccxxxvii
See, “Are slip opinions final?” OPINIONS INFORMATION AND SEARCH, WEST VIRGINIA JUDICIARY,
http://www.courtswv.gov/supreme-court/opinion-information.html (last visited Aug. 1, 2018) stating “. Readers
are therefore advised, that opinions of the Court remain subject to clerical correction until officially published in
the bound volumes of the West Virginia Reports (West Publishing Co.).”
ccxxxviii
See Terms of Use, WEST VIRGINIA JUDICIARY, http://www.courtswv.gov/terms-of-use.html (last visited Aug. 1,
2018).
ccxxxix
“The electronic updated Wisconsin Statutes are published under s. 35.18 (1) (b), stats., are certified under s.
35.18 (2) (b), stats., and are prima facie evidence that they are the Wisconsin Statutes “as they purport to be"
under s. 889.01, stats.” WISCONSIN STATUTES TABLE OF CONTENTS, WISCONSIN STATE LEGISLATURE,
http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/prefaces/toc (last visited, Aug. 1, 2018).
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Bureau (LRB) under s. 35.93, Stats. This Internet site is the exclusive source of the current Wisconsin Administrative
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WISCONSIN STATE LEGISLATURE, http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/code/admin_code/published (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
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See Legal Disclaimer, WISCONSIN COURT SYSTEM, https://www.wicourts.gov/disclaimer.htm (last visited Aug. 1,
2018) stating “However, users should not cite this information as an official or authoritative source and are advised
to independently verify all information. The Wisconsin Court System disclaims responsibility for any inaccuracies.”
ccxlii
Lexis claims the print is official.
ccxliii
See Terms and Conditions, https://www.lexisnexis.com/en-us/terms/general/default.page (last visited Aug. 1,
2018).
ccxliv
To access the free statutes, users must affirmatively consent to Lexis’s Terms and Conditions, see
https://advance.lexis.com/container?config=00JAAzZmQ5YjBjOC1hNDdjLTQxNGMtYmExZi0wYzZlYWIxMmM5YzcK
AFBvZENhdGFsb2cJAHazmy52H3XVa9c97KcS&crid=c7b12fa0-e9fa-43b1-94c2-e2edb0a474dc&prid=62aa3c1873e2-4880-8a84-4143f188d096 (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxlv
Copyright of website by Wyoming Secretary of State, https://rules.wyo.gov/ (last visited Aug. 1, 2018).
ccxli
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General Resources
Below are several resources that can be helpful when you are trying to get started in
researching state materials, whether in Georgia or in another state.

National Association Websites
There are several national organizations geared toward different types of state government
officials or bodies. These organizations generally do a good bit of research on the work of the
states in a particular area, and place the results of that research on the Internet. In addition to
providing links to state resources in their purview, these associations can be particularly useful
if you want to find another state’s law to compare/contrast with Georgia’s, or to investigate
how other states address a particular issue.

National Association of Secretaries of State
http://www.nass.org
As the major professional association for Secretaries of State, NASS conducts surveys of state
laws and practices in areas such as elections, administrative rules publication, voter
registration, management of business registration, and notaries public.

NASS Administrative Codes and Registers Section
http://www.adminsitrativerules.org/administrative-rules
The NASS Administrative Codes and Registers Section gathers and distributes information on
the publication of administrative rules and codes. As a part of this, the Administrative Codes
and Registers Section maintains a site providing links to each state’s administrative law. For
each state, the site links to the administrative register, administrative code, and any manual on
rule writing or filing provided by the Secretary of State.

National Conference of State Legislatures
http://www.ncsl.org/research.aspx
The National Conference of State Legislatures provides a variety of resources designed to assist
state legislatures. Among these resources are a number of reports and surveys on state laws
covering a number of topics, such as child support and medical malpractice. The NCSL also
maintains a number of databases tracking new proposed and passed legislation on specified
subjects. These materials are available under the “Research” link on the homepage

National Center for State Courts
http://www.ncsc.org
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The National Center for State Courts is the premier source for information on the functioning of
state courts across the nation. Topics studied include courtroom technology, the selection and
function of juries, how courts handle complex litigation, and specialized courts. The NCSC also
makes it easy to compare courts of different states on a number of measures, such as caseload,
language access, and civil appellate procedures.

Law Library Research Guides
Virtually every law library with a website will have some sort of research guide on that website;
it’s what we do. If you are beginning research on a particular state’s law, the best approach is to
look for a research guide on that state’s law from a law library in that state.
Why focus on a law library in that state? Because the law librarians in that particular state know
that state law better than librarians in another state would. We all generally know how to do
research in different states, but in general we’re best at doing research in our state.

Search: [state] law research guide
For many purposes the best course of action is to go to your internet search engine of choice
and type in a basic search such as “Georgia law research guide.” Be sure to check the sources
for your results and choose the guides from law libraries in the state which you are researching,
as these are more likely to be complete and detailed.

Law Library of Congress Guide to Law Online
http://www.loc.gov/law/help/guide/states.php
The Law Library of Congress has put together a series of research guides on the legal research
resources in every state and territory. These research guides primarily consist of links to official
state government websites and a collection of general guides to the law of each state. Usefully,
each guide links to the websites of law libraries in the state, from which it is easy to locate more
discrete information.

Georgetown Law Library Research Guides
http://guides.ll.georgetown.edu/home
Similar to the Law Library of Congress, the Georgetown Law Library has a collection of basic
research guides for every state. Each guide includes links to both paid services (Westlaw,
Bloomberg, LexisNexis, HeinOnline, and LLMC), government websites, and direct links to
research guides from law libraries in that state.
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Other Sites
Google Books
https://books.google.com

Internet Archive
https://www.archive.org
Due to their goal to include as much content as possible, Google Books and the Internet Archive
contain a large number of historical legal materials, primarily published prior to 1924. Examples
include historic state statutes, legislative journals, agency and government reports, and case
law.

OpenStates
https://openstates.org
OpenStates provides a one-stop source for information on current legislation in every state
legislature. Information on pending legislation is collected directly from the state legislatures,
updated daily, and available in a consistent, easy-to-use format. Although it is easy to navigate,
there is no search functionality built into the site.

CourtListener
https://www.courtlistener.com/
Provided by the Free Law Project, CourtListener currently contains the searchable text of over
3.5 million precedential opinions from state and federal courts across the country. Although
CourtListener does not claim to have every opinion available in paid services such as Lexis and
Westlaw, it is quickly approaching relatively comprehensive coverage. Coverage of Georgia
courts goes back to 1841.

Georgia Constitutional Resources
Georgia Secretary of State
http://sos.ga.gov/admin/files/Constitution_2013_Final_Printed.pdf
The Georgia Secretary of State’s website contains the current iteration of the Georgia
Constitution, including amendments.

GeorgiaInfo
https://georgiainfo.galileo.usg.edu/topics/government/articles/constitutions
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GeorgiaInfo contains copies of all Georgia Constitutions, from the 1732 colonial charter to the
1983 Constitution. Each Constitution is presented as ratified, without subsequent amendments,
making further research necessary if you wish to locate the Constitution in force as of a
particular date. Although the GeorgiaInfo website is still available, it is no longer being updated
or maintained.

Georgia Official and Statistical Register
http://statregister.galileo.usg.edu/statregister/
Published from 1923 to 1990, the Official and Statistical Register in the 1980s included the full
text of the current Constitution. Although prior editions did not contain the entire Constitution,
the text of Constitutional amendments put up for vote and results of the election on those
amendments were routinely included.

Georgia Government Publications
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?dbs=ggpd&ini=ggpd.ini&userid=public&query=Authors:%22
Georgia.+Constitution.%22
Among the numerous resources in Georgia Government Publications, the database includes a
number of Georgia Constitutions from 1942 to 2009. Not every year is represented; however,
the Constitutions in the database generally incorporate any amendments prior to their
publication.

State of Georgia Select Committee on Constitutional Revision, 1977-1981
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?dbs=ggpd&ini=ggpd.ini&userid=public&query=Authors:%22
Georgia.+Select+Committee+on+Constitutional+Revision.%22
An invaluable source of legislative history in the drafting of the current Constitution, this set
presents the full, verbatim transcripts of meetings where the members of the Committee
debated revisions to the Georgia Constitution. In addition to the transcripts, material available
to the Committee at the sessions is included, such as committee reports, draft versions with
strikethroughs, and cross-reference tables showing proposed changes.

Georgia Legislative Materials
Codes
Current Code of Georgia (free access)
https://www.lexisnexis.com/hottopics/gacode
The current text of the Georgia Code is made available to the public for free through an
agreement between the State of Georgia and the publisher, LexisNexis. Because it is published
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by LexisNexis, this version of the Georgia Code allows for advanced terms and connectors
searching. The online, freely available version does not contain any annotations, but does
include the history line.

Historic Georgia Digests and Codes
https://digitalcommons.law.uga.edu/ga_code
https://archive.org/details/ugalaw
The University of Georgia Law Library has digitized each of the digests, compilations, and
codifications of Georgia’s laws from the original 1799 Watkins Digest to the 1933 Code. In
addition to making these historical codes available through the UGA Law Library website, the
codes are available from the Internet Archive. The Internet Archive versions can be browsed
and searched easily without downloading the full volume.

Session Laws
Georgia Legislative Documents, 1799-1999
http://www.galileo.usg.edu/express?link=zlgl
Georgia Legislative Documents provides access to the full text of the Georgia session laws from
1799 to 1999. Despite the search indicating the presence of laws from 1755, the earliest session
laws are from 1799. The laws are presented in HTML format; however, there is clear
delineation of page changes. Several useful search functions are available, including a
year/page search, which allows users to quickly locate a law from a citation to the Georgia
Laws.

Georgia Government Publications, 2000-present
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?query=ca:%20(ga%20l407)
Georgia Government Publications has picked up where Georgia Legislative Documents left off,
posting the full PDF of each edition of Georgia Laws published from 2000 to the present. The
online search capability leaves something to be desired, as it does not allow for a year/page
search or searching within an individual volume; however, each volume can be downloaded
and searched offline as well.

Legislative History and Bill Tracking
Georgia Legislature
https://www.legis.ga.gov/en-US/default.aspx
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The Georgia Legislature’s website provides a wealth of information about the legislative process
for recent years. Most information is available by selecting the “Advanced Search” option or by
navigating to the websites for the House of Representatives and the State Senate. The
“Advanced Search” provides access to legislation back to 1996, and offers functionality such as
searching by O.C.G.A. title affected. The majority of the legislative history information is
available on the House and Senate sites, which contain video broadcasts of the legislative
session and committee meetings, as well as committee reports, agendas, minutes, and
documents.

Georgia State University Law Review Peach Sheets
https://readingroom.law.gsu.edu/gsulr
Published since 1985 and written by members of the Georgia State University Law Review, the
Peach Sheets provide legislative history information for legislation considered by the Georgia
General Assembly. The coverage of legislation is selective, and includes significant legislation
that did not ultimately become Georgia law, either because it failed to pass or because of a
gubernatorial veto. Legislative histories are compiled from sources available from the
Legislature, tracking of news articles, and interviews with legislators and interested parties.
Notation is made of changes from prior law, amendments to the legislation as it made its way
through the General Assembly, and relevant history or precipitating events. The Georgia State
University Law Review website contains the full text of all published Peach Sheets, as well as
the option to perform a search only within the Peach Sheets.

Georgia House Journals
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?query=ca:%20(ga%20l404)

Georgia Senate Journals
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?query=ca:%20(ga%20l402)
Along with a wealth of other information, the Digital Library of Georgia has digitized the entire
history of the Georgia House and Senate Journals and posted them online in Georgia
Government Publications. As a source of legislative history, the House and Senate Journals are
of limited use, as no details of floor speeches are included. However, the House and Senate
Journals do contain information on committee substitutes, the dates that bills were discussed,
and voting records.

AJC Legislative Navigator
https://legislativenavigator.myajc.com
The Atlanta Journal-Constitution’s Legislative Navigator provides a variety of ways to view
information about the current legislative session. Information is available on members,
including a “batting average,” sponsored legislation, recent votes, and demographic
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information on their district. Bill information includes a list of actions, links to versions, records
of votes, and a forecast of each bill’s likelihood of passage.

Georgia Lobby
https://galobby.com
Designed with lobbyists in mind, Georgia Lobby is a subscription-based service providing
monitoring and updating for a variety of activities at the Georgia Capitol. Subscribers can
receive updates on bills, committee activities, and agency activities, such as public meetings.
Subscription prices range from $500 to $1700, billed annually.

Georgia Administrative Materials
Regulations
Rules and Regulations of the State of Georgia
http://rules.sos.ga.gov/
The Secretary of State’s office makes the full text of the current Georgia regulations available
for free online through an agreement with the publisher, Lawriter, LLC. Each rule contains a
citation to legislative authority as well as a history line including effective dates and notations
of amendments.

Georgia Agency Websites
https://georgia.gov/agency-list
In addition to the website provided by the Secretary of State, many Georgia agencies post or
link to their rules and regulations. On an agency site, look for a link to “Laws and Rules,” which
may be either on the home page or on an “About Us” page. In addition to current regulations,
several agencies, such as the Environmental Protection Division and the Department of Labor,
post notices of potential rules amendments and public meetings.

Executive Orders
Georgia Governor’s Website, 2019 - present
https://gov.georgia.gov/executive-orders
The Governor’s website is generally the best source for the latest executive orders, as it is
updated as each executive order is issued. However, the Governor’s website generally refreshes
when a new Governor takes office, and orders issued by the previous administration are often
removed.
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Georgia Government Publications, 1983 – Present
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?dbs=ggpd&ini=ggpd.ini&userid=public&action=results&rset
=007&crumbs=%5BExecutive+Order%5D
In addition to the Governor’s website, Georgia Government Publications contains a collection of
executive orders. This collection spans administrations, from 1983 to the present, and thus
provides a readily available source of historical executive orders. There can be a slight delay in
posting articles to the database, however, so those looking for the most recent executive
orders are advised to first check the Governor’s website.

Attorney General Opinions
Attorney General’s Website, 1992 – present
https://law.georgia.gov/opinions
The website of the state Attorney General contains both official and unofficial opinions from
1992 to the present. These opinions are searchable by opinion number and keyword. In
addition to the text of the opinions, the Attorney General site includes a list of opinions
rendered obsolete or modified by subsequent legislation or judicial action.

Georgia Government Publications, 1882 – 1976
http://dlg.galileo.usg.edu/cgi/ggpd?query=ca:%20(ga%20l310)
Included in Georgia Government Publications are scanned PDFs of the bound volumes of the
state Attorney General opinions, including tables and indices. Coverage becomes more spotty
for early years; however, there are opinions available as far back as 1882. From 1882 to the
1920s, opinions were published as a part of the Attorney General’s report.

Administrative Decisions & Materials
Administrative Law Report
http://www.administrativelawreport.com
Launched in 2013, the Administrative Law Report provides access to decisions of and
information about the Office of State Administrative Hearings. Each decision is accompanied by
a short summary, and is categorized by both topic and the administrative law judge hearing the
case. Although the decisions are not themselves searchable, the summaries can be searched.
The Administrative Law Report also contains the annual reports of the Office of Administrative
Hearings.
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Georgia State Board of Education Decisions
http://www.gadoe.org/External-Affairs-and-Policy/State-Board-ofEducation/Pages/PEABoardDecisions.aspx
The Georgia Board of Education posts its decisions in appeals from local school board cases on
its website; the archive of decisions goes back to the 1970s. Decisions are searchable by
keyword, appellant, or appellee. Decisions are available in PDF format.

Georgia State Board of Worker’s Compensation Published Awards
https://sbwc.georgia.gov/published-awards
The Board of Worker’s Compensation makes available on its site published appellate decisions
from 2009 to the present and trial decisions from 2011 to the present. Names of parties are
redacted, so searching by judge, issue, county, or date is suggested.

Georgia Department of Revenue Rules & Policies
https://dor.georgia.gov/rules-policies
The Georgia Department of Revenue Rules & Policies page includes among the resources a
number of letter rulings on specific tax situations. Access to the letter rulings is available by
selecting the appropriate topic, then the “Letter Rulings” link. The letter rulings are searchable
once located within a topic; however, they are redacted, so searching by party is not advised.

Judicial Materials
Georgia Judicial Gateway
http://georgiacourts.gov/
Presented by the Judicial Council of Georgia, the Georgia Judicial Gateway is a portal linking to
judicial resources throughout the state. Included in the portal are links to the state appellate
courts, uniform rules, the Administrative Office of the Courts, the judicial directory, and direct
links to efiling in county State and Superior courts. Through the Administrative Office of the
Courts, you can locate the Councils of Judges for the State, Superior, Magistrate, Probate, and
Municipal courts.

Prosecuting Attorneys’ Council CaseLaw Update
https://pacga.org/caselaw-updates/
Produced on a weekly basis, the CaseLaw Update provides detailed commentary on new
decisions of interest to those practicing criminal law. The case summaries range from two
paragraphs to over a page; however, due to the frequency of publication, each issue only
consists of a few pages, making it an easy way to stay up-to-date on the latest in criminal law.
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Municipal Ordinances
Municode
https://library.municode.com/
Municode is the country’s largest publisher of municipal and county codes; it is also the
publisher adopted by most Georgia counties and cities. Searching across all codes is available
with a MuniPRO subscription, currently $495.

American Legal Publishing
http://www.amlegal.com/code-library/
American Legal Publishing provides publishing services for municipalities and counties across
the country, most notably in North Carolina, Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana. Although not listed on
their website, American Legal Publishing publishes the code of Harlem, Georgia. Searching
across all codes (including Harlem) is available from the “View All State Codes” link.

General Code
https://www.generalcode.com/resources/ecode360-library/
eCode360 is the online library of codes published by General Code, LLC. General Code primarily
publishes codes in New England, the Mid-Atlantic, and the Midwest. There does not appear to
be an option to search across all codes.

Code Publishing Company
https://www.codebook.com/listing/
Code Publishing Company primarily publishes municipal and county codes from the Western
United States, with a few codes available in other states, such as Pennsylvania. Code Publishing
Company also publishes several codes from tribal governments and special districts. Each code
must be searched separately.

Sterling Codifiers
https://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/#codes
Most codes from Sterling Codifiers are from municipalities and counties west of the Mississippi.
Unlike many other sites, Sterling Codifiers allows searching across all codes from a single state.

Franklin Legal Publishing
http://www.franklinlegal.net/search-codes
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Franklin Legal Publishing provides full-text searching of online codes in over 300 municipalities
in Texas. Searching across codes is not available.

Quality Code Publishing
http://www.qcode.us/codes.html
Quality Code Publishing primarily publishes municipal codes in California, although a few
municipalities in other western states are also represented. In addition to the municipal codes,
some specialized plans and codes, such as development codes, are available. Each code must be
searched separately.
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her time at GSU, she worked at the New York Public Library and at the UGA libraries. At GSU,
Pam is responsible for the library’s work with the College of Law faculty, including assisting
with faculty research on a wide variety of subjects. In addition to her work with faculty, Pam
provides reference assistance and teaches a section of Research Methods in Law, a required first
year law school class.
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1 PRELIMINARY CONCERNS
Public record searching is an important skill for attorneys to possess. In addition to using public record
search results to identify or evaluate potential clients, attorneys commonly may conduct public record
searching to assist in preparing for litigation or resolution of a client’s legal issue. Investigation may also
be done to learn more about witnesses or jurors. Keep in mind that the term “factual research” is often
used to describe public record searching.1 The research portion of this presentation focuses on public
records in the strictest definition—government maintained records regarding people and transactions.
However, there are other sources of publicly available information, such as social media, and I will touch
at points on issues related to that information as well.
When contemplating public records searching, there are several preliminary concerns that should be
addressed. Ethical questions, governing law regarding privacy, and efficiency should be considered
before conducting any searches.

1.1 ETHICAL CONCERNS
Of course, as attorneys we all are careful to follow the ethical requirements applicable in their
jurisdictions. Speaking generally, attorneys are under an obligation to refrain from dishonest conduct,
fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation. ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 8.4(c). Put another
way, attorneys are expected to be truthful in dealings with others, including making no knowing “false
statements of material law or fact.”2 Also, ABA Model Rule 1.2 bars a lawyer from knowingly counseling
or assisting a client in committing a crime or fraud.3 Remember also that any investigator searching on
behalf of an attorney should also stay within legal boundaries.4 Under Mode Rule 5.3, a lawyer is
accountable for the conduct of nonlawyers they employ or retain.5
With these considerations in mind, following are a list of potential issues and related recommendations.

https://guides.library.harvard.edu/law/public_records
ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 4.1, available at
https://www.americanbar.org/groups/professional_responsibility/publications/model_rules_of_professional_con
duct/rule_4_1_truthfulness_in_statements_to_others/.
3
ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 1.2(d), available at
https://www.americanbar.org/groups/professional_responsibility/publications/model_rules_of_professional_con
duct/rule_1_2_scope_of_representation_allocation_of_authority_between_client_lawyer/.
4
“The long and short of it is that attorneys will need to have a documented conversation with their investigators to
ensure that ethical and legal boundaries will not be transgressed,” Hoofnagle said. ABA/BNA Lawyers' Manual on
Professional Conduct, Current Reports™ October 18, 2006 When Using Investigators, Lawyers Must Set Boundaries
of Permissible Conduct, page 7.
5
October 18, 2006 When Using Investigators, Lawyers Must Set Boundaries of Permissible Conduct, page 8, citing
to Model Rule 5.3(b).
1
2
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1. Pretexting happens when a person pretends to be another person in order to gain access to
information. This may be a violation of law, a de facto ethical violation. Even if it does not
violate the law, it may be an ethical violation. A noteworthy of a pretexting scandal is the
Hewlett-Packard Company scandal in which pretexting was part of an internal corporate
investigation. House Hearing on the Hewlett-Packard Pretexting Scandal, House Committee on
Energy and Commerce : Subcommittee on Oversight an Investigations Holds a Hearing on the
Hewlett-Packard Pretexting Scandal, Sept. 28, 2006, available at
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/business/documents/HP_hearing09282006.html.
2. Electronic social media presents a number of possible issues. Information gathered by ‘friending’
somebody may violate rules regarding communication with represented parties. Further,
research using electronic social media tools including sources such as LinkedIn may
inadvertently disclose information. Klinefelter, Anne, “When to Research is to Reveal: The
Growing Threat to Attorney and Client Confidentiality from Online Tracking,” 16 Va. J.L. & Tech.
1 (2011). When searching, it is advisable to be certain that one is completely logged out of one’s
own electronic social media accounts, to make sure that the information viewed is actually
publicly available.
Another issue associated with electronic social media is the risk of not searching, and therefore
failing to zealously represent one’s client or to demonstrate required levels of technological
competency. A “duty to Google” has been suggested, at least in contexts involving locating
parties. Browning, John G., “Facebook, Twitter, and Linkedin—Oh My! The ABA Ethics 20/20
Commission and Evolving Ethical Issues in the Use of Social Media,” 40 N. Ky. L. Rev. 255, 261
(2013).
3. Laws limit access to some information. There are laws that specifically limit how information
may be used. These include the federal Drivers Privacy Protection Act, 18 U.S.C. 2721, the
Gramm-Leach Bliley Act, 15 U.S.C. 6801 to 6809, the Telephone Records and Privacy Protection
Act, 18 U.S.C. 1039, etc.
4. Asking or paying a friend or source with access to information that would not otherwise be
public is likely an ethical problem. If the friend or source is prohibited by law from accessing the
information without a legitimate work reason, the person may be violating the law in accessing
and sharing the data.
5. Investigators actions may subject attorneys to liability. An investigator or paralegal must follow
the same practices as an attorney doing the research. In other words, if the attorney should not
pretext, neither should the paralegal or investigator. The attorney is responsible for the actions
of the others, and they all must “observe legal constraints on intrusion of privacy.” American
Law Institute, Restatement (Third) of the Law Governing Lawyers, Comment b to Section 106
(2000).

1.2 ALGORITHMIC SEARCH CONTROL
When you search the web, you are relying upon the algorithms of the search provider (Google, Bing,
DuckDuckGo, etc.) that runs behind the scenes. Those search providers invest heavily in generating
effective algorithms, it is true. But those algorithms also reflect the biases and expectations of the
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programmers who develop the algorithms. Nevelow Mart, Susan, “The Algorithm as a Human
Artifact: Implications for Legal [Re]Search,” 109 Law Library Journal 387, 420 (2017).
Because web search engines have different algorithms, it is beneficial to search using more than one
platform. This is akin to the advice to check both Lexis and Westlaw, assuming cost is not an issue.
Check Bing and Google, if you are looking for information and you want a more complete report.
In some search systems, you may be able to use an “advanced” search that gives the researcher a
little more control over the search that is run. In others, the user has no idea of how the search is
operating, what is being reviewed, etc. When possible explore a site’s search instructions/help
guidance. It will improve the efficacy and results of searching.

1.3 DATABASE COST
When searching for public records, it is worthwhile to evaluate the cost of searching on your
own as compared with paying a service to run the search. Sometimes it is more efficient to pay a
search provider for a report on an individual.

2 Search Construction Review
2.1 GOAL ORIENTED
Search is most effective when the researcher has an idea of what is needed or wanted. By being
goal oriented, the researcher is able to make choices that improve the efficiency of the search. A
property record search is not the most efficient way to gather information about business’s role
in food borne illness outbreaks.

2.2 UNDERSTAND THE SEARCH OPTIONS/FUNCTIONS
When you are searching for public records, you are hopefully able to search a database that is
maintained by a government agency. The database behind the scenes is that allows the user to
ask for items that include particular information, such as searching for all items that include a
person’s name.
If you do not understand how the search systems work, however, you will be frustrated in your
search. Government databases do not always include clear instructions or explanation of how
they work. For example, the DeKalb Property Tax Assessor database indicates that you can
search by “Partial Owner Name (e.g. last name)”. However, the database appears to index (treat
as a search term) only the first owner’s name—not the name of a co-owner. In other words,
searching for the co-owner (second listed name) will not retrieve any results under that name.
The tricky thing for researchers is that the instructions for the search do not provide that
information.
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Some databases require particular information in order to function properly. To that end, it may
be necessary to start in one place to get a piece of information necessary to search effectively in
another. Remember that public records research may require a series of steps in different
databases to get to the end information goal.
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The DeKalb County Board of Health Environmental Health Inspection Scores site, for example, provides
“How To Use This Site” information that makes it easier to understand and use the search tool and
results.

2.3 TRACK YOURSELF
To maximize research efficiency, keep track of the searches you try and the relevant results. If you
have the address of a property and a person’s name, the DeKalb County Property Information
database issues can be resolved by searching by address.
Tracking your research will also help you avoid duplication in case you are interrupted.

3 Public Record Sources

-5-

INTERNET LEGAL RESEARCH
133 of 143

3.1 LIFE AND DEATH
Following is a list of official sources for vital records. Remember that newspapers, particularly local
newspapers, may also include birth, death, and wedding announcements.
3.1.1 Birth records
Birth certificates are available to applicants who have “a direct and tangible interest, primary immediate
family members, or legal representatives of the family.” Georgia Department of Public Health, “Birth
Records,” https://dph.georgia.gov/birth-records. There is an application form and a fee. Records from
prior to January 1919 may be available instead at county Vital Records offices.
3.1.2 Death records
These are available for deaths occurring in Georgia from January 1919 to present from the Vital Records.
There is an application form and a fee. For earlier death records, some may available through County
Vital Records Offices. Also, the Georgia Archives has available Georgia Death Certificates from 1919
through 1927. There are select certificates available from 1914-1918 as well. Georgia Archives “Georgia
Death Certificates” http://vault.georgiaarchives.org/cdm/landingpage/collection/gadeaths.
3.1.3 Marriage records
Marriage certificates (certified copies) are available to the public through the State Office of Vital
Records if the marriage was recorded from June 1952 to August 1996. Records of marriages before or
after that range of time are available from the county Probate Court where the license was issued. There
is an application form and a fee. “Marriage Records” https://dph.georgia.gov/marriage-records.
3.1.4 Divorce Records
The state Office of Vital Records can provide divorce verifications for the time from June 1952 to August
1996. Prior to that range of time, verifications must be sought from the Clerk of the Superior Court in
the county granting the divorce. There is an application form and a fee. “Divorce Records”
https://dph.georgia.gov/divorce-records-0

3.2 BUSINESS RECORDS
The Georgia Corporations Division of the Secretary of State Office is a source for a variety of business
records in Georgia.
3.2.1 Business Search (https://ecorp.sos.ga.gov/BusinessSearch)
Allows a researcher to search by business name, agent name, officer name, or control number. The
information searched is based on the entity’s information on file with the Secretary of State. If you
follow the links available from the business search, you can identify the filing information (date, time,
type of filing, effective date, etc.). TIF files (picture images) of underlying filings are available. Available
filings may include certificates of filing, certificates of amendment, and annual registration documents.
3.2.2 Trademark and Service Mark Database
This database contains trademarks that are registered in Georgia, which means that it will not include
any federal, foreign, or common law trademarks.
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3.2.3 Restaurant, Pool, and Hotel Inspections
The Georgia Department of Public Health “Environmental Health Inspections,”
https://dph.georgia.gov/environmental-health-inspections, site is the jumping off point for searching. A
list of counties that post their own searchable results is available, as well as a link to a search page for all
the rest of Georgia.
3.2.4 UCC Index
The Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) filings are lien notices representing security agreements between
the parties. The Georgia Superior Court Clerks’ Cooperative Authority (GSCCCA) maintains a searchable
index for Georgia UCC filings. http://search.gsccca.org/UCC_Search/search.asp?searchtype=Article9 A
helpful explanation of how the search works is available on their site
(http://search.gsccca.org/UCC_Search/files/UCC_Search_Logic.pdf).
3.2.5 Licensing and Permits
Licensing information is available from a variety of sources. For some professions, such as attorneys,
licensing information is available through the professional board or organization. However, the
Secretary of State supervises the Professional Licensing Boards Division, which provides administrative
support to 41 licensing boards. Information regarding those licenses from those 41 boards is available
through the Secretary of State’s Licensing site, http://sos.ga.gov/index.php/licensing. To verify one
individual, select the licensure search option. Information available will indicate whether the individual’s
registration is active or lapsed, provide contact information, etc. If the individual has been subject to
public orders by the licensing board, those may also be available.
3.2.6 Residential and General Contractors
Contractor information may be searched at the Georgia Board of Residential and General Contractor,
http://sos.ga.gov/index.php/licensing/plb/46, which is hosted by the Secretary of State. A check of the
licensing information will include license status, dates of issuance and expiration, as well as any public
orders related to the licensee.
3.2.7 EDGAR
Though not a Georgia resource, EDGAR (Electronic Data Gathering Analysis and Retrieval) is a resource
for Securities Exchange Commission filings.

3.3 REAL PROPERTY
3.3.1 Liens
The Georgia Superior Court Clerks’ Cooperative Authority (GSCCCA) maintains a searchable system for
property liens (real or personal, other than UCC transactions) in Georgia. You can search the Georgia
Consolidated Lien Index to locate liens that are filed in all counties since 1/1/2004. The underlying
documents are filed in individual counties and indexed. Search options include name or county book and
page. Filters include date range, party type, lien instrument type, etc. Images of the documents are
available to view and print. Also included are state revenue department pending liens, though this
information is not uniformly available for all counties. https://www.gsccca.org/learn/search-
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systems/lien-index. To search the database, a user must create an account, although the database may
be accessed freely at any Georgia Superior Court Clerk’s office.
3.3.2 Real Property Searching
Reliable information for real property may be obtained using Google maps for street view or satellite
view of a location. Also, information and sometimes photos may be available through sales websites
such as Realtor.com, Zillow.com, or Redfin.com.
3.3.3 Plat Index
Maintained by the Georgia Superior Court Clerks’ Cooperative Authority (GSCCCA), the plat index system
helps users locate copies of subdivision plats, lots, surrounding lots, plat covenants or restrictions, right
of way easements, condominium building and grounds architectural plans, etc. The service may be
accessed remotely and searched by name or county book and page. Index data includes the plat caption
name, location of the property, and the book and page where the map is filed. Images of plat pages are
available for printing. https://www.gsccca.org/learn/search-systems/plat-index
3.3.4 Carbon Registry Index
A not-for-profit program that is managed jointly by the Georgia Forestry Commission and the Georgia
Superior Court Clerks’ Cooperative Authority (GSCCCA), the index contains carbon sequestration
registrations from all counties and is searchable by county, participant name, and date. Can also be
searched here: http://www.gacarbon.org/search.aspx. Registration is voluntary.
3.3.5 Building Permits
Permits are issued by counties. Each county has its own system of record availability, and the search
functionality varies from county to county. Some counties, such as DeKalb, publish monthly lists of
Planning and Sustainability Permits issued, though permit applicant may login online to see status.
Others, such as Cobb, require users to create an ID to search a database of permit applications or
schedule an inspection.

To locate permits, find the county office issuing permits and investigate the individual county website.
Keep in mind that there are 159 counties in Georgia, some of which may also have municipal permit
issuing authorities.

3.4 PROPERTY TAX RECORDS
The Department of Revenue provides a list and links to the Georgia counties that maintain property
records online and allow for payment and searching of those records. https://dor.georgia.gov/propertyrecords-online
It may be worth checking both the Assessor’s office and the Tax Commissioner’s office for property
records. The information contained on each site may be duplicative, but the Assessor will likely include a
link to recent tax notices.
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3.5 CRIMINAL RECORDS
3.5.1 Georgia Inmate Search
There is no cost to search the Georgia Inmate Search (offender) database, but there is a prominent
disclaimer agreement requiring acknowledgement that information obtained online should be verified
through the Inmate Records and Information office through written correspondence. Georgia
Department of Corrections, “GDC Internet Services Disclaimer Agreement,”
http://www.dcor.state.ga.us/GDC/OffenderQuery/jsp/OffQryForm.jsp.

3.5.2 Pardon or Parole Search
To search for information regarding a parole, check with the State Board of Pardons and Paroles, “Parole
Search,” https://papapps.pap.state.ga.us/paroleesearch/search/searchPage. The search will function if
you use a partial name, and it includes additional fields if you have more information. Results include
photos, physical description, parole duration, and contact information for the parole office.
3.5.3 Georgia Sex Offender Registry
Maintained by the Georgia Bureau of Investigation, https://gbi.georgia.gov/georgia-sex-offenderregistry, users must agree to Conditions of Use prior to searching. The search options include searching
by name, by address, and distance from an address. Results include offender photographs.
3.5.4 VINELink
An online service provides updates to individuals who register to receive information about offenders.
The service is available in a few Georgia counties including Cherokee, Clarke, Cobb, DeKalb, Forsyth,
Fulton, and Gwinnett. Vine, “Georgia Vine,” https://vinelink.com/#/home/site/11059.

3.6 ELECTION RECORDS
Voter History Files are available from the Secretary of State, though for some specific elections the
county or municipality conducting the election is the better source. Elections Division, “Voter History
Files,” http://elections.sos.ga.gov/Elections/voterhistory.do. A separate request must be made for Voter
Registration List and Files in order to associate voting records with particular voters. Voter registration
lists include name, residential address, race, gender, registration date, and last voting date.

3.7 STATE OF GEORGIA INFORMATION
3.7.1 Team Georgia Directory
Described as an index of Georgia’s state leadership, the directory is organized by office or unit and
includes employee names, titles, phone numbers, and email addresses. The website and street address
is also available for each office or unit. http://directory.doas.ga.gov/. The site also offers an employee
name search. A person working for a unit that is not included, such as the University System of Georgia,
will not appear in the directory. Those individuals must be searched elsewhere.
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3.7.2 Open Georgia
This resource by the State of Georgia provides information regarding the State’s spending. The salaries
and travel reimbursements page will provide information about income, while other reports include
records of state organization spending, budget records, and evaluations of state programs.
3.7.3 Georgia.gov
Directory information, including contact information, phone numbers, addresses, web sites, etc., is
available for state agencies, cities, and counties. Further, there is historical information and information
about elected officials.
3.7.4 Court Dockets
Dockets are an incredibly useful source of information. In addition to the obvious—who is representing
who, in what court, on what matter types, and how the matter is proceeding—dockets may provide
additional assistance. Dockets can be a source of address information. Dockets can provide access to
information about experts and other matters in which they have testified. Dockets may also provide
researchers with access to a variety of sample motions, affidavits, etc.

Georgia Superior Court dockets vary greatly in terms of their online usability. Some counties have very
minimal search functionality and none of the underlying documents/filings are available online. Other
counties offer more options in terms of document availability online. If you want to review a case file in
person, be sure to check whether the file is available onsite, or if it has been moved to off-site storage
due to its age.
3.7.5 Agency Decisions
Decisions of agencies of the State of Georgia may be available online through the agency website. For
example, appeals of decisions made by local school boards are heard by the State Board of Education,
and they are available online. Georgia Department of Education, “State Board Decisions,”
http://www.gadoe.org/External-Affairs-and-Policy/State-Board-ofEducation/Pages/PEABoardDecisions.aspx.
3.7.6 Georgia Tax Tribunal
With jurisdiction over matters involving final assessments and executions of the Georgia Department of
Revenue, the Georgia Tax Tribunal has opinions from January 2013 to August 2017 available on its site.
https://gataxtribunal.georgia.gov/documents/decisions
3.7.7 Open Record Requests
Records that are not otherwise available may be requested from Georgia agencies by filing an Open
Records request. The Attorney General provides a form and information about filing requests. Office of
Attorney General Chris Carr, “How to Make an Open Records Request,” https://law.georgia.gov/howmake-open-records-request.

3.8 HISTORIC INFORMATION
Sometimes researchers are looking for old information, in print or online.
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3.8.1 Legal Newspapers
The legal newspaper of record may be searched for old notices, such as required notice for a father of
an adoption, though this may involve consulting microfilm or microfiche.
3.8.2 The Way-Back-Machine
The web is constantly changing. Archive.org contains prior versions of websites. If you want to see what
a website looked like five years ago, it is easy to go back in time and view the prior version. Not all subpages of a site may be included, but it is worth checking.
3.8.3 Google Cache Pages
Sometimes a website has updated recently, and information available has changed, or perhaps the page
is just temporarily unavailable. A Google search for the page will offer the option of reviewing the
cached version of the page, a snapshot of the page the last time that Google’s web crawlers visited the
site.

4 ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY
The articles identified below raise interesting questions related to public records, fact research, and
ethical responsibilities of attorneys conducting factual and public records research.

Grayson Barber, Personal Information in Government Records: Protecting the Public Interest in Privacy,
25 St. Louis U. Pub. L. Rev. 63-121 (2006).
Attorney Barber advocates that state governments have a duty to prevent unnecessary disclosure of
confidential personal information. Barber describes the types of personal information gathered, stored,
and disclosed by government entities. Further, he raises questions regarding the role of and right to
privacy in the digital age.

John G. Browning, Facebook, Twitter, and Linkedin - Oh My! The ABA Ethics 20/20 Commission and
Evolving Ethical Issues in the Use of Social Media, 40 N. Ky. L. Rev. 255 (2013).
Following the issuance of the ABA Ethics 20/20 Commission report, Attorney Browning considers social
media products including Facebook, LinkedIn, and Twitter and how their use relates to the Rules of
Professional Responsibility. Browning’s analysis includes examples of rule changes and scenarios or case
studies from around the United States. Particular attention is paid to the duty of competent
representation, confidentiality, client development, and use of technology.

Scott Carlson, E-Jury Consultant Powered by Ibm Watson, Voltaire Gives Lawyers Real-Time Predictions
on How Potential Jurors Might Vote, ABA J., November 2017, at 32 and following.
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Carlson briefly introduces Voltaire, a IBM Watson powered service that can provide information about
prospective jurors. Voltaire CEO Basit Musttafa arrived at the idea of using technology to assist in the
repetitive and menial tasks associated with jury selection. The Voltaire software uses analysis based on
deep psycholinguistic and behavioral analysis in determining predictions for prospective juror votes.

Michael D. Cicchini, On the Absurdity of Model Rule 1.9, 40 Vt. L. Rev. 69-104 (2015).
Attorney Cicchini analyzes ABA Model Rule 1.9 regarding the use and revelation of information relating
to representation. Under Rule 1.9, all information related to representation is protected from
revelation, even information that neither came from the client nor was about the client, such as public
statements in court, pleadings, etc. Extensively considering Model Rules 1.9 and 1.6, as well as other
sources, Cicchini calls for reform of Rule 1.9 to better define what is generally known when publicly
available and consider client expectations and the legal profession’s legitimate interests in revelation.

Jennifer A. Conta, How to Manage the Investigative Function in Evaluating Expert Witnesses, Orange
County Law., May 2010, at 10 and following.
Investigation of expert witnesses may be valuable in litigating an issue requiring expert testimony.
Investigation may direct an attorney’s preparation in cross-examination question, and investigation
must comply with the duties of competency and supervision. Basic online searching can identify expert
names and addresses, ensuring that all appropriate jurisdictions are researched. Steps may include
verifying credentials, identifying publications, and reviewing social media and business networking tools.

David J. Cook, TMI: Online Tools for the Digital Trial Attorney, Orange County Law., June 2011, at 30 and
following.
Attorney Cook provides suggestions of sources of digital information that will fulfill attorney needs.
Examples include a party’s own website as a party admission or for other secondary information; the
secretary of state’s records of incorporation; property filings; professional license records; alcohol
beverage control; state board of equalization; public utility commissions; government regulators, such as
in copyright or trademark; and courts. Though this article is written using California-specific examples,
the suggestions remain relevant.

Claudia Cuador, From Street Photography to Face Recognition: Distinguishing Between the Right to Be
Seen and the Right to Be Recognized, 41 Nova L. Rev. 237-264 Note and Comment (2017).
The rationale that one has no reasonable expectation of privacy in a public setting such as a street
comes under fire from Cuador. She notes that facial recognition software relies not only on plainly
visible information but also on data points created through image analysis. The author questions
whether privacy rights are implicated on the basis of the biometric data that is collected and concludes
with recommendations requiring express consent for facial-recognition technology.
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Ryan C. Fairchild, Giving Away the Playbook: How North Carolina's Public Records Law Can Be Used to
Harass, Intimidate, and Spy, 91 N.C. L. Rev. 2117-2178 (2013)
Fairchild’s comment describes the evolution of the law regarding access to public records, focusing on
North Carolina. He raises concerns about the ways in which public records laws, including freedom of
information laws, are or can be used to harass, intimidate, and spay on state actors. Recognizing the
need to balance access to records with intellectual freedom for public universities, Fairchild calls for the
creation of specific statutory exemptions from freedom of information laws including for student
information, professor communications and research, and legal clinics.

Walker C. Friedman & George Parker Young, Preparing to Take Depositions, 28 The Advoc. (Texas) 13-19
(2004).
Preparation for a deposition is critical, according to Friedman. Among the resources recommended in
preparation are database and internet searches. These can help locate depositions taken by prior
experts or witnesses. Other recommended search sources include publicdata.com, a subscription service
that provides very cheap searches, hoover.com for the basic free company information, freeedgar.com
for free SEC filings, and others.

Stephanie M. Ibarra, Welcome to the Age of Voir-Google: Harmonizing Attorney Ethical Obligations, the
Internet, and the Voir Dire Process in Texas, 17 Tex. Tech Admin. L.J. 129-150 (2015).
In this comment, Ibarra recognizes the complications arising from ethical obligations, such as the duty of
competency, which may be construed as requiring attorneys to engage in social media searching
regarding potential jurors to competently complete voir dire. Based on examples from other states,
Ibarra advocates that, should the Texas State Bar interpret ethical rules as requiring attorneys to search
social media, additional guidance delineating expectations should be included to assure that attorneys
are able to perform effectively. Practice tips offered include using search engines and proper search
operators, setting up alerts to monitor searches, log out of personal profiles when searching to avoid
inadvertent ex parte communications, and browse anonymously.

Anne Klinefelter, When to Research Is to Reveal: The Growing Threat to Attorney and Client
Confidentiality from Online Tracking, 16 Va. J.L. & Tech. 1-41 (2011)
Klinefelter describes the loss of confidentiality that may arise from commercial tracking of online
research. Best practices to prevent tracking, such as mastering privacy settings on web browsers or
using encrypted tools for legal research, are suggested. Klinefelter further calls for legislation that would
protect online privacy.
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Cynthia W. Lewis, J.D., M.S.L.I.S., Cybersleuthing A Guide to Improving Your Research Skills, Vt. B.J., Fall
2009, at 67 and following.
This review of The Cybersleuth Guide to the Internet: Conducting Effective Investigative and Legal
Research on the Web suggests that the title, though almost immediately out of date, provides useful tips
for searching for information available through searchable databases on the internet. This information is
invisible, until a researcher identifies and searches the database. Reviewer Lewis notes the authors
encourage searchers to add the word “database” to a Google search to identify searchable databases
that may contain the sought information.

Kirsten Martin, Helen Nissenbaum, Privacy Interests in Public Records: An Empirical Investigation, 31
Harv. J.L. & Tech. 111-143 (2017).
The authors, supported in part by the National Science Foundation, conducted a study of 992
respondents to evaluate whether information type, source, and context affect determinations of
whether access and use of data is appropriate, whether age and gender affect those determinations,
and whether the difficulty of accessing public records affects those determinations. The authors
advocate for a “reexamination of policies surrounding public records and open data initiatives” based on
their research. The study is important as popular opinion may inform the legal concept of legitimate or
reasonable privacy expectations.

Zachary Mesenbourg, Voir Dire in the #lol Society: Jury Selection Needs Drastic Updates to Remain
Relevant in the Digital Age, 47 J. Marshall L. Rev. 459-486 (2013).
In this comment, Mesenbourg describes briefly the history of voir dire and the increasing use of social
media searching as a voir dire tool. After noting that there is little appellate guidance regarding the use
of social media searching in voir dire, Mesenbourg suggests new formulaic rules to assure compliance.
The proposed rules would restrict jurors from accessing mobile electronic devices during the trial and
allow lawyers to conduct Internet research into prospective jurors’ social media profiles.

Forrest Plesko, Esq., On the Ethical Use of Private Investigators, 92 Denv. U.L. Rev. Online 157-169
(2015).
Plesko notes that attorneys must be careful to assure that their private investigators’ actions do not
cause the attorney to violate the Model Rules of Professional conduct. Rules potentially implicated by an
investigator’s actions include Model Rules 4.1 (no knowing false statements of material law or fact), 5.3
(attorney shall supervise and is responsible for employees), and 8.4 (prohibiting an attorney from
inducing another to violate the Rules). Plesko describes investigative techniques including surveillance
videos, pretexting, social media use, and GPS tracking, concluding that they may cause problems under
the Model Rules. Plesko suggests solutions for attorneys including due diligence in hiring investigators,
setting “rules of engagement” that set limitations on investigator action, and having zero tolerance for
investigator bad actions.
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Theodore Rostow, What Happens When an Acquaintance Buys Your Data?: A New Privacy Harm in the
Age of Data Brokers, 34 Yale J. on Reg. 667-707 (2017).
Author Rostow posits the privacy harm of “relational control” arising “when individuals acquire the
private data of those in their social or professional networks,” leading to harms not currently recognized
in privacy scholarship (673). The note describes the frequency and ease of data transactions as well as
the gaps in existing commercial privacy law.

Robert Sprague & Corey Ciocchetti, Preserving Identities: Protecting Personal Identifying Information
Through Enhanced Privacy Policies and Laws, 19 Alb. L.J. Sci. & Tech. 91-141 (2009).
Personally identifying information, including Social Security numbers or other information that may
become available through internet data mining, is collected, stored, and transferred electronically. The
authors advocate for stronger laws to protect individuals’ personal identifying information, addressing in
particular laws governing data breaches and identity theft. They offer a federal model law that
addresses privacy policies of companies, including drafting suggestions and recommended practices to
both protect from data breaches and penalties for noncompliance.

Ruth S. Stevens, Print and Online Resources for Factual Investigation in Connection with Real-Estate
Transactions, Mich. B.J., November 2007, at 54 and following.
Focusing on the role of attorney in real estate transactions, including the requirement that the attorney
complete due diligence checks, librarian Stevens focuses on Michigan and federal laws that have
affected due diligence processes. For example Agency and Compliance Hple the Sarbanes-Oxley Act has
increased the disclosures available that should/could be checked. Mentioned are the Environmental
Protection Agency Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) database for environmental
issues. Also mentioned are EDGAR for corporate disclosures, NETR Online for identifying the county in
which a city is located, and other resources specific for Michigan.
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Meg Butler is the Associate Director for Public Services at the Georgia State University College
of Law Library. She received her undergraduate and law degrees from the University of Oregon
and her M.L.S. from Queens College and M.Ed. from Brooklyn College. Meg provides reference
assistance and teaches a section of Research Methods in Law, a required first year law school
class. She also teaches legal research to the students in the foreign-trained lawyer program at
GSU. Meg is active in professional organization, serving in a variety of leadership roles.

APPENDIX

Appendix

Appendix
1 of 2

ICLE BOARD
Name

Position

Term Expires

Cassady
Ms. CarolVaughn
V. ClarkBrewer

Member Member

2019

2019

Carol
V. Clark
Mr.
Harold
T. Daniel, Jr.

Member Member

2019

2019

Harold
T. Daniel,
Ms.
Laverne
LewisJr.Gaskins

Member Member

2019

2021

Laverne
Lewis
Gaskins
Ms.
Allegra
J. Lawrence

Member Member

2018

2019

Allegra
J. Lawrence
Mr.
C. James
McCallar, Jr.

Member Member

2019

2021

C. James
McCallar,
Jr. Mock Member Member
Mrs.
Jennifer
Campbell

2018

2020

Jennifer
Mock
Mr.
BrianCampbell
DeVoe Rogers

Member Member

2020

2019

Patrick
T. O'Connor
Mr.
Kenneth
L. Shigley

Member Member

2018

2020

Kenneth
L. Shigley
Mr.
A. James
Elliott

Member Emory University 2020

2019

A. James
Mr.
BuddyElliott
M. Mears

Emory University
John Marshall

2019

2019

BuddyHurst
M. Mears
Daisy
Floyd

John Marshall
Mercer University 2019

2019

Dean
Daisy Hurst
Floyd
2019
Mr.
Cassady
Vaughn
Brewer Mercer University
Georgia State University

2019

Carol
EllisEllis
Morgan
Ms.
Carol
Morgan

UniversityUniversity
of Georgia
2019
of Georgia

2019

Hon. John
Harold
David Melton
Hon.
J. Ellington

Liaison Liaison

2018

2019

Jeﬀrey
Reese
Davis
Mr.
Jeffrey
Reese
Davis

Staff Liaison
Staff Liaison

2018

2019

Tangela
Sarita
KingKing
Ms.
Tangela
Sarita

Staff Liaison
Staff Liaison

2018

2019

Appendix
2 of 2

GEORGIA MANDATORY CLE FACT SHEET
Every “active” attorney in Georgia must attend 12 “approved” CLE hours of instruction annually,
with one of the CLE hours being in the area of legal ethics and one of the CLE hours being in the
area of professionalism. Furthermore, any attorney who appears as sole or lead counsel in the
Superior or State Courts of Georgia in any contested civil case or in the trial of a criminal case in
1990 or in any subsequent calendar year, must complete for such year a minimum of three hours
of continuing legal education activity in the area of trial practice. These trial practice hours are
included in, and not in addition to, the 12 hour requirement. ICLE is an “accredited” provider of
“approved” CLE instruction.
Excess creditable CLE hours (i.e., over 12) earned in one CY may be carried over into the next
succeeding CY. Excess ethics and professionalism credits may be carried over for two years. Excess
trial practice hours may be carried over for one year.
A portion of your ICLE name tag is your ATTENDANCE CONFIRMATION which indicates the
program name, date, amount paid, CLE hours (including ethics, professionalism and trial
practice, if any) and should be retained for your personal CLE and tax records. DO NOT SEND
THIS CARD TO THE COMMISSION!
ICLE will electronically transmit computerized CLE attendance records directly into the Oﬃcial
State Bar Membership computer records for recording on the attendee’s Bar record. Attendees
at ICLE programs need do nothing more as their attendance will be recorded in their Bar
record.
Should you need CLE credit in a state other than Georgia, please inquire as to the procedure at
the registration desk. ICLE does not guarantee credit in any state other than Georgia.
If you have any questions concerning attendance credit at ICLE seminars, please call:
678-529-6688
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Follow ICLE on social media:
http://www.facebook.com/iclega
bit.ly/ICLELinkedIn
#iclega

INSTITUTE OF CONTINUING LEGAL EDUCATION

www.gabar.org/ICLE

