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CGeneral | ntroduction

Following the initial proposal for the creation of an appeal s
court data base, the National Science Foundation funded a pl anning
grant that created a conmttee of distinguished scholars fromthe
| aw and courts community to design a data base that woul d serve the
diverse needs of the law and social science conmunity. The
advi sory conmm ttee brought together distinguished scholars from
political science, sociology, and | aw who shared an interest in the
systematic study of the federal courts.

After a year of devel opnent by the advisory board, a revised
proposal was submtted to the National Science Foundati on by Donal d
Songer to fund the creation of a multi-user data base consisting of
data from a substantial sanple of cases from 1925 to 1988. This
proposal was funded with a grant fromthe NSF in 1989 and a new
Board of Overseers was created. The new Board, consisting of
Prof essor G egory Caldeira (Chio State), Professor Deborah Barrow
(Auburn), Professor Mcheal Gles (Enory), Professor Law ence
Friedman (Stanford Law School ), Donna Stienstra (Federal Judicia
Center), and Professor Neal Tate (North Texas), imredi ately began
a year long process of re-examning the proposed design of the
study and evaluating the results of the pre-tests of proposed
coding instrunents. As a result of Board deliberations, the data
base project was divided into two phases. The first phase was to
i nvol ve the coding of a random sanple of cases from each circuit
for each year for the period 1925 - 1988. The total size of this
sanple is 15,315 cases. The second phase of the data base was
designed to code all the appeals court cases whose deci sions were
reviewed by the Suprene Court with a decision reported in a full
opinion in United States Reports for the period covered by the
Suprene Court Data Base, Phase 1. This phase was expected to
result in the coding of approxi mately 4,000 additi onal cases. Wen
conpleted, it was antici pated that Phase 2 could be nerged with the
Suprene Court Data Base, enabling scholars to track changes in the
nature of the issues and litigants as the case noved up the
judicial hierarchy and exam ne cross-court voting alignnents.
Since the identity and vote of the district court judge who heard
the case beloww || also be coded, this second data set will allow
scholars to track a case thru 5 votes: the district court, the
court of appeals, the cert vote in the Suprenme Court, the
conference vote, and the final Suprene Court vote on the nerits.

The Appeal s Court Data Base Project was designed to create an
extensive data set to facilitate the enpirical analysis of the
votes of judges and the decisions of the United States Courts of
Appeals. In order to increase its utility for a wide variety of



potential users, data on a broad range of vari abl es of theoretical
significance to public | aw schol ars were coded. A major concern of
the Board of Overseers appointed to advise the Pl on the
construction of the data base was to insure the collection of data
over a sufficiently long period of tinme to encourage significant
| ongi tudinal studies of trends over time in the courts. The
paucity of such studies in the past was identified as one of the
maj or weaknesses of recent scholarship. Thus, the data base was
designed to code a random sanple of cases for the period 1925 -
1988. 1925 marks the begi nning of an increased policy role for the
courts of appeals brought about by the increase in the
di scretionary power of the Suprenme Court over its docket and al so
mar ks the begi nning of the second series of the Federal Reporter.
The end date (1988) for Phase 1 was dictated by the availability of
data at the tinme the original pr oposal was submtted

Subsequent |y, the National Science Foundation funded a proposal for
Phase 3 of the Appeals Court Database to bring the data base up to
date through the end of 1996.

All three phases of The Appeals Court Data Base Project wll
be archived at the ICPSR  The second phase of the appeals court
data base is expected to be archived at the ICPSR by late 1997
Phase 3 is expected to be archived in 1998. Al of the 221
vari abl es described for Phase 1 will be coded for each data set.
Thus, each phase will include: a detailed coding of the nature of
the i ssues presented; the statutory, constitutional, and procedural
bases of the decision, the votes of the judges, and the nature of
the litigants. The coding conventions enployed in the collection
of the data were designed to make conparisons to the Spaeth Suprene
Court data base and the Carp district court data feasible, in
addition to providing a wealth of information not available in
either of these data bases. The variables included in the data
base are divided into four sections: basic case characteristics,
partici pants, issues, and judges and votes.

BASI C CASE CHARACTERI STI CS

The first conponent, generally referred to as the "basic
codi ng" includes a series of m scellaneous vari abl es that provide
basic descriptive information about each case and its |egal

hi story. Included in this series of variables are the decision
date, case citation, first docket nunber, the nunber of docket
nunbers resolved in the opinion, length of the opinion, the

procedural history of the case, the circuit, the district and state
of origin, a code for the district court judge who heard the case
bel ow, the type of district court decision appealed, the citation
of the decision below, the identity of any federal regulatory
agency that nmade a prior decision, the decision of the appeals
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court (e.g., affirnmed, reversed, vacated), the nunber of dissents
and concurrences, the nunber of amcus briefs filed, the nature of
the counsel on each side, whether the case was reviewed by the
Suprene Court, and whet her the case involved a class action, cross
appeal s, or an en banc deci sion.

PARTI Cl PANTS

The appeal s court data base includes a very detail ed codi ng of
the nature of the litigants in each case. First, litigants are
categorized into seven basic types (natural persons, private
busi ness, non-profit groups or associ ati ons, federal governnent and
its agencies, state governnents and their agencies, units of |ocal
governnment, and fiduciaries or trustees). Then the nunber of
appel  ants and t he nunber of respondents falling into each of these
categories is recorded. Each of the seven general categories is
t hen broken down into a | arge nunber of specific categories. These
codes for the detailed nature of the litigants are recorded for the
first two appellants and the first two respondents. |In addition,
t he data base mat ches t he appel | ant and respondent to the plaintiff
and defendant in the original action, indicates whether any of the
formally listed litigants were intervenors, and indicates whether
any of the original parties with actual substantive adverse
interests are not listed anong the formally naned litigants.

| SSUES

Three types of variables are coded in order to capture the
nature of the issues in the case. First, the appeals court data
base includes a traditional categorization of issues that
parallels the issue categories in the Spaeth Suprene Court Data
Base (These vari abl es are denoted as CASETYP1 and CASETYP2). These
i ssues (casetypes) capture the nature of the dispute that led to
the original suit. Ei ght general categories (crimnal, civil
rights, First Anmendnent, due process, privacy, |abor relations,
econom ¢ activity and regul ati on, and m scel | aneous) are subdi vi ded

into a total of 220 specific issue categories. For exanpl e,
speci fic categories include due process rights of prisoners, school
desegregation, gender discrimnation in enploynent, |ibel or

def amation, obscenity, denial of fair hearing or notice in
gover nnment enploynent disputes, abortion, right to die, wunion
organi zi ng, federal individual income tax, notor vehicle torts,
i nsurance di sputes, gover nnment regul ation of securities,
environmental regulation, admralty - personal injury, emnent
domai n, and inmm gration.

For each of these traditional issues, the directionality of
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the court's decision was recorded, using conventional definitions
of directionality that are cl osely anal ogous to those in the Spaeth
Suprene Court data base. For nost, but not all issue categories,
these will correspond to notions of "liberal" (coded as "3") and
"conservative" (coded as "1") that are comonly used in the public
law literature. For exanpl e, decisions supporting the position
of the defendant in a crimnal procedure case, the plaintiff who
asserts a violation of her First Amendnent rights, and the
Secretary of Labor who sues a corporation for violation of child
| abor regul ations are all coded as "3."

A second way to capture the issues in a case is the series of
vari ables that are coded from the headnotes describing the West
Topi cs and keynunbers at the begi nning of each case. Fromthese
headnotes we coded the two nost frequently cited: constitutional
provisions, titles and sections of the US Code, federal rules of
civil procedure, and the federal rules of crimnal procedure. This
codi ng shoul d be useful for scholars interested in the application
and interpretation of specific elenents of |aw

Finally, the issues in each case were coded from the
standpoi nt of the judge who wote the opinion. Each of the 69
variables in this sectionis phrased in terns of an i ssue questi on.
For each variable, coders indicated whether or not the issue was
di scussed in the opinion. |If the opinion discussed the issue, the
resolution of the issue was al so recorded (generally whether the
i ssue was resolved in favor of the position of the appellant or the
respondent). Al issues discussed in the opinion were recorded
(i.e., finding that a given issue was discussed did not preclude
the conclusion that any other issue was discussed as well). The
first set of variables recorded whether a series of threshold
i ssues were addressed (e.g., standing, failure to state a claim
nmoot ness, jurisdiction). Next, each case was coded for whether or
not the opinion engaged in statutory construction, t he
interpretation of the Constitution, or the interpretation of court
doctrine or circuit law. Follow ng these prelimnary variables, a
| ong series of variables were recorded to capture whether the court
dealt wth each of a series of questions relating to civil and
crimnal procedure (e.g., was there prejudicial conduct by the
prosecutor, was there a challenge to jury instructions, was there
a challenge to the admssibility of evidence from a search and
seizure, did the court rule on the sufficiency of evidence, was
there an issue relating to the weight of evidence, was the validity
of an injunction at issue, was there an issue relating to discovery
procedures, was the application of the substantial evidence rule
gquestioned, did the agency fail to devel op an adequate record, were
the parties in a diversity of citizenship case truly diverse).

JUDGES AND VOTES



The final section of the data set includes the identity of
judges participating on the appeals court panel and the
directionality of the vote of each judge on each casetype. A five
digit code was created to identify every appeals court judge
(1 ncludi ng judges on senior status) and every district court judge
who partici pated on an appeal s court panel during the period of the
data base. Judges fromother courts (e.g., retired Suprene Court
justices, judges of the Federal Circuit, judges of the Court of
Cust ons and Pat ents Appeal s) who served on appeal s court panels are
not coded and are treated as m ssing data. The judge codes for the
appeal s court data are structured so that the decisional data on
each judge can be nerged with the personal attribute and background
data on each judge collected by Professors Barrow, Gyski, and Zuk
at Auburn University.

The Appeals Court Data Base project represents a significant
comm tment of noney by the Law and Social Sciences program of the
NSF. Fromits conception it was designed to create a data base for
the benefit of the entire constituency of the Law and Soci al
Sci ence program The NSF antici pated that the data base created by
this grant would be of trenmendous benefit and interest to a very
wi de spectrum of our nenbers. The Board of Overseers took speci al
pains to insure that the project was designed in such a way that it
woul d serve the interests of the wi dest group of schol ars possi bl e.
The data base being created wll arguably be the richest data base
avai l able to public | aw scholars anywhere in the world.

The data is archived at the ICPSR in three fornms: an SPSS
file, a SASfile, and an ASCI| file (i.e., rawdata). Users should
select the format that will be easiest for themto utilize. In the
variable list below, the acronymlisted after the variable nunber
represents the variable nane as it appears in both the SPSS and SAS
versions of the data. The ASCII file is provided in a fixed
colum, rectangular format with a logical record Iength of 609.
The size of the data base inits ASCII version is slightly over ten
nmegabyt es. The col um | ocati on of each variable inits ASCI| format
is provided in the detailed description of each variable that
follows the variable list (Note that in the list below the
vari ables are not listed in their colum order).

Files Distributed

The conplete data base will be available in three files:
SAS2588. SD2 a SAS data file
DAT2588. asc an ASCI| raw data file
SPSS2588. sav an SPSS data file



The docunentation for the data base will be provided in a
wordperfect 5.1 file, denoted as:
DOCUMENT. DAT
The word perfect file was produced with a "Courier” 12 point font.

The data presented in Appendi x 5, the nunber of cases deci ded
wi th published opinions for each circuit/year (i.e., the data to
use for the weighting of variables for analysis) is provided in an
ASCII (i.e., raw data) file called:

Cl RCYR. ASC

Sanpl i ng and Wei ghti ng

The sanmpling for Phase 1 was designed to facilitate two
i nportant types of analyses which are largely absent from the
[iterature on appellate courts in the United States. First, the
sanpling was designed to encourage |ongitudinal analyses of
significant time periods. |In addition, the data base was desi gned
to encourage exam nation of simlarities and di fferences anong the
circuits. The role of circuits as institutional features of the
courts of appeals and the role of circuit law in shaping the

decisions of the courts has received little prior attention. In
order to achieve these goals, the sanpling unit chosen was the
circuit/year. The universe of cases for each circuit/year was

defined as all decisions reported with opinions published in the
Federal Reporter for a given circuit in a single cal endar year. To
be counted as a published opinion the decision nust announce a
di sposition of the case (e.g., affirned, remanded, dism ssed) and
must state at | east one reason for the decision. |f a decision net
these criteria, it was included in the universe of cases to be
coded regardl ess of the formof the decision. Thus, the data base
i ncl udes sone deci sions denoted as "per curianm opinions and sone
listed as "nmenorandum deci sions. Decisions coded in the database
range fromthose with one sentence opinions (e.g., "The decision of
the district court is reversed on the authority of Furman v
Georgia") to en banc decisions with nultiple dissents and opi ni ons
of over 50 pages in |ength. There are 707 circuit/years
represented in Phase 1.

For each circuit/year from 1961 thru 1988, a random sanpl e of
30 cases was selected. For each circuit/year from 1925 thru 1960,



a random sanpl e of 15 cases was selected. Since the total nunber
of cases in the 707 circuit/years varies widely, the total sanple
of cases in Phase 1 is not a random sanple of all appeals court
deci sions from 1925-1988. To analyze a random sanple for the
entire database, users should consult the table of weights in
Appendi x 5 and wei ght each circuit year according to the proportion
of the universe of cases contained in the particular circuit/year.
The Table of weights in Appendix 5 provides the total nunber of
decisions of the circuit for a given calendar year that were

reported with published decisions. These data can be used to
create wei ght vari abl es to approxi mate a randomsanpl e for what ever
portion of the database is used in a particular analysis. For

exanpl e, suppose one wanted to know what proportion of all appeals
court decisions in 1925 affirmed the decision appeal ed. Using the
data from Appendix 5 we could construct the followng table to
assi st the anal ysis:

sanple of circuit uni verse of circuit

circuit # cases proportion # cases proportion wei ght
01 15 1 095 . 049 0. 49
02 15 1 329 . 170 1.70
03 15 1 116 . 060 0. 60
04 15 1 099 . 051 0.51
05 15 1 175 . 091 0.91
06 15 1 222 . 115 1.15
07 15 1 081 . 042 0.42
08 15 1 330 171 1.71
09 15 1 289 . 150 1.50
DC 15 1 196 . 101 1.01
t ot al 150 1.0 1932 1.0

In this exanple, colum two reflects the fact that for 1925,
a random sanpl e of 15 cases was selected for each circuit. Since
there were only ten circuits in 1925, the proportion of the sanple
for the year 1925 is .1 for each circuit (in 1988, when there were
12 circuits the proportion of the sanple fromeach circuit wll be
.083). The fourth colum in the table (cases in universe) is taken
directly from the total nunmber of published decisions for each
circuit year reported in Appendix 5. The figures in colum 5
(proportion in circuit) are derived by taking the total nunber of
cases in a given circuit for 1925 (colum 4) and dividing it by the



total nunber of cases fromall circuits for 1925 (1932). To obtain
the value for the weight for each circuit, the value in colum 5
(proportion of cases in the universe) is divided by the figure in
colum 3 (proportion of the sanple in the universe in the given
circuit year). Thus, to estimte what the frequency of a given
variable (in this exanple, the variable TREAT) woul d be in a random
sanple of all cases decided in 1925, each case from the First
Circuit should be weighted as 0.49 of a case, each case fromthe
Second Circuit counted as 1.70 cases, etc.

Reliability Analysis

The detailed description of variables that follows the
variable list below also reports the results of an anlysis of
intercoder reliability perfornmed before the data base was rel eased.
To check the reliability of the coding, a random sanple of 250
cases was selected fromthe 15,315 cases in the data base. This
sanpl e of 250 cases was then i ndependently coded by a second coder
and the results of the two codings were conpared. Three neasures
of reliability are reported. First, the sinple rate of agreenent
(expressed as a percentage) between the code assigned by the first

coder and the code assigned by the second coder is reported. In
addition, two bivariate neasures of association are reported: ganmma
and Kendall's tau-c. Kendall's tau-c is nost appropriate for

vari abl es that have an ordinal |evel of neasurenent. Therefore,
users shoul d exercise caution in interpreting the nmeaning of this
statistic for variables that are not ordinal. Nevert hel ess, for
sone of the variables that can take many val ues (e.g., CASETYPl),
even t hough the val ues of the variable are not conpletely ordinal,
many of the values that are close to each other are nore simlar to
each other than they are to values that are nunerically distant
fromthem For such variables, high values of tau will indicate
that many of the disagreenents in coding were between val ues that
were nunerically close.

A few of the variables have rates of agreenent that are very
high (e.g., above 96% but still have | ow or even negative val ues
of gamma and/or tau. Al of these variables have highly skewed
di stributions. The high rates of agreenents indicate that for nost
cases both coders agreed that the variable was in its nodal val ue
(typically these were issue variables with a nodal val ue of zero,
whi ch indicated that the issue was not discussed in the case) but
in the small nunber of cases in which one of the coders felt that
the variable did not fall into the nodal category, the second coder
general |l y di sagreed.

No reliability statistics are reported for the codes and votes
of judges 4 through 15 because no en banc cases were in the
reliability sanple.
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VARI ABLE LI ST

The variable list that follows is organized by topical
categories of variables. The description of variables that foll ows
proceeds in the sane order. The acronym associated with each
variable is the variable nane contained in both the SAS and SPSS
versions of the database. A list of variables arranged

al phabetically by acronymis provided in Appendix 1. Appendix 1
al so provides the | ocation (i.e., page nunber) in the docunentation
where the detailed description of the variable is provided.
Appendi x 2 provides a list of variables in the order in which they
appear in the input statenent for the ASC I version of the
dat abase.

BASI C CASE CHARACTERI STI CS

A. General description

1. CASENUM case identification

2. YEAR year of decision

3. MONTH nmont h of deci sion

4. DAY day of decision

5. ATE citation in Federal Reporter

6. VOL vol une in which case | ocated

7. BEQ NPG page nunber of 1st page of case

8. ENDCPI N page nunber of |ast page of mmjority opinion

9. ENDPAGE page nunber of |ast page of all opinions in case
10. DOCNUM docket nunmber of first case decided by the opinion
11. METHCD nat ure of appeal s court decision (e.g., 1lst decision

by 3 judge panel, en banc)

B. H story and Nature of Case

12. CIRCU T circuit of court

13. STATE state of origin of case

14. DI STRI CT district of origin of case

15. ORIG@N type of court or agency that nade origi nal decision
16. SOURCE forum from whi ch deci si on appeal ed

17. DISTIJUDG ID of district judge (if any) deciding case bel ow

18. APPLFROM type of district court final judgnent (if any)
appeal ed from

19. ADM NREV ID of federal regulatory agency (if any) the case
was appeal ed from

20. PRIORPUB citation (if any) to prior published opinion in
district court

21. OPI NSTAT opinion status of decision

22. CLASSACT was case a class action?

23. CROSSAPP  were there cross appeals ?
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24.
25.

SANCTI ON
I NI TI ATE

PARTI Cl PANTS

A. Appel |l ants

26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

31.
32.

33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.

40.

41.

B

NUMAPPEL
APPNATPR
APPBUS
APPNONP
APPFED

APPSUBST
APPSTATE

APPF| DUC
APP_STI D
GENAPEL1
BANK_AP1
APPEL1

GENAPEL?2
BANK_AP2

APPEL2

REALAPP

Respondent s

42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

47.
48.

49.

NUMRESP
R _NATPR
R_BUS
R_NONP
R_FED

R _SUBST
R _STATE

R_FI DUC

wer e sanctions inposed ?

party initiatingappeal (e.g., plaintiff, defendant,
i nt ervenor)

total nunber of appellants

nunber of appellants who were natural persons

nunber of appellants who were private businesses

nunber of appellants who were non-profit groups

nunber of appellants who were federal governnent
agenci es

nunber of appell ants who were sub-state governnents

nunber of appellants who were state governnent
agenci es

nunber of appellants who were fiduciaries or
trust ees

state of appellant (if appellant is state or | ocal
govt)

general classification of 1st appell ant

was first appellant bankrupt ?
detailed nature of 1st |isted appell ant
general classification of 2nd appel | ant
was second appel | ant bankrupt ?

detailed nature of 2nd |isted appell ant whose code

is not identical to the code of the first
appel | ant
are the appellants coded in var 37 and var 40 the
real parties in this case ?
total nunber of respondents
nunber of respondents who were natural persons
nunber of respondents who were private businesses
nunber of respondents who were non-profit groups
nunber of respondents who were federal governnment
agenci es

nunber of respondents who were sub-state governnents

nunber of respondents who were state governnent
agenci es
nunber of respondents who were fiduciaries or
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trust ees

50. R STID state of respondent (if respondent is state or |ocal
govt)

51. GENRESP1 general classification of 1st respondent

52. BANK R1 was first respondent bankrupt ?

53. RESPOND1 detailed nature of 1st |isted respondent

54. CENRESP2 general classification of 2nd respondent

55. BANK R2 was second respondent bankrupt ?

56. RESPOND2 detailed nature of 2nd listed respondent whose code
is not identical to the code of the first
r espondent

57. REALRESP are the respondents coded in field 53 and

field 56 the real parties in this case ?

C. O her Participants

58. COUNSEL1 counsel for appellant

59. COUNSEL2 counsel for respondent

60. AM CUS nunber of am cus curiae briefs filed
61. | NTERVEN was there an intervenor ?

| SSUES CODI NG

A. Basic Nature of |ssue and Deci sion

62. CASETYP1 first case type - substantive policy (anal ogous to
Spaet h i ssue codes)

63. GENI SS ei ght summary i ssue categories based on CASETYP1

64. DI RECT1 directionality of decision on 1st case type

65. CASETYP2 second case type

66. DI RECT2 directionality of decision on 2nd case type

67. TREAT treat nent of decision bel ow by appeal s court

68. MAJVOTES nunber of nmjority votes

69. DI SSENT nunber of dissenting votes

70. CONCUR nunmber of concurrences

71. HABEAS was this a habeas corpus case ?

72. DECUNCON was |law or adm nstrative action declared

unconstitutional ?

73. CONSTIT was there an i ssue about the constitutionality of a
| aw or adm nistrative action ?

74. FEDLAW did the court engage in statutory interpretation ?

75. PROCEDUR was there an interpretation of precedent that did
not involve statutory or constitutional
interpretation ?

76. TYPEI SS general nature of proceedings (crimnal, civil-
government, civil - private, diversity)
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B. Most Frequently G ted Constitutional Provisions, Statutes, and
Procedural Rules

77. CONST1 constitutional provision nost frequently cited in
headnot es

78. CONST2 constitutional provision 2nd nost frequently cited
i n headnot es

79. USCl title of US Code nost frequently cited in headnotes

80. USCLSECT section of USCLl nost frequently cited in headnotes

81. USC2 title of US Code 2nd nost frequently cited in

headnot es

82. USC2SECT section of USC2 nost frequently cited in headnotes

83. Cl VPROC1 Federal Rule of GCivil Procedure nost frequently
cited in headnotes

84. Cl VPROC2 Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 2nd nost frequently
cited in headnotes

85. CRVPROCL Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure nost frequently
cited in headnotes

86. CRMPROC2 Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure 2nd nobst

frequently cited in headnotes

C. Threshhol d issues

87. JURI'S was there a jurisdiction issue ?

88. STATECL was there an i ssue about failure to state a claim?

89. STANDING was there an issue about standing ?

90. MOOTNESS was there an issue about npotness ?

91. EXHAUST was there an issue about ripeness or failure to
exhaust adm nistrative renedies ?

92. TI MELY was there an i ssue about whether litigants conplied
with a rule about tineliness, filing fees, or
statutes of limtation ?

93. IMMUNITY was there an issue about governnental immunity ?

94. FRI VOL was there an issue about whether the case was
frivol ous ?

95. POLQUEST was there an issue about the political question
doctrine ?

96. OTHTHRES was there sonme other threshhold issue at the tria
| evel ?

97. LATE was there an issue relating to the tineliness of the
appeal ?

98. FRI VAPP was there an allegation that the appeal was

frivol ous ?

99. OTHAPPTH was there sonme other threshhold issue at the
appel l ate | evel ?

D. Crimnal issues (for each of the issues below, the coding
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captures whether the issue was discussed in the opinion and if so

whet her the resolution of the issue favored the appellant or the
respondent)
100. PREJUD prej udi ci al conduct by prosecutor
101. | NSANE i nsanity defense
102. | MPROPER i nproper influence on jury
103. JURYINST jury instructions
104. OTHJURY other issues relating to juries
105. DEATHPEN death penalty
106. SENTENCE issue relating to sentence other than death penalty
107. I NDI CT was i ndi ctment defective
108. CONFESS adm ssibility of confession or incrimnating
st at ement
109. SEARCH adm ssibility of evidence fromsearch or seizure
110. OTHADM S adm ssibility of evidence other than search or
conf essi on
111. PLEA issue relating to plea bargaining
112. COUNSEL i neffective counsel
113. RTCOUNS right to counse
114. SUFFI C sufficiency of evidence
115. I NDI GENT violation of rights of indigent
116. ENTRAP ent rapnent
117. PROCDIS dism ssal by district court on procedural grounds
118. OTHCRIM other crimnal issue
E. Gvil Law Issues
119. DUEPROC due process
120. EXECORD interpretation of executive order or adm nistrative
regul ation
121. STPOLICY interpretation of state or local |aw, executive
order or adm nistrative regulation
122. VWEIGHTEV interpretation of weight of evidence issues
123. PRETRIAL trial court rulings on pre-trial procedure,
(but not notions for summary judgnent or
di scovery which are covered in separate
vari ables - see fields 130 & 135)
124. TRIALPRO court rulings on trial procedure
125. POST_TRL post-trial procedures and notions (including court
costs and notions to set aside jury decisions)
126. ATTYFEE attorney's fees
127. JUDGDI SC abuse of discretion by trial judge
128. ALTDISP issue relating to alternative dispute resol ution
process (includes ADR, settlenent conference,
medi ati on, arbitration)
129. INJUNCT validity or appropriateness of injunction
130. SUWARY  summary j udgnent
131. FEDVST conflict of laws or dispute over whet her federal vs
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state | aw governs

132. FOREIGN conflict over whether foreign or donestic |aw
applies

133. INT_LAW application of international |aw

134. ST V_ST conflict over which state's |aws apply

135. DI SCOVER conflict over discovery procedures

136. OTHCIVIL other civil |aw issue

F. Gvil Lawlssues Involving Governnent Actors, Adm nistrative Law

137. SUBEVID substantial evidence doctrine

138. DENOVO use of standard of review, "de novo on facts"

139. ERRON clearly erroneous standard

140. CAPRIC arbitrary or capricious standard

141. ABUSEDI S should court defer to agency discretion ?

142. JUDREV conflict over whether agency decision was subject

to judicial review ?

143. CGENSTAND did agency articulate the appropriate genera
standard ?

144. NOTI CE di d agency give proper notice ?

145. ALJ did court support decision of admnistrative |aw
j udge ?

146. AGEN_ACQ issue related to agency acquisition of information

147. FREEINFO adm nistrative denial of information to those
requestingit, freedomof i nformation, sunshine
| aws

148. COVMENT di d agency give proper opportunity to conment ?

149. RECORD did agency fail to devel op an adequate record ?

G Diversity |ssues

150.
151.

Dl VERSE
VWHLAWS

were the parties truly diverse ?
whi ch state's | aws should govern dispute ?

JUDGES AND VOTES

160.
161.
162.
163.
164.
165.
166.
167.
168.
169.

CCODEJ1
CCODEJ 2
J2VOTElL
J2VOTE2
J2NAJ1
J2NAJ2
CCODEJ3
J3VOTElL
J3VOTE2
J3NVAJ1

code for the judge who wote the court opinion
code for 2nd judge on panel

vote of 2nd judge on 1lst case type

vote of 2nd judge on 2nd case type

was 2nd judge in mpjority on 1st case type ?
was 2nd judge in mpjority on 2nd case type ?
code for 3rd judge on panel

vote of 3rd judge on 1lst case type

vote of 3rd judge on 2nd case type

was 3rd judge in mpjority on 1lst case type ?
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170. J3MAJ2 was 3rd judge in mpjority on 2nd case type ?
171. CODEJ4 code for 4th judge on panel

172. J4AVOTEL vote of 4th judge on 1lst case type

173. J4VOTE2 vote of 4th judge on 2nd case type

174. JANMAJL was 4th judge in majority on 1st case type ?
175. JANAJ2 was 4th judge in mpjority on 2nd case type ?
176. CODEJS code for 5th judge on panel

177. J5VOTEL vote of 5th judge on 1lst case type

178. J5VOTE2 vote of 5th judge on 2nd case type

179. J5MAJL was 5th judge in mpjority on 1st case type ?
180. J5MAJ2 was 5th judge in mgjority on 2nd case type ?

225. CODEJ15 code for 15th judge on panel

226. J15VOTE1 vote of 15th judge on 1lst case type

227. J15VOTE2 vote of 15th judge on 2nd case type

228. 1J5MAJL was 15th judge in majority on 1lst case type ?
229. J15MAJ2 was 15th judge in mgjority on 2nd case type ?
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DESCRI PTI ON OF VARI ABLES

BASI C CASE CHARACTERI STI CS

A. General description

Field 1
CASENUM
5 colums w de (1-5)
numeri c

This field represents a sinple unique identifier for each
case, beginning with 1 for the first case coded from 1988 and
proceedi ng consecutively to 15,315 for the |last case coded from
1925.

Fields 2-4
YEAR
4 colums w de (16-19)
numeri c

MONTH
2 colums w de (20-21)
numeric

DAY
2 colums wi de (22-23)
numeri c

These variables record the date on which the decision was
announced. If only one date was listed in the syllabus of the case
and the date was not described, it was assuned to be the deci sion
dat e.
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Fields 5-7

ClTE
9 colums w de (25-33)
al phanuneri c

VoL
4 colums w de (25-28)
numeric

BEG NPG
4 colums w de (30-33)
numeric

These vari ables record the citation of the case. The format
of the variable CITEis: 4 digit vol unme nunber, slash, 4 digit page
nunber. |In the ASCI| version, the variables are zero filled. Al
references are to the second series of the Federal Reporter. Thus,
for the case cited as 123 F2nd 52, the variables would have the
follow ng values: CITE = 0123\0052, VOL = 0123, BEG NPG = 0052.
BEG NPG is the page on which the case begins in the Federal

Reporter.

Fields 8-9
ENDOPI N
4 colums w de (34-37)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.00
ENDPAGE
4 colums w de (39-42)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.4%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.00

These variables indicate the | ast page of the opinion of the
court (i.e., the majority opinion) and the |ast page in the case
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(e.g., the |l ast page of a dissenting or concurring opinion). These
two variables wll generally be the sane in decisions with no
di ssents and no concurrences. However, ENDPAGE nay al so be greater
t han ENDOPI N because there i s an appendi X or sone nenorandumat the
end of the majority opinion.

Field 10

DOCNUM
8 colums w de (44-51)
al phanuneri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.8%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .99

This variable |ists the docket nunber of the case coded. For
opinions that resolved nore than one docket nunber, the first
docket nunmber |isted is coded. Unfortunately, the appeals courts
have not provi ded a consistent format for reporti ng docket nunbers.
Most frequently, the format listed in the Federal Reporter is: "2
digit year, hyphen, 4 digit id nunber" (note that the year is
presumably the year in which the case was docketed, which may be
earlier than the year of the decision date). But this format is
not uniformy followed, especially inthe earlier years of the data
base when a singl e unhyphenated nunber (of up to 5 digits) may be
I'isted.

The format foll owed for the database was designed to provide
a standardized form that was conpatible with the data base
mai ntained by the Admnistrative Ofice of the Courts (to
facilitate users who wished to nerge this database with the AO
data). Following the AO format, DOCKNUM has the format: 2 digit
year, zero, 5 digit nunber. | f the docket nunber listed in the
Federal Reporter does not have a 2 digit designation for year, we
inserted the year of the decision as the first two digits. For
exanple, a recent case listed in F2nd as: "88-1234" would be
recorded in the database as "88001234". Alternatively, a case
decided in 1933 with a docket nunber of "12345" in F2nd woul d be
coded as "33012345".
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Field 11

VETHOD
1 colum w de (57)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 91.2%
Gama: .71
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .25

This variable records the nature of the proceeding in the
court of appeals for the particular citation selected for the
random sanple. In effect, this variable records sonething of the
| egal history of the case, indicating whether there had been prior
appel l ate court proceeding on the sanme case prior to the decision
currently coded. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1 = decided by panel for first time (no indication of re-
heari ng or remand).

2 = decided by panel after re-hearing (i.e., this is the
second time this case has been heard by this sane panel).

3 = decided by panel after remand from Suprenme Court

4 = decided by court en banc, after single panel decision

5 = decided by court en banc, after nultiple panel decisions

6 = decided by court en banc, no prior panel decisions

7 = decided by panel after remand to |lower court (e.g., an
earlier decision of the court of appeals remanded the case back to
the district court which made another decision. That second
decision of the district court is now before the court of appeals
on appeal).

8 = other

9 = not ascertai ned

Not e:

i) coders generally assunmed that the case had been deci ded by
the panel for the first tine if there was no indication to the
contrary in the opinion.

i1) the opinion usually, but not always explicitly indicates
when a decision was made "en banc" (though the spelling of "en
banc" varies). However, if nore than 3 judges were listed as
participating in the decision, the decision was coded as enbanc
even if there was no explicit description of the proceeding as en
banc.
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B. H story and Nature of Case

Field 12

CRCUT
2 colums wi de (59-60)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.00

This field records the circuit of the court that decided the
case. The District of Colunbia circuit is coded as 00 and al
other circuits by their nunber (e.g., the Second Crcuit is 02).

Field 13

STATE
2 colums wi de (62-63)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .97

This field records the state or territory in which the case
was first heard. |I|f the case began in the federal district court,
it is the state of that district court. If it is a habeas corpus
case, it is the state of the state court that first heard the case.
If the case originated in a federal admnistrative agency, the
vari able is coded as "not applicable.” States were assigned a two
digit nunmber in alphabetical order. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

00 not determ ned
01 Al abana
02 Al aska
03 Ari zona
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04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52

Ar kansas
California
Col or ado
Connect i cut
Del awar e

Fl ori da
Ceorgi a
Hawai i

| daho
[1linois

| ndi ana

| owa

Kansas

Kent ucky
Loui si ana

Mai ne
Mar yl and
Massachusset s
M chi gan

M nnesot a

M ssi ssi ppi

M ssouri

Mont ana

Nebr aska
Nevada

New Hanpshire
New Jer sey
New Mexi co
New Yor k
North Carolina

Nort h Dakot a
Chio

Ckl ahoma
Oregon

Pennsyl vani a
Rhode | sl and
Sout h Carolina

Sout h Dakot a
Tennessee
Texas

Ut ah

Ver nont
Virginia
Washi ngt on
West Virginia
W sconsin
Wom ng
Virgin Island
Puerto Rico
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53 District of Colunbia

54 Guam

55 not applicable - case from court other than US D strict
Court or state court (e.g., appealed fromregul atory agency)

56 Pananma Canal Zone

Field 14
DI STRI CT
1 colum w de (65)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.4%
Gama: .93
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .91

For all cases that were appeal ed to the courts of appeals from
the federal district court, this variable records which district in
the state the case cane from Thus, to identify a particular
district court of interest, one would have to conbine this variable
with the preceeding variable (STATE). For cases that did not cone
from a federal district court, the variable is coded as not
applicable. The variable takes the follow ng val ues:

0O = not applicable - not in district court
eastern
west ern
central
m ddl e
sout hern
northern
whol e state is one judicial district
not ascertai ned

O~NOOUITRWN R
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Field 15

ORI G N
1 colum w de (67)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 83.2%
Gama: . 87
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .70

This field records the type of court which nade the original
deci sion (cases renoved froma state court are coded as origi nating

in federal district court). The variable takes the follow ng
val ues:
1 = federal district court (single judge)
2 = 3 judge district court
3 = state court (includes habeas corpus petitions
after conviction in state court; also includes petitions
fromcourts of territories other than the U S. District
Courts)
4 = bankruptcy court, referee in bankruptcy, special naster
5 = federal magistrate
6 = originated in federal adm nistrative agency
7 = special DC court (i.e., not US District Court for DC
8 = other (e.g., Tax Court, a court martial)
9 = not ascertained
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Field 16

SOURCE
2 colums wi de (69-70)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.8%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 86

This field identifies the forum that heard this case
i medi ately before the case cane to the court of appeals. Not e
that often the SOURCE and ORIGA N will be the sane. The vari abl e
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1 = federal district court (single judge)
2 = 3 judge district court
3 = state court
4 = bankruptcy court or referee in bankruptcy
5 = federal magistrate
6 = federal adm nistrative agency
7 = Court of Custons & Patent Appeals
8 = Court of O ains
9 = Court of Mlitary Appeals
10 = Tax Court or Tax Board
11 = admnistrative | aw judge
12 = U. S. Suprene Court (renand)
13 = special DC court (i.e., not the US District
Court for DC)
14 = earlier appeals court panel
15 = ot her
16 = not ascertained
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Field 17

DI STJUDG
6 colums wi de (72-77)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.8%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .94

This field identifies the federal district court judge (if
any) that heard the case in the original trial. See the separate
list of district judge codes in Appendix 4 for the identity of the
district judge. The variable takes the value "99999" if the nane
of the district judge could not be ascertai ned.
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Field 18

APPLFROM
2 colums wi de (79-80)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 90.0%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 87

This field records the type of district court decision or
j udgnment appealed from (i.e., the nature of the decision belowin
the district court). |If there was no prior district court action,
the variable is coded as not applicable. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 =trial (either jury or bench trial)

2 = injunction or denial of injunction or stay of injunction

3 = summary judgnent or denial of sunmary judgnent

4 = guilty plea or denial of notion to w thdraw plea

5 = dismssal (include dismssal of petition for habeas
cor pus)

6 = appeals of post judgnent orders (e.g., attorneys' fees,
costs, damages, JNOV - judgnent not hwi t hstandi ng the verdict)

7 = appeal of post settlenent orders
8 = not a final judgnment: interlocutory appeal
9 = not a final judgnent : mandanus

10 = other (e.g., pre-trial orders, rulings on notions,
di rected verdicts) or could not determ ne nature of final judgnent.
11 = does not fit any of the above categories, but opinion
mentions a "trial judge"
12 = not applicable (e.g., decision below was by a federa
adm ni strative agency, tax court)
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Field 19

ADM NREV
2 colums wi de (82-83)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 86

This field records the federal agency (if any) whose deci sion
was revi ewed by the court of appeals. |If there was no prior agency
action, the variable is coded as not applicable. The vari abl e
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

Benefits Revi ew Board

Civil Aeronautics Board

Civil Service Conm ssion

Federal Comruni cations Comn SSion
Federal Energy Regul atory Comm ssion
Federal Power Conmi ssion

Federal Maritine Comm ssSion
Federal Trade Conmi ssion

| nterstate Conmerce Comn SSion
Nat i onal Labor Rel ati ons Board

At om ¢ Energy Conmi ssion

Nucl ear Regul atory Conmi ssion
Securities & Exchange Comm ssion
ot her federal agency

not ascertained or not applicable

RPRRRPRPR
OOPPWONRFRPOOONOOUIPMRWNE
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Field 20
PRI CRPUB
10 colums w de (85-94)
al phanuneri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 69

This field records the citation of the nost recent (if any)
publ i shed opinion of some other court or a prior decision of the
courts of appeals for this sane case. If there was no prior
publ i shed opinion, the field will be treated as a m ssing val ue.
Each citation takes the following form a nuneric vol une nunber,
foll owed by an al phanuneri c abbrevi ation of the reporter, foll owed
by a nuneric page nunber on which the decision starts. The
followng were the npbst frequently used abbreviations for
reporters:

FS Federal Suppl enent

F2nd Federal Reporter, 2nd series
TC Tax Court

SC United States Suprene Court
BR  Bankruptcy Court

FRD Federal Rul es Deci sions

Al'l other abbreviations that appear use the format of the Bl ue
Book of the Uniform System of Citation.
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Field 21

OPI NSTAT
1 colum w de (96)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.4%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

This field records whether there was an opinion in which the
opinion witer was identified or whether the opinion was per
curiam The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1= signed, with reasons
2= per curiam wth reasons
9=not ascert ai ned

Field 22
CLASSACT
1 colum w de (101)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.00

This field is a dummy vari able that records whether the case
was described in the opinion as a class action suit. The variable
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

0O = the opinion does not indicate that this was a class action
sui t

1 = the opinion specifically indicates that the action was
filed as a representative of a class or of "all others simlarly

situated."”
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Field 23

CROSSAPP
1 colum w de (103)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 66

This field is a dummy vari abl e that records whether there were
cross appeals fromthe decision belowto the court of appeals that
were consolidated in the present case. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

0=no cross appeal s

l=yes, cross appeals were filed

2=not ascert ai ned

Field 24
SANCTI ON
1 colum w de (120)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

This field records whet her there were sanctions i nposed on one
of the litigants by the court of appeals. The variable takes the
fol |l om ng val ues:

no sanctions

sanctions i nposed on appel |l ant

sanctions inposed on respondent

sanctions inposed on both appellant and respondent
not ascert ai ned

ArWONPEFLO
I I
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Field 25

I NI TI ATE
1 colum w de (126)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: .90
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 83

This field records which of the parties below initiated the
appeal . For cases with cross appeals or nultiple docket nunbers,
if the opinion does not explicitly indicate which appeal was filed
first, the coding assunmes that the first litigant listed as the
"appellant" or "petitioner" was the first to file the appeal. In
federal habeas corpus petitions, the prisoner is considered to be
the plaintiff for purposes of this variable. The vari abl e takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:
original plaintiff
ori gi nal defendant
federal agency representing plaintiff
federal agency representing defendant
i nt ervenor
not applicable
not ascert ai ned

©ooUThwWNE
I I e T T 1|

PARTI Cl PANTS

Note: for fields 27-58, intervenors who participated as
parties at the courts of appeals are counted as either appellants
or respondents when it could be determ ned whose position they
supported. For exanple, if there were two plaintiffs who lost in
district court, appeal ed, and were joined by four intervenors who
al so asked the court of appeals to reverse the district court, the
nunber of appell ants was coded as six. Field 61 records whet her or
not any of the parties were intervenors

A. Appel |l ants

In sone cases there is sonme confusion over who should be
listed as the appellant and who as the respondent. This confusion
is primarily the result of the presence of multiple docket nunbers
consolidated into a single appeal that is disposed of by a single
opi nion. Most frequently, this occurs when there are cross appeal s
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and/ or when one litigant sued (or was sued by) nultiple litigants
that were originally filed in district court as separate actions.
The coding rule followed in such cases was to go strictly by the
designation provided in the title of the case. The first person
listed in the title as the appellant was coded as the appell ant
even i f they subsequently appeared in a second docket nunber as the
respondent and regardl ess of who was characterized as t he appel | ant
in the opinion.

To clarify the coding conventions, consider the follow ng
hypot heti cal case in which the US Justice Departnment sues a | abor
union to strike down a racially discrimnatory seniority systemand
the <corporation (siding with the position of its union)
si mul t aneously sues the governnent to get an injunction to block
enforcenment of the relevant civil rights |aw From a district
court decision that consolidated the two suits and declared the
seniority systemillegal but refused to i npose financial penalties
on the union, the corporation appeals and the governnent and union
file cross appeals fromthe decision in the suit brought by the
government. Assune the case was listed in the Federal Reporter as
fol |l ows:

United States of Anerica,

Plaintiff, Appellant
%
| nt ernati onal Brotherhood of Wdget Wrkers, AFL-Cl O
Def endant, Appel | ee.

I nt ernati onal Brotherhood of Wdget Wbrkers, AFL-Cl O
Def endants, Cross-appellants
v
United States of Anerica.

Wdgets, Inc. & Susan Kuersten Sheehan, President & Chairnman
of the Board
Plaintiff, Appellants,
%
United States of Anerica,
Def endant, Appel | ee.

This case woul d be coded as foll ows:

Appel lant = United States

Respondent s= I nternational Brotherhood of Wdget Wrkers
W dgets, Inc.

NUVAPPEL = 1

APPFED=1

NUVRESP=3

R _BUS=2

R_NONP=1

APPEL1=31010

RESPOND1=21006
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RESPOND2=14400
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Field 26

NUMAPPEL
3 colums w de (130-132)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.8%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .95

This field records the total nunber of appellants in the case.
| f the total nunmber cannot be determned (e.g., if the appellant is
listed as "Smth, et. al." and the opinion does not specify who is
included in the "et.al.") then 99 is recorded. This variable was
directly recorded by the coders - it was not generated by taking
the sum of the next seven variables that record the nunber of
appellants falling into seven specific categories. The value for
this variable sonetinmes does not equal the sum of the next seven
vari ables. The npbst conmmon reasons that NUMAPPEL does not equal
the sum of the specific categories (in approximte order of
frequency) are: a) NUVAPPEL wi ||l equal 99 whenever any one of the
next seven variables equals 99; b) there is an error in one of the
ei ght variables; 3) there were appellants who did not fit any of
the specific categories (e.g., the first appellant is an Indian
tribe, APPEL1 = 82001).

Fields 27 - 34

APPNATPR (Natural Persons)
3 colums w de (134-136)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.4%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89
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APPBUS (Busi ness)
3 colums w de (138-140)
numeric

Reliability:

nuneric

nuneric

nuneric

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.8%
Gama: .93
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 84
APPNONP  (groups & associ ations)
3 colums wi de (142-144)
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.8%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 67
APPFED (federal governnent)
3 colums w de (146-148)
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: .99
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .97
APPSUBST (substate governnent)
3 colums w de (150-152)
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.00
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Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.00

APPSTATE (state governnent)
3 colums wi de (154-156)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .99

APPFI DUC (fiduci aries)
3 colums wi de (158-160)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .73

The structure of each field in this group is the sanme as the
structure of the preceeding variable (NUVAPPEL). Each field
records the nunber of appellants in the present case that fell into
t he desi gnat ed general category of appellants. |f the total nunber
cannot be determned (e.g., if the appellant is listed as "Smth,
et. al." and the opinion does not specify who is included in the
"et.al.") then 99 is recorded in the category (in this exanple
APPNATPR=99). The types of appellants recorded in each field are
as follows:

APPNATPR = natural persons

APPBUS = private business and its executives

APPNONP = groups and associ ati ons

APPFED = the federal governnent, its agencies, and officials

APPSUBST = sub-state governnents, their agencies, and

officials
APPSTATE = state governnents, their agencies, and officials
APPFI DUC = fiduciaries

Note that if an individual is listed by name, but their
appearance in the case is as a governnent official, then they are
counted as a governnent rather than as a private person. For
exanple, inthe case "Billy Jones & Alfredo Ruiz v Joe Smth" where
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Smith is a state prisoner who brought a civil rights suit agai nst
two of the wardens in the prison (Jones & Ruiz), the follow ng
val ues woul d be coded: APPNATPR=0 and APPSTATE=2. A simlar logic
is applied to businesses and associations. Oficers of a conpany
or association whose role in the case is as a representative of
their conpany or association are coded as being a business or
associ ation rather than as a natural person. However, enpl oyees of
a business or a governnent who are suing their enployer are coded
as natural persons. Li kew se, enployees who are charged wth
crimnal conduct for action that was contrary to the conpany's
policies are considered natural persons.

If the title of a case listed a corporation by nanme and then
listed the nanmes of two individuals that the opinion indicated were
top officers of the same corporation as the appellants, then the
nunber of appellants was coded as three and all three were coded as
a business (wth the identical detailed code). Simlar |ogic was
applied when governnent officials or officers of an association
were listed by nane.

Field 34
APP_STI D
2 colums w de (162-163)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .81

This field uses the nunerical codes for the states (see field
13, STATE, for alisting of the codes) to indicate the state of the
first listed state or | ocal governnent agency that is an appell ant.
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Field 35

GENAPEL1
1 colum w de (166)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.8%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .94

This field reports the coding of the first |isted appellant.
The 9 categories are the sane as the first digit of the detailed
coding of the appellants (Note that fields 38, GENAPEL2; 51,
CENRESP1; and 54, CGENRESP2 use the sane categories. The variable
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1 = private business (including crimnal enterprises)

2 = private organi zation or association

3 = federal governnent (includes DC)

4 = sub-state governnent (e.g., county, local, special
district)

5 = state governnent (includes territories & comonwealths)

6 = governnent - |evel not ascertained

7 = natural person (excludes persons nanmed in their official
capacity or who appear because of arole in a private organi zati on)

8 = mi scel |l aneous

9 = not ascertained
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Field 36

BANK AP1
1 colum w de (165)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .31

This field records a di chotonous vari abl e to indi cate whet her
or not the first |isted appellant is bankrupt. If there is no
indication of whether or not the appellant is bankrupt, the
appellant is presunmed to be not bankrupt. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 = bankrupt

2 = not bankrupt
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Field 37

APPEL1
5 colums w de (166-170)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 84.8%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

This field records a five digit code to represent a nore
detail ed coding of the nature of the first listed appellant thanis
provided in field 35 (GENAPEL1). The first digit of this variable
is the sane as that for field 35. The variable takes the foll ow ng
val ues:

PARTY DETAIL -The foll ow ng coding schene is used for the detail ed
nature of the appellants and respondents (i.e., fields 37, APPEL1
40, APPEL2; 53, RESPOND1; and 56, RESPOND2).

Each detailed code has five digits, with different digits
representing different subcategories of information. However, the
specific subdivisions (i.e., what information is provided by each
digit of the code) are different for different categories of
litigants (e.g., it would nake no sense to try to use the sane
subdi vi si ons for busi nesses and governnents) Therefore, instead of
presenting a list of 5 digit codes in nunerical order, the
followwng listing is presented by general categories of litigants
with the subcategories wthin each general category Ilisted
separately.

When coding the detailed nature of participants coders were
instructed to use personal know edge they had about the
participants, if they were conpletely confident of the accuracy of
their know edge, even if the specific information used was not in
the opinion. For exanple, if "IBM was |isted as the appellant it
could be classified as "clearly national or international in scope”
even if the opinion did not indicate the scope of the business.
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Pri vate Busi ness (general category 1)

Digit 2 = what is the scope of this business ?

1 =clearly local (individual or famly owned busi ness - scope
limted to single comunity; generally proprietors, who are not
incorporated, are in this category)

2 = other-internediate; neither |ocal nor national (e.g., an
el ectrical power conpany whose operations cover one-third of the
state)

3 = clearly national or nulti-national in scope (note
i nsurance conpanies and railroads were assunmed to be national in
scope)

4 = not ascertained

Digit 3 = what category of business best describes the area of
activity of this litigant which is involved in this case ?

Digits 4 & 5 provide subcategories of each of these business
categories. These subcategories are listed under the appropriate
cat egory.

Exanple: a single famly farmis coded as 11101

1 Agriculture
01 single famly farm
02 commercial farm agri-business
03 farm - ot her
00 not able to classify subcategory

2 mning

01 oil and gas

02 coa

03 met al s

04 ot her

00 not able to classify subcategory
3 construction

01 residenti al

02 commercial or industrial

03 ot her

00 not able to classify subcategory
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4 manufacturing

01 auto
02 chemnica
03 drug

04 food processing

05 oil refining

06 textile

07 electronic

08 al cohol or tobacco

09 other

00 not able to classify subcategory

Exanpl e: General Mdtors, when appearing in case as an autonobile
manuf acturer is coded 13401.

5 transportation
01 railroad
02 boat, shipping
03 shipping freight, UPS, flying tigers
04 airline
05 truck (includes arnored cars)
06 ot her
00 not able to classify subcategory

6 trade - whol esal e and retai
01 auto, auto parts, auto repairs
02 chenca

03 drug
04 food
05 oil, natural gas, gasoline

06 textile, clothing

07 electronic

08 al cohol or tobacco

09 general nerchandi se

10 ot her

00 wunable to classify subcategory

7 financial institution
01 bank
02 insurance
03 savings and | oan
04 credit union
06 other pension fund
07 other financial institution or investnent conpany
00 not able to classify subcategory
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8 utilities
01 nucl ear power plants
02 other producers of power (or producers of power where
means of production is not clear)
03 tel ephone
04 other utilities
00 not able to classify subcategory

9 other (includes service industries)

01 nedical clinics, health organizations, nursing hones,
medi cal doctors, nedical |abs, or other private health
care facilities

02 private attorney or law firm

03 nmedia - includes nmagazi nes, newspapers, radio & TV
stations and networks, cable TV, news organi zations
04 school - for profit private educational enterprise

(1 ncl udes business and trade school s)

05 housing, car, or durable goods rental or lease; long term

typically includes contract

06 entertainment: anusenent parks, race tracks, for profit
canps, record conpanies, novie theaters and producers,
ski resorts, hotels, restaurants, etc.

07 information processing

08 consulting

09 security and/or maintenance service

10 other service (includes accounting)

11 other (includes a business pension fund)

00 not able to categorize

0 uncl ear (not ascertained)

01 auto industry - unclear whether manufacturing, trade, etc.

02 chem cal industry - unclear whether manufacturing, trade,
etc.

03 drug industry- unclear whet her manufacturing, trade, etc.

04 food industry - unclear whether manufacturing, trade, etc.

05 oil & gas industry - uncl ear whet her manufacturing, trade,
etc.

06 clothing & textile industry - unclear whether

manuf acturing, trade, etc.

07 electronic industry - unclear whether manufacturing,
trade, etc.

08 al cohol and tobacco industry - uncl ear whet her

manuf act uri ng, et c.

09 other

00 wunable to classify litigant
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Private Organi zati on or Association (general category 2)

Digit 2 -what category of private associ ati ons best describes this
[itigant ?

Digits 3-5 describe specific subcategories of organi zations

1 = business, trade, professional, or union (BTPU)

001 = Business or trade association

002 = utilities co-ops

003 = Prof essional association - other than | aw or nedicine -

004 = Legal professional association

005 = Medi cal professional association

006 = AFL-ClI O union (private)

007 = Ot her private union

008 = Private Union - unable to determ ne whether in AFL-CI O

009 = Public enployee union- in AFL-CI O
(i nclude groups called professional organizations if
their role includes bargaining over wages and work
condi tions)

010 = Public Enployee Union - not in AFL-C O

011 = Public Enployee Union - unable to determne if in AFL-

Cl O

012 = Union pension fund; other union funds (e.g., vacation
f unds)

013 = O her

000 = Not able to categorize subcategory

Exanpl e: American Bar Association = 21004

2 = other
001 = Gvic, social, fraternal organization
002 = Political organizations - OQther than political parties

Exanples: Civil rights focus; Public Interest - broad,
civil liberties focus (ACLU) or broad, nulti-issue focus
(Common Cause, Heritage Foundation, ADA) or single issue
- Environnental ENV, Abortion, etc. (prolife,
pro-abortion), elderly, consuner interests: Consuner
Federation of Anmerica, Consuner's Union, National
Rai | road Passenger Associ ation; PAC

003 = Political party
004 = Educational organization - Private, non-profit school
005 = Educational organization - Association, not individual

school - PTA or PTO

006 = Religious or non-profit hospital or nedical care
facility (e.g., nursing hone)

007 = Ot her religious organization (includes religious
f oundat i ons)
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008 = Charitable or philanthropic organization (including
foundati ons, funds, private nmuseuns, private libraries)
O her
Not able to categorize subcategory

009
000

Federal governnent (Ceneral cateqory 3)

Digit 2 -which category of federal governnent agencies and
activities best describes this litigant ?

Digits 3 - 5 list specific governnent agencies falling into the
categories in digit 2.

1 cabinet |evel departnent

001 = Departnent of Agriculture

002 = Departnent of Commerce

003 = Departnent of Defense (includes War Departnment and Navy
Depart ment)

004 = Departnent of Education

005 = Departnent of Energy

006 = Departnent of Health, Education and Wl fare

007 = Departnent of Health & Human Services

008 = Departnent of Housing and Urban Devel opnent

009 = Departnent of Interior

010 = Departnent of Justice (does not include FBI or parole
boards; does include US Attorneys)

011 = Departnent of Labor (except OSHA)

012 = Post O fice Departnent

013 = Departnent of State

014 = Departnent of Transportation, National Transportation
Safety Board

015 = Departnent of the Treasury (except |RS)

016 = Departnent of Veterans Affairs

Exanpl e: Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff = 31003

2 courts or legislative
001 = one or both houses of Congress
002 = congressional commttee
003 = officer of Congress or other Congress related actor
004 = Federal District Court (or judge)
005 = Federal Crcuit Court of Appeals (or judge)
006 = Court of Clains (or judge)
007 = Tax Court (or judge)
008 = Bankruptcy Court (or judge)
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009

ot her court or judge
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3 agency whose first word is "federal™

001 = Federal Aviation Adm nistration

002 = Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)

003 = Federal Coal M ne Safety Board

004 = Federal Conmuni cations Conm ssion

005 = Federal Deposit |nsurance Corporation and FSLIC
006 = Federal Election Conm ssion

007 = Federal Energy Agency (Federal Power Conm ssion)
008 = Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion

009 = Federal Hone Loan Bank Board

010 = Federal Housing Authority (FHA)

011 = Federal Labor Relations Authority

012 = Federal Maritime Board

013 = Federal Maritime Conm ssion

014 = Federal Mne Safety & Health Adm nistration

015 = Federal Mne Safety & Health Revi ew Comm ssi on
016 = Federal Reserve System

017 = Federal Trade Conmi ssion

4 ot her agency beginning with "A" thru "E"

001 = Benefits Revi ew Board

002 = Gvil Aeronautics Board

003 = Gvil Service Comm ssion (U S.)

004 = Commodity Futures Tradi ng Conm ssi on
005 = Consuner Products Safety Conm ssion

006 = Copyright Royalty Tribunal

007 = Drug Enforcenent Agency

008 = Environnental Protection Agency

009 = Equal Enpl oynment Opportunity Conm ssion

5 ot her agency beginning with "F" thru "N

001 = Food & Drug Adm nistration

002 = Ceneral Services Adm nistration

003 = Governnent Accounting Ofice (GAO

004 = Health Care Financing Adm nistration

005 = Inmmgration & Naturalization Service (includes border
patrol)

006 = Internal Revenue Service (IRS)

007 = Interstate Comrerce Comm Ssion

008 = Merit Systens Protection Board

009 = National Credit Union Association

010 = National Labor Rel ations Board

011 = Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssi on
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6 ot her agency, beginning wwth "O'" thru "R’

001 = Cccupational Safety & Health Adm nistration

002 = Cccupational Safety & Health Revi ew Conm ssion

003 = Ofice of the Federal |nspector

004 = Ofice of Managenent & Budget

005 = Ofice of Personnel Managenent

006 = Ofice of Wrkers Conpensati on Program

007 = Parol e board or parol e conm sssion, or prison official,
or US Bureau of Prisons

008 = Patent O fice

009 = Postal Rate Comm ssion (U. S.)

010 = Postal Service (U. S.)

011 = RR Adj ustnent Board

012 = RR Retirenent Board

7 other agency, beginning wwth "S" thru "2zZ"

001 = Securities & Exchange Conm ssion
002 = Small Busi ness Adninistration
003 = Veterans Adm ni stration

8 Distric of Col unbi a

000 = DCin its corporate capacity

001 = legislative body for DC | ocal governnent

002 = mayor, agency head or top adm nistrator

003 = bureaucracy providing service

004 = bureaucracy in charge of regul ation

005 = bureaucracy in charge of general adm nistration

006 = judici al

007 = ot her
9 other, not listed, not able to classify

000 = United States - in corporate capacity (i.e., as

representative of "the people") - in crimna

cases

001 = United States - in corporate capacity - civil cases

002 = special wartinme agency

003 = Unlisted federal corporation (TVA, FNVA (fannie nae),

G\MA (gi nny nmae))

004 = O her unlisted federal agency (includes the President of
t he US)

005 = Unclear or nature not ascertainable

Exanple: in a crimnal case entitled, "United states v Songer" the
US = 39000

NOTE: If party is listed as "United States" but the opinion

i ndi cates a particul ar agency, the specific agency was coded (e.g.,
if in "US. v. Jones, the governnment is appealing an adverse
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deci sion of the Tax Court reducing Jones' taxes, the appellant was
coded as the I RS)

Subst at e Governnent (general cateqgory 4)

Digit 2 = which category of substate governnent best describes this
[itigant ?

Digits 3 - 5 list specific governnent agencies falling into the
categories in digit 2.

1 legislative

001 = Gity/county counci

002 = School Board, board of trustees for college or junior
col | ege

003 = Ot her |egislative body

000 = not ascertained

2 executive/adm nistrative

001 = CEO or officials in charge of agency

002 = Mayor/county executive

003 = Primary or secondary school system CEO

004 = O her CEO or adm nistrative official (except prison)
000 = not ascertained

3 bureaucracy provi di ng services

001 = Police, Sheriff

002 = Fire

003 = Taxation

004 = Hunan Services/ Wl fare/Health Care
005 = Streets and H ghways

006 = Transportation

007 = El ection Processes

008 = Education - Not School Board

009 = Ot her Service Activity

000 = not ascertai ned

4 bureaucracy in charge of regulation

001 = Environnent

002 = Market Practices

003 = Transportation

004 = Professions (licensing)
005 = Labor - Managenent

006 = Conmmuni cati ons
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007 Zoni ng/ Land Use

008 = Buil di ng and Housi ng
009 = O her Regulating Activity
000 = not ascertai ned

Exanples: 1) a nunicipally owed bus conpany = 43006
2) a county autonpbile inspection agency = 44003
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5 bureaucracy in charge of general adm nistration

001 = Personnel
002 = @ her Ceneral Adm nistration
000 = not ascertained
6 judicial
001 = Judge or Court (local trial court judge or justice of
peace)
002 = Prosecutor/district attorney
003 = Jail/Prison/Probation Oficial and O ganization
(i ncludes prison hospitals; includes juvenile
correction officials)
004 = O her Judical Oficial
000 = not ascertained
7 ot her
001 = Cty of, county of, etc. - in corporate capacity -
crimnal case
002 =city of, county of, etc. - in corporate capacity - civil
case
003 = Ot her sub-state activity
000 = not ascertained
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State Governnent (general cateqory 5)

Digit 2 =which subcategory of state governnent best describes this
[itigant ?

Digits 3 - 5 list specific governnent agencies falling into the
categories in digit 2.

1 legislative

001 = Legislature or separate house as an organi zati on
002 = Legislative Conmttee or Comm ssion

003 = Ot her Legislative Unit

000 = not ascertained

2 executive/adm nistrative

001 = CGovernor

002 = Attorney Ceneral

003 = Secretary of State

004 = O her Admnistrative Oficer NOT detail ed bel ow
3 bureaucracy providing services

001 = Police

002 = Fire

003 = Taxation

004 = Human Services/ Wl fare/Health Care

005 = Streets and H ghways

006 = Transportation

007 = El ection processes

008 = Education

009 = Ot her Service Activity

000 = not ascertai ned

Exanpl e: For a case listed as "David Beasley, Charlie Condon, et.
al. v the Wdget Conpany” and all the opinion says about the
appellants is, " The governor of South Carolina and other state
officials appeal the adverse ruling of the district court,"” the
foll owi ng vari abl es woul d be coded:

NUVAPPEL = 99

APPNATPR = 0

APPSTATE = 99

APPEL1 = 52001

APPEL2 = 52002 (if the coder knew that Charlie Condon was the
state attorney general. In the absence of this personal know edge,

t he codi ng woul d be APPEL2 = 52004)
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4 bureaucracy in charge of regulation

001 = Environnent

002 = Market Practices

003 = Transportation

004 = Professions (licensing)
005 = Labor - Managenent

006 = Communi cati ons

007 = Zoni ng/ Land Use

008 = Buil di ng and Housi ng

009 = O her Regulating Activity
000 = not ascertained

5 bureaucracy in charge of general adm nistration

001 = Personnel
002 = @ her Ceneral Adm nistration
000 = not ascertained
6 judicial
001 = Judge (non-local judge; appellate judge)
002 = Prosecutor/district attorney (non-local, e.g., special
pr osecut or)
003 = Jail/Prison/Probation Oficial (includes juvenile
of ficials)
004 = O her judicial official
000 = not ascertained
7 ot her
001 = state of __ - state in its corporate capacity in
crimnal cases
002 = state Of _ - state in its corporate capacity in civil
cases
003 = other state level activity
000 = not ascertained

Governnent - Level Not Ascertai ned (CGeneral category 6)

Al litigants falling into this class are coded 69999.
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Nat ur al Person Codes (CGeneral Category 7)

Digit 2 = what is the gender of this l[itigant ?
0 = not ascertained

1 = male - indication in opinion (e.g., use of masculine
pr onoun)
2 = mal e - assuned because of nane
3 = female - indication in opinion of gender
4 = femal e - assuned because of nane

Not e nanes were used to classify the party's sex only if there
was little anbiguity (e.g., the sex of "Chris" would be coded as
"0").

Digit 3 =is the race/ ethnic identity of this litigant identified
in the opinion ?

not ascertained, not applicable (e.g. - an alien)
caucasian - specific indication in opinion
black - specific indication in opinion

native anmerican - specific indication in opinion
native american - assunmed from nane

asian - specific indication in opinion

asi an - assuned from nane

hi spanic - specific indication in opinion

hi spani ¢ - assuned from nanme

ot her

OCoOoO~NOOUIWNELO

Not e: names nay be used to classify a person as hispanic if there
is little anbiguity.
Note: all aliens are coded as race/ et hnic=0.

Digit 4 = is the citizenship of this litigant indicated in the
opi nion ?

0 = not ascertained

1 =UScitizen

2 = alien
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Digit 5 = which of these categories best describes the inconme of
the litigant ?

0 = not ascertained

1 = poor + wards of state (e.g., patients at state nental
hospi tal; not prisoner unless specific indication that poor).

2 = presunmed poor (e.g., mgrant farm worker)

3 = presuned wealthy (e.g., high status job - |ike nedica
doctors, executives of corporations that are national in scope,
professional athletes in the NBA or NFL; upper 1/5 of i ncone
br acket)

4 = clear indication of wealth in opinion
5 = other- above poverty line but not clearly wealthy (e.g.,
public school teachers, federal governnent enpl oyees)

not es:

a) "poor" means bel ow the federal poverty line; e.g., welfare
or food stanp recipients.

b) there nust be sone specific indication in the opinion that
you can point to before anyone is classified anything other than

c) prisoners filing "pro se" were classified as poor, but
litigants in civil cases who proceed pro se were not presuned to be
poor .

d) wealth obtained fromthe crine at issue in a crimnal case
was not counted when determning the wealth of the crimnal
defendant (e.g., drug dealers).

Exanples: 1) Mchael Jordan = 71214

2) A crimnal defendant named Fred Songer who is not
described in the opinion but is represented by appoi nted counsel =
72001.
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M scel | aneous (CGeneral Category 8)

Digit 2 = which of the follow ng categories best describes the
[itigant ?

Digits 3-5 indicate specific subcategories for each category

1 = fiduciary, executor, or trustee

001 = trustee in bankruptcy - institution

002 = trustee in bankruptcy - individual

003 = executor or admnistrator of estate - institution

004 = executor or adm nistrator of estate - individual

005 = trustees of private and charitable trusts - institution

006 = trustee of private and charitable trust - individual

007 = conservators, guardi ans and court appointed trustees for
m nors, nmentally inconpetent (Note: a parent suing on

behalf of their injured child is generally coded as a natural
person rather than as a fiduciary, unless there is sone specific
indication in the opinion that there has been sone | egal process
that has created a role as trustee, guardian, etc)

008 = other fiduciary or trustee

000 speci fic subcategory not ascertai ned
2 = other
001 = Indian Tribes
002 = Forei gn Gover nnment
003 = Multi-state agencies, boards, etc. (e.g., Port Authority
of NY)
004 = International Organizations
005 = O her (e.g., an animal)
000 = Not ascertained

Not Ascertai ned (General Cateqgory 9)

| f even the general category of the appellant or respondent
cannot be ascertained, they are coded: 99999.

Exanpl e: The federal district court rul es agai nst the governnent in
its attenpt to seize a car abandoned in a drug raid, and the
government appeals in a case titled, " United States v a 1987
Cadil ac Seville"
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APPEL1 = 39001
RESPOND1 = 82005

Field 38
GENAPEL?2
1 colum wde (173)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rat e of
Gamma:
Kendal | ' s Tau- b:

| nt er coder Agreenent:

89. 6%
. 95
. 82

This field reports the coding of the second |isted appell ant
whose detailed code is not identical to the code for the first
listed appellant. The 9 categories are the sane as the first digit
of the detailed coding of the appellants. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 = private business (Including crimnal enterprises)

2 = private organi zation or association

3 = federal governnent (includes DC)

4 = sub-state governnent (e.g., county, local, special
district)

5 = state governnent (includes territories & comonwealths)

6 = governnent - |evel not ascertained

7 = natural person (Exclude persons named in their official
capacity or who appear because of arole in a private organi zati on)

8 = mi scel | aneous

9 = not ascertained

Field 39

BANK_AP2

1 colum wide (172)

numeric

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 93.6%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .82
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This field records a dichotonpus variable to indi cate whet her
or not the second listed appellant is bankrupt. If there is no
indication of whether or not the appellant is bankrupt, the
appellant is presuned to be not bankrupt. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 = bankrupt

2= not bankr upt

Field 40
APPEL?2
5 colums wi de (173-177)
numeric
Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 87.2%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 82

This field records a five digit code to represent a nore
detailed coding of the nature of the second |listed appellant than
is provided in field 38 (GENAPEL2). The first digit of this
variable is the sane as that for field 38. The variable takes the
sane val ues as those reported above for APPEL1. |If there are nore
than two appellants and at | east one of the additional appellants
has a different general category fromthe first appellant, then the
first appellant with a different general category will be coded as
CENAPEL2 and APPEL2.

Exanple: the appellants are listed as, "Wdget Mnufacturing
Corporation, Wdget Distributors, Inc., and Richard Rley, US
Secretary of State"

APPEL1 14409

APPEL 2 31004
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Field 41

REALAPP
1 colum wi de (179)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: -1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -0.04

This field codes whether or not the formally |isted appellants
inthe case (i.e., the appellants listed at the top of the case in
F2nd) are the "real parties.” That is, are they the parties whose
real interests are nost directly at stake ? (e.g., in sone appeals
of adverse habeas corpus petition decisions, the respondent is
listed as the judge who denied the petition, but the real parties
are the prisoner and the warden of the prison) (another exanple
woul d be "Jones v A 1990 Rolls Royce" where Jones is a drug agent
trying to seize a car which was transporting drugs - the real party
woul d be the owner of the car).

For cases in which an independent regulatory agency is the
listed appellant, the followng rule was adopted: |f the agency
initiated the action to enforce a federal rule or the agency was
sued by a litigant contesting an agency action, then the agency was
coded as a real party. However, if the agency initially only acted
as aforumto settle a dispute between two other litigants, and t he
agency is only listed as a party because its ruling in that dispute
is at issue, then the agency is considered not to be a real party.
For exanple, if a union files an unfair |abor practices charge
agai nst a corporation, the NLRB hears the dispute and rules for the
union, and then the NLRB petitions the court of appeals for
enforcement of its ruling in an appeal entitled "NLRB v Wdget
Manuf acturing, INC." the NLRB woul d be coded as not a real party.

Not e that under these definitions, trustees are usually "real
parties" and parents suing on behalf of their children and a spouse
suing on behalf of their injured or dead spouse are also "rea
parties."”

The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

O = both 1st and 2nd listed appellants are real parties
(or if there is only one appellant, and that appellant is a real
party)

1 the 1st appellant is not a real party
the 2nd appellant is not a real party
neither the 1st nor the 2nd appellants are real parties
not ascert ai ned

A WN
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B. Respondents

Field 42
NUVRESP
3 colums wi de (181-183)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of |ntercoder Agreenent:
Gama:
Kendal | ' s Tau- b:

95. 2%
. 96
.92

This field records the total nunber

respondents
t hen 99

case. If the total nunber cannot be determ ned

recor ded.

Fi el ds 43-49

R _NATPR (Natural persons)
3 colums w de (185-187)
numeric

Reliability:

R _BUS (Busi ness)

nuneric

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 93.6%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .75
3 colums w de (189-191)
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .82
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R _NONP (G oups and associ ati ons)
3 colums wi de (193-195)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.6%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .72

R _FED (Federal governnent)
3 colums wi de (197-199)

nuneric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .95

R _SUBST (Subst ate governnent)
3 colums w de (201-203)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 83

R _STATE (State governnent)
3 colums w de (205-207)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .93
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R _FI DUC (Fi duci ari es)
3 colums w de (209-211)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.0%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .70

The structure of each field in this group is the sanme as the
structure of the analogous appellant variables (e.g., APPNATPR,
APPBLUS) . Each field records the nunber of respondents in the

present case that fell into the designated general category of
respondents. If the total nunber cannot be determ ned then 99 is
recorded in the category. The types of respondents recorded in

each field are as foll ows:
R _NATPR = natural persons
R BUS = private business and its executives
R NONP = groups and associ ati ons
R FED = the federal governnment, its agencies, and officials
R _STATE = state governnents, their agencies, and officials
R FIDUC = fiduciaries

Note: if anindividual is |listed by nane, but their appearance
in the case is as a governnent official, then they are counted as
a governnment rather than as a private person. (see exanple under
appel | ant s). Simlar logic is applied to businesses and
associations. O ficers of a conpany or association whose role in
the case is as arepresentative of their conpany or association are
coded as being a business or association rather than as a natural
person. However, enployees of a business or a governnment who are
suing their enployer are coded as natural persons.
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Field 50

R STID
2 colums wi de (213-214)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .90

This field uses the nunerical codes for the states (see field
13, STATE, for alisting of the codes) to indicate the state of the
first listed state or | ocal governnent agency that is a respondent.

Field 51
GENRESP1
1 colum wi de (217)
nuneric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .98

This field reports the coding of the first listed respondent.
The 9 categories are the sane as the first digit of the detailed
coding of the appellants (Note that fields 35, GENAPPEL1l; 38
CENAPEL2; and 54, CGENRESP2 use the sane categories). The variable
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1 = private business (Including crimnal enterprises)

2 = private organi zation or association

3 = federal governnent (includes DC)

4 = sub-state governnent (e.g., county, local, special
district)

5 = state governnent (includes territories & comonwealt hs)

6 = governnent - |evel not ascertained

7 = natural person (Exclude persons named in their official

capacity or who appear because of arole in a private organi zati on)
8 = m scel | aneous
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9 = not ascertained
0O = not applicable (only possible for respondent; e.g. in
cases such as "ex parte jones" which list only one party)

Field 52
BANK R1
1 colum w de (216)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .17

This field records a di chotonous vari abl e to indi cate whet her
or not the first |isted respondent is bankrupt. If there is no
indication of whether or not the respondent is bankrupt, the
respondent is presuned to be not bankrupt. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 = bankrupt

2= not bankr upt

Field 53
RESPOND1
5 colums w de (217-221)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 88.8%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .94

This field records a five digit code to represent a nore
detailed coding of the nature of the first |listed respondent than
is provided in field 51 (CGENRESP1). The first digit of this
variable is the sanme as that for field 51. The variable uses the
sane categories as those used in the coding of the detailed nature
of the appellants |Iisted above.
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(see codes for field 37 above).
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Field 54

GENRESP2
1 colum w de (224)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 90.4%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 87

This field reports the coding of the second |isted respondent
whose detailed code is not identical to the code for the first
listed respondent. The 9 categories are the sane as the first
digit of the detailed coding of the respondents. The vari abl e
takes the foll ow ng val ues:

1 = private business (Including crimnal enterprises)

2 = private organi zation or association

3 = federal governnent (includes DC)

4 = sub-state governnent (e.g., county, local, special
district)

5 = state governnent (includes territories & comonwealths)

6 = governnent - |evel not ascertained

7 = natural person (Exclude persons named in their official
capacity or who appear because of arole in a private organi zati on)

8 = mi scel |l aneous

9 = not ascertained

0O = not applicable (only possible for respondent; e.g. in

cases such as "ex parte jones" which list only one party)
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Field 55

BANK R2
1 colum w de (223)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.0%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 86

This field records a dichotonpus variable to indi cate whet her
or not the second listed respondent is bankrupt. |If there is no
i ndication of whether or not the respondent is bankrupt, the
respondent is presuned to be not bankrupt. The variable takes the
fol |l ow ng val ues:

1 = bankrupt

2= not bankr upt

Field 56
RESPOND2
5 colums w de (224-228)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 88.0%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 86

This field records a five digit code to represent a nore
detail ed coding of the nature of the second |isted respondent than
is provided in field 54 (CGENRESP2). The first digit of this
variable is the sanme as that for field 54. The variable takes the
sane val ues as those reported above for APPEL1 and RESPOND1. If
there are nore than two respondents and at |east one of the
addi tional respondents has a different general category fromthe
first respondent, then the first respondent with a different
general category will be coded as GENRESP2 and RESPOND2.
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Field 57

REALRESP
1 colum w de (230)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.4%
Gama: .98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .51
This field codes whether or not the formally |isted
respondents in the case (i.e., the respondents listed at the top of
the case in F2nd) are the "real parties.” That is, are they the
parti es whose real interests are nost directly at stake ? (e.g., in

sone appeals of adverse habeas corpus petition decisions, the
respondent is listed as the judge who denied the petition, but the
real parties are the prisoner and the warden of the prison)
(anot her exanpl e woul d be "Jones v A 1990 Rolls Royce" where Jones
is a drug agent trying to seize a car which was transporting drugs
- the real party would be the owner of the car).

For cases in which an independent regulatory agency is the
listed respondent, we adopted the following rule: If the agency
intiated the action to enforce a federal rule or the agency was
sued by a litigant contesting an agency action, then the agency was
coded as a real party. However, if the agency initially only acted
as aforumto settle a dispute between two other litigants, and t he
agency is only listed as a party because its ruling in that dispute
is at issue, then the agency is considered not to be a real party.
For exanple, if a union files an unfair |abor practices charge
agai nst a corporation, the NLRB hears the dispute and rules for the
union, and then the corporation petitions the court of appeals to
overturn the agency decision in an appeal entitled "Wdget
Manufacturing, INC v NLRB" the NLRB woul d be coded as not a real
party.

The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

O = both 1st and 2nd listed respondents are real parties
(or if there is only one respondent, and that respondent is a real
party)

1 the 1st respondent is not a real party
the 2nd respondent is not a real party
neither the 1st nor the 2nd respondents are real parties
not ascert ai ned

A WN
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C. O her Participants

Fi el d 58-59
COUNSEL 1
1 colum w de (114)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: . 87
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .79
COUNSEL 2
1 colum w de (116)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: . 83
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .78

These fields record the nature of the counsel for

(COUNSEL1) and the respondent (COUNSEL2).
fol |l ow ng val ues:

none (pro se)

court appointed

| egal aid or public defender
private

government - US
governnent - state or
i nterest group, union,
ot her or not ascertai ned

| ocal

O~NOOUITRWN R

(note: if name of
indication of affiliation, we assuned it
gover nment agency was the party)
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Field 60

AM CUS
1 colum w de (118)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.00
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

This field acts as a flag to i ndi cate whether or not there was
any am cus participation before the court of appeals. The opinions
typically do not indicate anything about the position taken by the
amci, and therefore we did not code on whose behalf the am cus
appeared. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

0O = no amcus participation on either side
1 -7 = the nunber of separate amcus briefs that were filed
8 =8 or nore briefs filed
9 = not ascertained
Field 61
| NTERVEN
1 colum w de (128)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 67

This field records whether one or nore individuals or groups
sought to formally intervene in the appeals court consideration of
the case. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

0= no intervenor in case

1= intervenor= appell ant

2= intervenor = respondent

3= yes, both appel |l ant & respondent
9 = not applicable
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| SSUES CODI NG

A. Basic Nature of |ssue and Deci sion

Field 62
CASETYP1
3 colums wi de (432-434)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 88.4%
Gama: .95
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .95

This field represents a conventional way of identifying the
issue in the case. To avoid confusion of this field with other
ways of conceptualizing the issue in the case, this variable is
referred to as the first case type. The field identifies the
social and/or political context of the litigation in which nore
purely legal issues are argued. Put sonmewhat differently, this
field identifies the nature of the conflict between the litigants.
Many of the categories closely parallel the issue categories in the
Spaet h Suprene Court database (Phase I). As in the Suprene Court
dat abase, the focus here is on the subject matter of the
controversy rather than its | egal basis. However, since the agenda
of the courts of appeals is sonmewhat different fromthe agenda of
the Suprenme Court, the two sets of issue categories are not
identical. |In addition, whereas nost of the Spaeth issue codes in
t he general area of crimnal cases refer to procedural issues that
are frequently resolved in crimnal cases, the crimnal case types
defined bel ow are based on the nature of the crimnal offense in
t he case.

The 220 case type categories are organized into eight ngajor
categories (these eight categories nmake up the values of the
vari abl e GEN SS):

1. crimnal

2. civil rights

3. First Anmendnent
4. due process

5. privacy
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6. | abor relations

7. economc activity and regul ation

9. m scel | aneous

Up to two case types (the second case type is coded as field
65, CASETYP2) are coded for each case, though the majority of cases
have only one case type. No decision was made in coding about
whi ch i ssue was the nost inportant when two or nore case types were
present . Therefore, CASETYP1 should not be considered nore
i nportant than CASETYP2. In the rare cases in which three
casetypes were present, coders attenpted to choose two casetypes
that were in different major categories rather than coding two
casetypes fromthe sane general category.

The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

The listing of specific case type codes that foll ows i s broken down
into the eight general categories |isted above and then each
general category is further divided into several subcategories
(abbreviated SC) noted bel ow Note that the first digit of all
specific case types wthin the sanme general category have the sane
first digit.

GENERAL CATEGORY 1: CRIM NAL -

i ncl udes appeal s of conviction, petitions for post conviction
relief, habeas corpus petitions, and other prisoner petitions which
chal l enge the validity of the conviction or the sentence

SC 1 - federal offenses

101 rnurder

102 rape

103 arson

104 aggravated assault
105 robbery

106 burgl ary

107 auto theft

108 | arceny (over $50)

*note - the 8 crinmes |listed above are the FBlI's "index crines"

109 ot her violent crines

110 narcotics

111 al cohol related crinmes, prohibition
112 tax fraud

113 firearmviol ati ons
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114
115
116

117
118

noral s charges (e.g., ganbling, prostitution, obscenity)

crimnal violations of governnent regul ati ons of busi ness

other white collar crime (involving no force or threat of
force; e.g., enbezzlenment, conputer fraud, bribery)

ot her crimes

federal offense, but specific crinme not ascertai ned
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SC 2- state offenses

121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128

*note -

129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136

137
138

mur der

rape

arson

aggravat ed assaul t
robbery

burgl ary

auto theft

| arceny (over $50)

the 8 crines |listed above are the FBlI's "index crines"

ot her violent crines

narcoti cs

al cohol related crines, prohibition

tax fraud

firearmviol ati ons

noral s charges (e.g., ganbling, prostitution, obscenity)

crimnal violations of governnent regul ati ons of busi ness

other white collar crime (involving no force or threat of
force; e.g., enbezzlenment, conputer fraud, bribery)
other state crines

state offense, but specific crinme not ascertained

SC 3 - not detern ned whether state or federal offense

141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148

*note -

149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156

mur der

rape

arson

aggravat ed assaul t
robbery

burgl ary

auto theft

| arceny (over $50)

the 8 crines |listed above are the FBlI's "index crines"

ot her violent crines

narcotics

al cohol related crines, prohibition

tax fraud

firearmviol ations

noral s charges (e.g., ganbling, prostitution, obscenity)

crimnal violations of governnent regul ati ons of busi ness

other white collar crime (involving no force or threat of
force; e.g., enbezzlenment, conputer fraud, bribery)
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157 other crinmes
158 specific crinme not ascertained

GENERAL CATEGORY 2: CIVIL RICGHTS

Excl udi ng First Amendnent or due process; al so excl uding
clains of denial of rights in crimnal proceeding or clainms by
pri soners that challenge their conviction or their sentence (e.g.,
habeas corpus petitions are coded under the crimnal category);
does include civil suits instituted by both prisoners and
non-prisoners alleging denial of rights by crimnal justice
of ficials.

SC1- civil rights clains by prisoners and those accused of crines

-contesting the condition of their inprisonnment or the denial
of their rights in prison (not used for petitions filed while in
pri son which contest their sentence or conviction)

201 suit for damages for false arrest or fal se confinenent

202 cruel and unusual puni shnment

203 due process rights in prison

204 denial of other rights of prisoners -42 USC 1983 suits
(Note: if a prisoner sought damages under 42 USC 1983 al | egi ng t hat
sone action of prison officials was "cruel & unusual punishnent”
the normal codi ng woul d be casetypl=204 and casetyp2=202)

205 deni al or revocation of parole -due process grounds

206 ot her denial or revocation of parole

207 other prisoner petitions

208 excessive force used in arrest

209 other civil rights violations alleged

by crim nal defendants

SC 2 - voting rights, race discrimnation, sex discrimnation
210 voting rights - reapportionnment & districting

211 participation rights - rights of candidates or groups to
fully participate in the political process; access to

bal | ot
212 voting rights - other (includes race discrimnation in
vot i ng)

213 desegregation of schools
214 ot her desegregation
221 enpl oynent race discrimnation - alleged by mnority
222 other race discrimnation -alleged by mnority
223 enpl oynent: race discrimnation - alleged by caucasin
(or opposition to affirmative action plan which
benefits mnority)
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SC 2

224 other reverse race discrimnation clains
231 enploynent: sex discrimnation -alleged by woman
232 pregnancy discrimnation
233 other sex discrimnation - alleged by wonman
234 enpl oynent: sex discrimnation - alleged by man
(or opposition to affirmative action plan which
benefits wonen)
235 other sex discrimnation - alleged by man
239 suits raising 42 USC 1983 cl ai ns
based on race or sex discrimnation
(i1f raised as part of opposition to governnent econom c
regul ati on, code the econom c issue as the 1st issue and
239 as the 2nd issue)

- other civil rights

241 alien petitions - (includes disputes over attenpts at
deportation)
251 indian rights and | aw (note: under this code,
only civil rights clains under Indian | aw are recorded;
see categories 910-916 for other Indian | aw case types)
261 juveniles
271 poverty law, rights of indigents (civil)
281 rights of handi capped (includes enpl oynent)
282 age discrimnation (includes enploynent)
283 discrimnation based on religion or nationality
284 discrimnation based on sexual preference (except for
category 502)
290 challenge to hiring, firing, pronotion decision of
federal government (other than categories above)
291 other 14th anmendnent and civil rights act cases
299 other civil rights

GENERAL CATEGORY 3: FI RST AMENDMENT

SC1

- religion, press, comerci al

301 comerci al speech
302 |libel, slander, defamation
303 free exercise of religion
304 establishnment of religion
(other than aid to parochial school s)
305 aid to parochial schools
306 press
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SC 2 - speech and ot her expression

307 obscenity (note: if challenge to obscenity law is part
of appeal of crimnal conviction or as part of challenge
to a zoning law, two case types should be coded- 307
plus the appropriate crimnal or econom c category)

308 associ ation

309 federal internal security and conmuni st
control acts, loyalty oaths, security risks

310 legality of expression in context of overt acts (speeches,
parades, picketing, etc.) protestingrace discrimnation

311 overt acts -opposition to war and the mlitary

312 conscientious objectionto mlitary service or other first
amendnent chall enges to the mlitary

313 expression of political or social beliefs conflicting
wi th regul ation of physical activity (includes

denonstrations, parades, canvassing, picketing)

314 threats to peace, safety ,and order (except those covered
above) (includes fighting words, clear and present
danger, incitenent to riot)

315 chal | enges to canpaign spending limts or other limts on
expression in political canpaigns

399 other (includes tests of belief)

GENERAL CATEGORY 4: DUE PROCESS

Clains in civil cases by persons other than prisoners. This
category does not include due process challenges to governnent
econom ¢ regul ation (those chall enges are included in category 7 -
Econom c Activity and Regul ation).

410 denial of fair hearing or notice - governnment enpl oyees
(i ncludes clainms of term nated governnent workers)

411 deni al of hearing or notice in non-enploynment context

412 taking clause (i.e., denial of due process under the
"taking" clause of the 5th or 14th Anmendnents)

413 freedom of information act and other clains of rights of
access (includes all cases involving dispute over
requests for information evenif it does not involve the
freedom of information act)

499 ot her due process issues

GENERAL CATEGORY 5: PRI VACY

501 abortion rights
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502
503

504

505
506
507
599

honmosexual rights where privacy claimraised

contraception and other privacy clains related to marital
relations or sexual behavior (not in 501 or 502)

suits demandi ng conpensation for violation of privacy

rights (e.g., 1983 suits)

mandatory testing (for drugs, AlDs, etc)

mandatory sterilization

right to die or right to refuse nedical help

ot her
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GENERAL CATEGORY 6: LABOR

601
602
603
604

605
606
607
608
609

610

uni on organi zi ng
unfair | abor practices
Fair Labor Standards Act issues
Cccupational Safety and Health Act issues
(i ncl udi ng OSHA enf or cenent)
col | ective bargaining
condi tions of enpl oynent
enpl oynent of aliens
whi ch union has a right to represent workers
non civil rights grievances by worker agai nst union (e.g.,
uni on did not adequately represent individual)
ot her | abor rel ations

GENERAL CATEGORY 7: ECONOM C ACTIVITY AND REGULATI ON

SC 1 taxes, patents, copyright

701
702

est at es)
703

704
705
706
710
711
712
713

state or |ocal tax
federal taxation - individual incone tax
(includes taxes of individuals, fiduciaries, &

federal tax - business incone tax
(1 ncludes corporate and parnership)

federal tax -excess profits
federal estate and gift tax
federal tax - other

pat ent s

copyrights

t rademar ks
trade secrets, personal intellectual property

Note: 703- business incone tax is generally a tax on the

profits

of a business or corporation before they have been

distributed to stockholders or owners; a dispute between the IRS
and a receiver of dividend incone will generally be coded as 702 -
i ndi vi dual incone tax.
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SC 2

SC 3

SC 4

torts

720 notor vehicle

721 airplane

722 product liability

723 federal enployer liability; injuries to dockworkers and
| ongshor enen

724 ot her governnent tort liability

725 wor kers conpensati on

726 nedi cal mal practice

727 other personal injury

728 fraud

729 ot her property damage

730 other torts

- comerci al disputes

731 contract disputes-general (private parties)
(i ncludes breach of contract, disputes over neani ng of
contracts, suits for specific performance, disputes over
whet her contract fulfilled, clains that noney owed on
contract)
(Note: this category is not used when the dispute fits
one of the nore specific categories bel ow).

732 di sputes over government contracts

733 insurance disputes

734 debt collection, disputes over |oans

735 consuner disputes with retail business or providers of
services

736 breach of fiduciary duty; disputes over franchise

agreement s

737 contract disputes - was there a contract, was it a valid
contract ?

738 commerce clause challenges to state or |ocal governnent
action

739 other contract disputes-
(includes msrepresentation or deception in contract,
di sputes anong contractors or contractors and

subcontractors, indemification clains)

740 private econom ¢ di sputes (other than contract disputes)

- bankruptcy, antitrust, securities

741 bankruptcy - private individual (e.g., chapter 7)

742 bankruptcy - business reorgani zation (e.g., chapter 11)

743 ot her bankruptcy

744 antitrust - brought by individual or private business
(i ncludes C ayton Act; Sherman Act; and Wi ght - Pat man)

745 antitrust - brought by governnent

746 regul ation of, or opposition to nergers
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SC 5

under

SC 6

ot her

on other than anti-trust grounds
747 securities - conflicts between private

parties (including corporations)
748 governnment regul ation of securities

- msc econom c regul ation and benefits

750 social security benefits (including SS disability

paynent s)

751 other governnment benefit prograns (e.g., welfare, RR
retirement, veterans benefits, war risk insurance, food
st anps)

752 state or |ocal econom c regulation

753 federal environnmental regulation

754 federal consuner protection regulation (includes pure food
and drug, fal se adverti sing)
755 rent control; excessive profits;
governnent price controls
756 federal regulation of transportation
757 oil, gas, and mneral regulation by federal governnent
758 federal regulation of wutilities (includes telephone,
radi o, TV, power generation)
759 ot her cormerci al regul ation (e.g.,agriculture, independent
regul at ory agenci es) by federal governnment
760 civil RICO suits
761 admralty - personal injury (note:suits against
governnment under admralty should be classified
t he governnment tort category above)
762 admralty - seanens' wage di sputes
763 admralty - maritinme contracts, charter contracts
764 admralty other

- property disputes

770 di sputes over real property (private)

771 em nent domain and disputes with governnment over real
property

772 |l andlord - tenant disputes

773 government seizure of property - as part of enforcenent of
crimnal statutes

774 government seizure of property - civil (e.g., for

del i quent taxes, liens)

799 ot her econom c activity
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GENERAL CATEGORY 9: M SCELLANEQUS

901 mi scel l aneous interstate conflict

902 other federalismissue (only code as issue if opinion
explicitly discusses federalismas an inportant issue -
or if opinion explicity discusses conflict of state power
vs federal power)

903 attorneys (disbarnent; etc)

904 selective service or draft issues (which do not include

1st anmendnent chal | enges)
905 challenge to authority of magi strates,
speci al masters, etc.

906 chal l enge to authority of bankruptcy judge or referees in
bankr upt cy

910 Indian law - crimnal verdict challenged due to

interpretation of tribal statutes or other indian |aw

911 Indian law - commerci al disputes based on interpretation
of Indian treaties or |Iaw (includes di sputes over m neral
rights)

912 Indian law - indian clains acts and disputes over rea
property (includes Al aska Native C ains Act)

913 Indian |l aw - federal regulation of Indian |and and affairs

914 Indian |aw -state/local authority over Indian |and and
affairs

915 Indian law - tribal regulation of economc activities
(includes tribal taxation)

916 ot her Indian | aw

920 international |aw

921 imm gration (except civil rights clainms of inmgrants and
al i ens)

999 ot her

000 not ascertained
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Field 63

GENI SS
1 colum w de (431)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .97

This field records the general issue categories of the nore
detail ed categories of CASETYP1. The variable takes the follow ng
val ues:

crimnal

civil rights

Fi rst Amendnent

due process

privacy

| abor rel ations

econom ¢ activity and regul ation
m scel | aneous

not ascertai ned

CoNoUhwhE
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Field 64
Dl RECT1

1 colum w de (436)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.0%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

This field reports the directionality of the decision of the
court. Many of the directionality codes are consistent wth
commonly used definitions of "liberal"” and "conservative." (A "3"
is often a liberal vote and a "1" is a conservative vote. For
exanpl e, votes in favor of the defendant in a crimnal case, or for
a newspaper editor opposing an attenpt at censorship, or for a
uni on that clainms that managenent viol ated | abor laws when it fired
a worker for union organizing activities would all be coded as
"3"). However, sone issues are not easily categorized along a
i beral/conservative dinension (e.g., attorney discipline cases).
The directionality codes parallel closely the directionality codes
in the Spaeth Suprene Court database. However, sone users nay
want to define liberal and conservative in at |east partially
di fferent ways or may want to define directionality for sonme set of
case type categories along different dinensions. Therefore, each
user should pay close attention to the way directionality is
defined for each particular case type.

The definitions of directionality are specified bel owfor each

case type. For each case type, the outcone defined as a
directionality of "3" is specified. A "1" represents the opposite
out cone. Note that although not explicitly listed under each

i ndi vidual case type, a directionality of "2" neans that the
out cone was "m xed." An outcone coded as "0" neans either that the
directionality could not be determ ned or that the outcone could
not be classified according to any conventi onal outcone standards.

CRIM NAL AND PRI SONER PETI TI ONS

101 - 158 «crim nal

3=for the defendant
l=opposite
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CVIL RIGHTS

201- 209 prisoner petitions
3=for the position of the prisoner
l=opposite

210 -212 voting rights

3=for those who claimtheir voting rights have been viol ated
l=opposite

213, 214 desegregation
3=for desegregation or for the nost extensive desegregation if
alternative plans are at issue
1= opposite
223, 224, 234, 235 reverse discrimnation clains
3=for the rights of the racial mnority or wonen
(1.e., opposing the claimof reverse discrimnation)
l=opposite
Al'l other civil rights:
3=uphol ding the position of the person asserting the denial

of their rights
l=opposite

FI RST ANMENDVENT

301 - 399 (all first amendnent cases)
3=for assertion of broadest interpretation of First Amendnent

protection
l=opposite

DUE PROCESS

410 - 499 (all due process cases)
3=for interest of person asserting due process rights viol ated
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l=opposite

PRI VACY
501 - 599 (all privacy cases)

3= for interest of person asserting privacy rights violated
1= opposite

LABOR
a) Suits agai nst managenent
3= for union, individual worker, or governnent in suit agai nst

managemnment
1= opposite (for managenent)

b) governnent enforcenent of |abor |aws
3=for the federal governnment or the validity of federa

regul ati ons
l=opposite

c) Executive branch vs union or workers
3=for executive branch
1=f or union

d) worker vs union (non-civil rights)

3=for union
1=for i ndividual worker

e) conflicts between rival unions
3=for union which opposed by managenent

1=f or uni on which supported by managenent
O=if neither union supported by managenent or if unclear
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f) injured workers or consuners vs managenent
3=agai nst nmanagenent
1=f or managenent

g) other |abor issues

3=for econom c underdog if no civil rights issue is present;
for support of person claimng denial of civil rights

l=opposite

O=uncl ear

ECONOM C ACTI VITY AND REGULATI ON

701 - 707 Taxes

3= for governnent tax claim
1= opposite (for taxpayer)

710-713 patents and copyrights, etc.

3= for person claimng patent or copyright infringenent
1= opposite

720 - 730 torts

3= for the plaintiff alleging the injury
1 = opposite

731- 740 comrercial disputes (private parties)

3= for econom ¢ underdog if one party is clearly an underdog
in conparison to the other
l=opposite
O=neither party is clearly an econom c underdog
(Note: in cases pitting an individual against a business, the
i ndi vidual is presunmed to be the econom ¢ underdog unless there is
a clear indication in the opinion to the contrary)
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741 - 743 bankruptcy

3=for debtor or bankrupt
l=opposite

744 -746 antitrust, nmergers
3= for government or private party raising claimof violation
of antitrust laws, or party opposing mnerger
l=opposite
747 private conflict over securities
3=for the econom ¢ underdog

l=opposite
0=no cl ear econom ¢ under dog

750 - 751 individual benefits

3=for individual claimng a benefit from governnent
1=for the governnent

di sputes over governnent contracts and gover nnent
sei zure of property

3=for governnent
l=opposite

gover nnment regul ati on of busi ness (except 753, 754)

3=for governnent regul ation
l=opposite

753, 754 environnment and consumer protection

3=for greater protection of the environnment or greater
consuner protection (even if anti-governnent)
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l=opposite

761 admralty - personal injury

3
1

for the injured party
opposite
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762- 764, 790 admralty and m scel |l aneous econom c cases
3=for econom c underdog
l=opposite
O=if no clear underdog

M SCELLANEQUS

902 federalism

3=for assertion of federal power
l=opposite

901 conflict between states

O=for all decisions

903 attorneys
3=for attorney
l=opposite

904 sel ective service
3=for the validity of challenged sel ective service regul ation
or for the governnment interest in dispute with soneone
attenpting to resist induction
l=opposite

905, 906 challenge to magi strates or referees

3=for the authority of the challenged official
l=opposite

910 Indian law - crim nal
3 = for defendant
1 = opposite

911,912 Indian | aw
3 for the claimof the Indian or tribal rights
1 opposite

913,914 Indian |law vs state and federal authority
3 for federal or state authority
1 opposite

915 I ndian | aw
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for tribal regul ation
ot her

3 =
1 =
920 international |aw
3 =for interest of US or US firns when opposed by foreign

firms or governnent;

for US governnent if opposed to either US or foreign
busi ness
opposite
ot her

[N

921 inmm gration

3 = for governnent regul ation
1 = ot her
999, 000 ot her, not ascertai ned

O=for all decisions

* Note: the directionality coding does not inpose any
definition of "liberal", "conservative", or any other ideol ogical
| abel on any user. For categories which are included in the Carp
district court data set a "3" defines the position which Carp and
Rowl and (1983) have | abelled "liberal". Therefore, users may run
conpar abl e anal yses of the district and appeal s courts w t hout any
recodi ng. However, wusers may easily develop their alternative
definitions of |iberal, conservative,etc., by sinply recoding
whi chever issue categories they choose or by excluding certain
i ssue categories altogether

**  Not e: For all <categories, a "2" was coded if the
directionality of the decision was internediate to the extrenes
defined above or if the decision was m xed (e.g., the conviction of
defendant in a crimnal trial was affirmed on one count but
reversed on a second count or if the conviction was afirnmed but the
sentence was reduced. A "0" indicates that the directionality was
not ascert ai ned.
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Field 65

CASETYP2
3 colums w de (438-440)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

See the specific codes |listed under field 62, CASEYTYP1

Field 66
Dl RECT?2
1 colum w de (442)
nuneric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 85.6%
Gama: . 88
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .71

See the specific codes listed under field 64, D RECTL.
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Field 67
TREAT
2 colums wi de (98-99)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: .93
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .90

This field records the disposition by the court of appeal s of
the decision of the court or agency below, i.e., how the decision
below is "treated" by the appeals court. That is, this variable
represents the basic outcome of the case for the litigants and
i ndi cat es whet her the appell ant or respondent "won" in the court of
appeal s. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

= stay, petition, or notion granted

1= affirmed; or affirmed and petition denied

= reversed (include reversed & vacat ed)

= reversed and remanded (or just remanded)

= vacated and renmanded (al so set aside & remanded; nodified
and remanded)

5= affirmed in part and reversed in part (or nodified or
affirmed and nodified)

6=affirnmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded;

affirmed in part, vacated in part, and renmanded

7= vacated

8= petition denied or appeal dismssed

9= certification to another court

10= not ascertai ned
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Field 68

MAJVOTES
2 colums wi de (105-106)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .92

The value for this variable is sinply the nunber of judges who
voted in favor of the disposition favored by the majority. Judges
who concurred in the outcone but wote a separate concurring
opinion are counted as part of the majority. For nobst cases this
vari abl e takes the value "2" or "3." However, for cases decided en
banc the value nmay be as high as 15.

Note: in the typical case, a list of the judges who heard the
case is printed imedi ately before the opinion. If there is no
i ndication that any of the judges dissented and no indication that
one or nore of the judges did not participate in the final
decision, then all of the judges listed as participating in the

decision are assunmed to have cast votes with the majority. | f
there is mssing data for this variable it is usually because the
opinion did not indicate how nmany judges heard the case. The

nunber of majority votes recorded i ncludes district judges or other
judges sitting by designation who partici pated on the appeal s court
panel. |If there is an indication that a judge heard argunment in
the case but did not participate in the final opinion (e.g., the
judge died before the decision was reached), that judge is not
counted in the nunber of majority votes.
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Field 69

DI SSENT
2 colums wi de (108-109)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .93

The value for this variable is the nunber of judges who
di ssented from the majority (either wth or wthout opinion).
Judges who dissented in part and concurred in part are counted as
di ssenti ng.

Field 70
CONCUR
2 colums wi de (111-112)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .82

The value for this field is the nunber of judges who either
wrote a concurring opinion, joined a concuring opinion, or who
i ndi cated that they concurred in the result but not in the opinion
of the court.
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Field 71

HABEAS
1 colum w de (444)
nuneri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .94

This field records whether the case was an appeal of a
decision by the district court on a petition for habeas corpus. A
state habeas corpus case is one in which a state inmate has

petitioned the federal courts. The variable takes the foll ow ng
val ues:

0 = no

1 = yes, state habeas corpus (crimnal)

2 = yes, federal habeas corpus (crimnal)

3 = yes, federal habeas corpus relating to deportation
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Field 72

DECUNCON
2 colums w de (446-447)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .71

This field identifies cases in which the court wutilizes
judicial review with a declaration that some specific statute or
adm nistrative action 1is unconstitutional. Only explicit
statenents in the opinion that some provision is unconstitutional
were used. Procedural violations of the constitutionin the courts
bel ow were not counted as judicial review (e.qg., if the trial court
t hrew out evidence obtained in a search and seizure because of a
4t h Amendnent violation, the action would not count as judicia
review). The variabl e takes the foll ow ng val ues:

0= no declarations of unconstitutionality
1= act of Congress decl ared unconstitutional
(facial invalidity)
2=interpretation/application of federal law invalid
3=federal adm nistrative action or regulation
unconstitutional on its face
4=i nterpretation/application
of adm nistrative regs unconstitutional
5= state constitution declared
unconstitutional on its face
6=i nterpretation/application
of state constitution unconstitutional
7=state |law or regulation
unconstitutional on its face
8=interpretation/application of state | aw regul ation
unconsti tuti onal
9= substate | aw or regul ation
unconstitutional on its face
10=interpretation/application of substate |aw regulation
unconsti tuti onal
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Fields 73 - 75

CONSTI T
1 colum w de (320)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.0%
Gama: .93
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .53
FEDLAW
1 colum w de (322)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 90.8%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .75
PROCEDUR
1 colum w de (324)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 78.0%
Gama: .72
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .61

The coding for these three fields provides two pieces of
information: first, whether there was an issue discussed in the
opinion of the court about the interpretation of the U S
constitution, federal statute, or court precedent or doctrine.
Second, if the issue was present the coding indicates the
directionality of the decision. In these issues, directionality
refers to the way in which the | egal question was answered in terns
of who benefitted fromthe treatnent of the issue.
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For each question, the coding reflects one of four possible
answers to the issue question:

2 yes, the issue was discussed in the opinion and the
resolution of the issue by the court favored the appellant.

1 the issue was discussed in the opinion and the resol ution
of the issue by the court favored the respondent

O issue was not discussed in the opinion

9 the resolution of the issue had mxed results for the
appel I ant and respondent

Note, that values 1,2 and 9 all indicate that the issue was
di scussed in the opinion. So if you want to sinply identify all
cases in which the issue was di scussed, select all cases in which
the value of the variable is greater than zero.

The specific issues for the three issues are:

CONSTI T -

Did the court's conclusion about the constitutionality of a
| aw or admi nistrative action favor the appellant ?

(a code of "0" neans that there was no discussion in the
opi nion about the constitutionality of a law or admnistrative
action)

FEDLAW -

Did the interpretation of federal statute by the court favor
t he appel | ant ?

(a code of "0" nmeans that there was no discussion in the
opi nion about the interpretation of federal statute).

PROCEDUR -

Did the interpretation of federal rule of procedures, judicial
doctrine, or case law by the court favor the appellant ?
(note: this issue should not be considered to be present if the
case law discussed in the opinion was related only to the
interpretation of statute) (does include consideration of agency
doctrines and precedents).
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Field 76

TYPEI SS
1 colum w de (326)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 93.6%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .93

This field records the general category of issues discussed in
t he opinion of the court. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

not ascertai ned

crimnal and prisoner petitions
civil - governnent

diversity

civil - private

ot her, not applicable

GahrhWNEFLO

These four categories are used bel ow as the general categories
for specification of the specific issues discussed in the opinion
of the court.

Definitions of Categories:

1 crimnal - includes appeals of conviction, petitions for
post conviction relief, habeas corpus petitions, and ot her prisoner
petitions which challenge the validity of the conviction or the
sentence or the validity of continued confinenment. includes parole
revocati on.

2. Cvil - Governnent - these wll include appeals from
admnistrative agencies (e.g., OSHA FDA), the decisions of
admnistrative law judges, or the decisions of independent
regul atory agencies (e.g., NLRB, FCC, SEC). The focus in

admnistrative lawis usually on procedural principles that apply
to admnistrative agencies as they affect private interests,
primarily through rul emaking and adjudication. Tort actions
agai nst the governnent, including petitions by prisoners which
chal I enge the conditions of their confinenment or which seek danages
for torts commtted by prion officials or by police fit in this
category. In addition, this category will include suits over taxes
and clains for benefits from governnent.

3 Diversity of Citizenship - civil cases involving disputes
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bet ween citizens of different states (renmenber that businesses
have state citizenship). These cases will always involve the
application of state or Ilocal |aw If the case is centrally
concerned with the application or interpretation of federal

law then it is not a diversity case.

4. Cvil D sputes- Private - includes all civil cases that do
not fit in any of the above categories. The opposing litigants
wi Il be individuals, businesses or groups.

B. Most Frequently Cited Constitutional Provisions, Statutes, and
Procedural Rul es

The coding of the ten fields in this section was based on the
headnot es whi ch summari ze the points of law in the Wst Topic and
Key Nunber System (Note that when the sane headnote has a
constitutional provision, a section of the US code, and a rule of
civil or crimnal procedure, all were coded under the appropriate
field):

There are four sets of variables coded: constitutional
provisions cited, titles and sections of the U S Code cited,
Federal rules of Civil Procedure cited, and Federal Rules of
Crimnal Procedure cited. |In each case, coders first counted the
nunber of tinmes each constitutional, statutory, or federal rule
provision was cited in the headnotes (i.e., a count of the nunber
of headnote entries that contained a reference to a given
provi si on). Then the nost frequent and second nost frequently
cited provision in each category was coded.
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Field 77

CONST1
3 colums w de (250-252)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 96

This field records the nost frequently cited provision of the
U S Constitution in the headnotes to this case. If no
constitutional provisions are cited, a zero is entered.
If one or nore are cited, the article or anendnent to the
constitution which is nmentioned in the greatest nunber of headnotes
is coded. In case of atie, the first nmentioned provision of those
that are tied is coded.

If it is one of the original articles of the constitution, the
nunber of the article is preceeded by two zeros.

If it is an anmendnent to the constitution, the number of the
anendnent (zero filled to two places) is preceeded by a "one.™

Exanpl es: 001 Article 1 of the original constitution

101 = 1st Anendnent
114 = 14t h Anendnent
Field 78
CONST?2
3 colums w de (254-256)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.9%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 96

This field records the second nost frequently cited
constitutional provision, using the sane codes as those for CONST1
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above

Field 79

USC1
3 colums w de (258-260)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .97

This field records the nost frequently cited title of the U S
Code in the headnotes to this case.
I f none, then a "0" is entered. If one or nore provisions are
cited, the nunber of the nost frequently cited title is entered.

Field 80
USC1SECT
5 colum w de (262-266)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .79

This field records the nunber of the section fromthe title of
the US Code selected for field 79, USClL, which was the nost
frequently cited section of that title. In case of ties, t he
first to be cited was coded. The section nunber will have up to
four digits and will follow "USC'" or "USCA. "
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Field 81

usc2
3 colums w de (268-270)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.0%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .91

This field codes the second nost frequently cited title of the
US Code (if fewer than two titles were cited, a "0" was recorded).

To choose the second title, the following rule was used: |If
two or nore titles of USC or USCA are cited, choose the second nost
frequently cited title, even if there are other sections of the
title already coded which are nentioned nore frequently. If the
title already coded is the only title cited in the headnotes,
choose the section of that title whichis cited the second greatest
nunber of tines.

Field 82
USC2SECT
5 colum w de (272-276)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: .94
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .91

this field records the nost frequently cited section of the
title selected in field 81, USC2.
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Field 83

Cl VPROC1
3 colums wi de (278-280)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .94

Was a federal rule of civil procedure cited in the headnotes ?

If no, then "0" was entered.

| f yes, then the nunber of the rule cited in the nost headnotes was
recorded. For ties, the first rule cited was sel ected

Field 84
Cl VPROC2
3 colums wi de (282-284)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 87

Was a second federal rule of civil procedure cited in the headnotes
I)

If no, then "0" was entered.

If yes, then the nunber of the rule cited in the second nost
headnotes was recorded. For ties, the first rule cited was
sel ected

114



Field 85

CRMPROCL
3 colums wi de (286-288)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 96

Was a federal rule of crimnal procedure cited in the headnotes ?
If no, then "0" was entered.

| f yes, then the nunber of the rule cited in the nost headnotes was
recorded. For ties, the first rule cited was sel ect ed.

Field 86
CRVPROC2
3 colums w de (290-292)
numeric

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0

Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Was a second federal rule of crimnal procedure cited in the
headnotes ?

If no, then "0" was entered.

If yes, then the nunber of the rule cited in the second nost

headnotes was recorded. For ties, the first rule cited was
sel ected
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GENERAL NOTES FOR FI ELDS 87 - 151 (1 SSUE CODING SECTIONS C, D, E
F, O§:

Each of these issues is stated in ternms of a question which
can be answered yes or no if the issue was addressed by the court.
All issues were coded fromthe perspective of the court of appeals

majority opinion. |If the court discussed the issue in its opinion
and answered the related question in the affirmative, a "2" was
entered. If the issue was di scussed and the opinion answered the

gquestion negatively, a "1" was entered. |If the opinion considered
t he question but gave a "m xed" answer, supporting the respondent
in part and supporting the appellant in part (or if two issues
treated separately by the court both fell within the area covered
by one question and the court answered one question affirmatively
and one negatively), then a "9" was entered. If the opinion either
did not consider or discuss the issue at all or if the opinion
indicates that this issue was not worthy of consideration by the
court of appeal s even though it was di scussed by the | ower court or
was raised in one of the briefs, a "0" was entered. For crimna
i ssues, one additional answer was coded. | f the question was
answered in the affirmati ve (which typically neant the position of
t he defendant was supported), but the error articulated by the
court was judged to be harm ess, then a "3" was recorded. Thus the
answers to these questions provide tw discrete pieces of
information: i) was a given issue discussed in the opinion of the
court; andii) if discussed, the directionality of the treatnent of
t he answer. For nost issues, the directionality is phrased in
terms of whether the treatnment by the court of the l|egal issue
favored the position of the appellant or the respondent.

In sunmmary, for fields 87-151, the variable nmay take one of
the foll ow ng val ues:

9 court gave m xed answer to question

3 yes, but error was harm ess (crimnal cases only) (or
court did not decide the issue because even if the alleged error
occurred, it was harm ess)

2 yes, court answered question in affirmative

1 no, court answered question negatively

O issue not discussed

Only issues actually discussed in the opinion were coded. |If
the opinion notes that a particular issue was raised by one of the
[itigants but the court dism sses the issue as frivolous or trivial
or not worthy of discussion for sonme other reason, then the answer
to that issue question was coded as "0".
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C. Threshhol d I ssues

Fields 87 - 96 all refer to threshhold issues at the trial court
| evel . These issues are only considered to be present if the court
of appeals is reviewng whether or not the litigants should
properly have been allowed to get a trial court decision on the
merits. That is, the issue is whether or not the issue crossed
properly the threshhold to get on the district court agenda. (But
remenber that the answer to each question ("yes" or "no") is based
on the directionality of the appeals court decision; (e.g., for
field 87, JURIS, a "2" was entered if the appeals court concl uded
either that the district court was wong in dismssing the suit for
lack of jurisdiction or if the appeals court affirned the
conclusion of the district court that it had jurisdiction.) |If it
is conceded that the trial court properly reached the nerits, but
the issue is whether, in spite of that concession, the appellant
has a right to an appeals court decision on the nerits (e.g., the
i ssue becanme npot after the trial), the issue is coded as a
threshhol d i ssue at the appeals court |evel (see fields 97-99).

Field 87
JURI S
1 colum wi de (294)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 80

Did the court determne that it had jurisdiction to hear this
case ?

Note: a "9" is used for this variable when the opinion
di scussed challenges to the jurisdiction of the court to hear
several different issues and the court ruled that it had
jurisdiction to hear sone of the issues but did not have
jurisdiction to hear other issues.
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Field 88

STATECL
1 colum w de (296)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.0%
Gama: . 82
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .15

Did the court dismss the case because of the failure of the
plaintiff to state a clai mupon which relief could be granted ?

Note: this variable also includes cases where the court
concl uded that there was no proper cause of action.

Field 89
STANDI NG
1 colum w de (298)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

Did the court determne that the parties had standing ?
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Field 90

MOOTNESS
1 colum w de (300)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 67

Did the court conclude that an i ssue was nmoot ?

Field 91
EXHAUST
1 colum w de (302)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .71

Did the court determne that it would not hear the appeal for
one of the follow ng reasons : a)adm nistrative renedi es had not
been exhausted; or b) the issue was not ripe for judicial action ?
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Field 92

TI MELY
1 colum w de (304)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 80

Did the court conclude that it could not reach the nerits of
the case because the litigants had not conplied wth sonme rule

relating to tineliness, a filing fee, or because a statute of
limtations had expired ?

Field 93
| MVUNI TY
1 colum w de (306)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .56

Did the court refuse to reach the nerits of the appeal because
it concluded that the defendant had inmmunity (e.g., the
governnental inmmunity doctrine) ?
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Field 94

FRI VOL
1 colum w de (308)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court conclude that either the original case was
frivolous or raised only trivial issues and therefore was not
suitable for actions on the nerits ?

Field 95
PCOLQUEST
1 colum w de (310)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court refuse torule onthe nerits of the case because
it was considered to be a nonjusticiable "political question" ?
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Field 96

OTHTHRES
1 colum w de (312)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.0%
Gama: . 89
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .29

Did the court refuse to rule on the nerits of the appea
because of sone other threshhold issue (at the trial level) ?
(i ncludes coll ateral estoppel)

REM NDER: Fields 97-99 are threshhold issues at the appellate
| evel .

Field 97
LATE
1 colum w de (314)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .82

Did the court refuse to decide the appeal because the
appellant failed to conply with sonme rule relating to tineliness of
the appeal (e.g., failed to pay the filing fee on tinme or m ssed
the deadline to file the appeal)?
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Field 98

FRI VAPP
1 colum w de (316)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 57

Did the court conclude that it could not reach the nerits of
t he case because the notion or appeal was frivol ous or raised only

trivial issues and was therefore not suitable for appellate review
?

Field 99
OTHAPPTH
1 colum w de (318)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.0%
Gama: . 89
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .29

Did the court refuse to rule on the nerits of the appea
because of sone other threshhold i ssue that was rel evant on appeal
but not at the original trial ? (e.g., the case becane noot after
the original trial)
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D. CRIM NAL |ssues

Note that in the crimnal category, but in no other category, the
response: 3= yes, but error was harm ess, is possible for nopst
gquesti ons.

Field 100
PREJUD
1 colum w de (328)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.8%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 49

Was there prejudicial conduct by prosecution ?
(1 ncludi ng prosecutor refusing to produce
evi dence which woul d ai d def endant)

Field 101
| NSANE
1 colum w de (330)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 57

Did the court belowerr innot permtting an insanity defense?
(or did the court err inits conclusion about whet her the def endant
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was nmentally conpetent to stand trial)
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Field 102

| MPROPER
1 colum w de (332)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: -1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -.04

Did the court conclude that there was inproper influence on
the jury ?
(other than the prejudicial conduct by the prosecutor coded above
in field 100. Includes jury tanpering and failure to shield jury
from prejudicial nedia accounts).

Field 103
JURYI NST
1 colum w de (334)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .81

Did the court conclude that the jury instructions were
i nproper ?
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Field 104

OTHJURY
1 colum w de (336)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .81

Did the court conclude that the jury conposition or selection
was invalid or that the jury was biased or tanpered wth?

Field 105
DEATHPEN
1 colum w de (338)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .81

Did the court conclude that the death penalty was inproperly
i nposed (i.e., this questions deals only with the validity of the
sentence, and is not related to whether or not the conviction was
proper) ?

129



Field 106

SENTENCE
1 colum w de (340)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .40

Did the court conclude that sone other penalty was inproperly
i nposed ?

Field 107
| NDI CT
1 colum wi de (342)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .63

Did the court rule that the indictnent was defective ?
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Field 108

CONFESS
1 colum w de (344)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.4%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .53

Did the court conclude that a confession or an incrimnating
statenent was inproperly admtted ?

Note: this applies only to an incrimnating statenent nmade by
t he def endant.

Field 109
SEARCH
1 columm wi de (346)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 85

Did the court below inproperly rule for the prosecution on an

issue related to an alleged illegal search and seizure ?

(Note: this issue wll also be coded as present if a civi
suit brought by a prisoner or a crimnal defendant in another
action that alleges a tort based on an illegal search and sei zure)
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Field 110

OTHADM S
1 colum w de (348)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 64

Did the court rule that sonme ot her evidence was i nadm ssibile
(or did ruling on appropriateness of evidentary hearing benefit the
def endant )?

Field 111
PLEA
1 colum w de (350)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

(PLEA BARGAI N- includes all challenges to plea)
Did the court rule for the defendant on an issue related to
pl ea bar gai ni ng?
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Field 112

COUNSEL
1 colum w de (352)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .83

Did the court rule that the defendant had i nadequate counsel ?

Field 113
RTCOUNS
1 colum w de (354)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .44

Did the court rule that the defendant's right to counsel was
violated (for some reason other than inadequate counsel) ?
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Field 114

SUFFI C
1 colum w de (356)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .78

Did the court rule that there was insufficient evidence for
conviction ?

Field 115
| NDI GENT
1 colum w de (358)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court rule that the defendant's rights as an indi gent
wer e viol at ed?
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Field 116

ENTRAP
1 colum w de (360)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .99

Did the court rule that the defendant was the victim of
illegal entrapnent?

Field 117
PROCDI S
1 colum w de (362)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court uphold the dism ssal by district court on
procedural grounds ?
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Field 118

OTHCRI M
1 colum w de (364)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.0%
Gama: . 87
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 46

Did the court rule for the defendant on other grounds (e.g.,
right to speedy trial, doubl e | eopardy, confrontation,
retroactivity, self defense; includes the question of whether the
def endant wai ved the right to raise sone claim ?

(note: if there are two other issues and the court ruled for the
def endant on one and agai nst the defendant on the other, then code
direction as "2" = yes).

E. Gvil Law Issues

This section includes questions about issues that nay appear
in any civil law cases including civil governnent, civil private,
and diversity cases.

Field 119
DUEPROC
1 colum w de (366)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.4%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .59

Did the interpretation of the requirenments of due process by
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the court favor the appellant ?
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Field 120

EXECORD
1 colum w de (368)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: -1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -0.02

Did the interpretation of executive order or admnistrative
regul ation by the court favor the appellant ? (does not include
whet her or not an executive order was | awful)

Field 121
STPOLI CY
1 colum w de (370)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 89.2%
Gama: .90
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 64

Did the interpretation of state or |ocal |aw, executive order,
adm ni strative regulation, doctrine, or rule of procedure by the
court favor the appellant ?
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Field 122

V\EI GHTEV
1 colum w de (372)
numeric
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 76.0%
Gama: .61
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .32
D d the factual interpretation by the <court or its
conclusions (e.g., regarding the weight of evidence or the

sufficiency of evidence) favor the appellant ?
(i ncludes discussions of whether the litigant net the burden of
pr oof)

Field 123
PRETRI AL
1 colum wi de (374)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: .95
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 46

Did the court's rulings on pre-trial procedure favor the
appel l ant ?
(does not include rulings on notions for summary judgnent; but
does i nclude whether or not thereis aright tojury trial, whether
the case should be certified as a class action, or whether a
prospective party has a right to intervene in the case)

139



Field 124

TRI ALPRO
1 colum w de (376)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 93.6%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .44

Did the court's ruling on procedure at trial favor the
appel l ant ?
(includes jury instructions and notions for directed verdi cts nmade
during trial).

Field 125
POST_TRL
1 colum wi de (378)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 49

Did the court's ruling on sone post-trial procedure or notion
(e.g., allocating court costs or post award relief) favor the
appellant ? (does not include attorneys' fees; but does include
nmotions to set aside a jury verdict)
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Field 126

ATTYFEE
1 colum w de (380)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 66

Did the court's ruling on attorneys' fees favor the appellant?

Field 127
JUDGDI SC
1 colum w de (382)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 96.8%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 57

Did the court's ruling on the abuse of discretion by the tri al
judge favor the appellant ? (includes issue of whether the judge
actually had the authority for the action taken; does not include
guestions of discretion of adm nistrative |aw judges - see field
145) .
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Field 128

ALTDI SP
1 colum w de (384)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .40

Dd the court's ruling on an issue arising out of an
alternative di spute resol ution process (ADR, settl enent conference,
role of nmediator or arbitrator, etc.) favor the appellant ?

Field 129
| NJUNCT
1 colum w de (386)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .70

Did the court's ruling on the validity of an injunction or the
denial of an injunction or a stay of injunction favor the
appel l ant ?
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Field 130

SUMVARY
1 colum w de (388)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: . 97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .51

Did the court's ruling on the appropriateness of sumrary
j udgment or the denial of summary judgnent favor the appellant ?

Field 131
FEDVST
1 colum w de (390)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .63

Did the court rule that federal |aw should take precedence
over state or local laws in a case involving the conflict of |aws
(1.e, which laws or rules apply) ?
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Field 132

FOREI GN
1 colum w de (392)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court rule that donestic | aw (federal, state or | ocal)
shoul d take precedence over foreign law in a case involving the
conflict of laws (i.e., which laws or rules apply- foreign country
vs federal, state, or local) ?

Field 133
| NT_LAW
1 colum wi de (394)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court rule in favor of the appell ant on an issue
related to the interpretation of a treaty or international |aw ?
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Field 134

ST V. ST
1 colum w de (396)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 50

Did the court rule in favor of the appellant on the issue of
a conflict of laws ( which laws or rules apply ) other than federal
v state or foreign v donestic (e.g., one state vs second state) ?

Field 135
DI SCOVER
1 colum w de (398)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 49

Did the court's interpretation of rules relating to discovery
or other issues related to obtaining evidence favor the appellant?
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Field 136

OTHCI VI L
1 colum w de (400)
numeri c
Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.8%
Gamma: -1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -0.1
Was there a significant other issue that does not fall into

one of the specifically enunerated categories ?

F.CQVIL - GOVERNMVENT (Civil | awissues invol vi ng gover nnent actors)

Field 137
SUBEVI D
1 colum w de (402)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 69

Did the court's interpretation of the substantial evidence
rul e support the governnent ? ("such evidence as a reasonable m nd
m ght accept as adequate to support a conclusion”; "nore than a
mere scintilla") (Note: this issue is present only when the court
indicates that it is using this doctrine. Wen the court is nerely
di scussing the evidence to determ ne whet her the evidence supports
the position of the appellant or respondent, you should choose
field 122 - weight of evidence- instead of this issue).
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Field 138

DENOVO
1 colum w de (404)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court's use of the standard of review, "de novo on
facts" support the governnment ? (the courts generally recognize
that de novo reviewis inpractical for the bul k of agency deci si ons
so the substantial evidence standard hel ps provi de a m ddl e cour se)
(this is de novo review of admnistrative action - not de novo
review of trial court by appeals court)

Field 139
ERRON

1 colum wi de (406)
numeri c

Did the court's use of the clearly erroneous standard support
the governnent ? (a sonewhat narrower standard than substantia
evi dence) (or ignore usual agency standards)

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.6%
Gama: -1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -0.01
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Field 140

CAPRI C
1 colum w de (408)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 46

Did the courts's use or interpretation of the arbitrary and
capricious standard support the governnent ? (APA allows courts to
overturn agency actions deenmed to be arbitrary or capricious, an
abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with |aw
Overton Park enphasized this is a narrow standard--one nust prove
t hat agency's action is wthout a rational basis) (also includes
the "substantial justification" doctrine)

Field 141
ABUSEDI S
1 colum w de (410)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.0%
Gama: .97
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .31

Did the court conclude that it should defer to agency
di scretion ? (for exanple, if the action was commtted to agency
di scretion)
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Field 142

JUDREV
1 colum wi de (412)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court conclude the decision was subject to judicial
review? (Wile questions of fact are subject to limted review,
guestions of |law are subject to full review The problem becones
determ ni ng which are clear questions of |law or fact as they are
often "m xed")

Field 143
GENSTAND
1 colum w de (414)
numeric
Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.4%
Gama: . 89
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 38

Did the agency articul ate the appropriate general standard?
[this question includes--did the agency interpret the statute
"correctly"--the courts often refer here to the rational basis
test, plain meaning, reasonable construction of the statute,
congressional intent, etc.] (also includes question of which |aw
applies or whether anended | aw vs | aw bef ore anendnent applies)
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Field 144

NOTI CE
1 colum w de (416)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the agency give proper notice?
(decisions that affect life, liberty, or property nust be preceded
by adequate notice and an opportunity for a fair hearing)

Field 145
ALJ
1 colum wi de (418)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 89

Did the court support the decision of an adm nistrative |aw
j udge ?
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Field 146

AGEN_ACQ
1 colum wi de (420)
numeri c

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.2%
Gama: -1.0

Kendal | ' s Tau- b: -0.01

Did the court rule for the government in an issue related to
agency acquisition of information (e.g. physical inspections,
sear ches, subpoenas, records, etc) ?

Field 147
FREEI NFO
1 colum wi de (422)
nuneric

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0

Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court rule in favor of the governnment when the
adm ni strative action in question related to the agency's providing
information to those who request it? (e.g. Freedomof |Infornmation,

issues of governnental confidentiality, "governnment in the
sunshi ne")
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Field 148

COVIVENT
1 colum wi de (424)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 100%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Di d agency give proper opportunity to comrent?

Field 149
RECORD
1 colum wi de (426)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .44

Did the agency fail to develop an adequate record ? (e.g.,
court unable to determ ne what doctrine was used for the decision
or unable to determ ne the basis of the decision)
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G DI VERSITY | SSUES

Field 150
DI VERSE
1 colum wi de (428)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: 1.0

Did the court conclude that the parties were truly diverse ?

Field 151
VHLAWS
1 colum w de (430)
numeri c

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.8%
Gama: . 98

Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .41

Did the court's discussion of which state's |laws should

control their ruling in the case support the position taken by the
appel l ant ?

158



159



JUDGES AND VOTES

The remaining fields record an identifying code for each judge
who participated on the courts of appeal s panel and four indicators
of their voting: i) the directionality of their vote on the first
casetype; ii) the directionality of their vote on the second
caset ype; iiti) whether they voted with the court majority or
di ssented in the resolution of the first casetype; and iv) whether
they voted with the court majority or dissented in the resolution
of the second casetype. Thus, there are five fields for each judge.

A large majority of the cases were deci ded by 3 judge panels.
Therefore only 11 fields (Field 160-170) have data for nobst cases.
Fields 171-228 have m ssing values for nost cases. However, for
cases deci ded en banc, fields for as many as 15 judges (i.e., 71
fields) have dat a.

A judge code will normally be recorded for the first three
judges. For appeals court judges, the values of these codes wll
range from 101 to 1252. For district judges who sat on appeal s
court panels, the judge codes will have five digits. There will be
a mssing value code for one of the first three judges in the
follow ng circunstances: a) when only two judges participated in
the final decision of the court (e.g., occasionally only two judges
are appointed to the panel or one of the original three judges dies
before the decision was announced); b) when one of the judges on
t he panel was fromsone court other than the U S. Courts of Appeals
or the U S. District Courts (e.g., fromthe Court of Custons and
Pat ents Appeal s); c¢) the nanes of the judges were not listed in the
Federal Reporter (this occurs primarily in short per curiam
opinions in the 1920s and 1930s). 1In a few cases, primarily but
not exclusively fromthe 1920s and 1930s, only one judge sat on the
appeal s court "panel" deciding the case.

For all of the judges on the panels who have served on the
U S. Courts of Appeals (including those who were on senior status
at the tinme of their participation) the five digit judge codes
recorded in these fields can be nerged with the United States
Courts of Appeals Judge Data Base! (the "Auburn" data) to permt
the analysis of the relationship of a wde variety of judicial
attributes to patterns of judicial voting. Appendi x 3 provi des an
al phabetical list by circuit of judges who served on the courts of

! The United States Courts of Appeals Judge Data Base, Gary
Zuk, Deborah J. Barrow, and CGerard S. Gyski (Co-Principal
| nvestigators), NSF # SBR-93-11999.
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appeal s between 1925 and 1996. This judge list in Appendix 3 also
records the nunerical code for each judge (i.e., the values
recorded in the variables CODEJ1, CODEJ2, CODEJ3, CODEJ4, CODEJS,
etc.) and presents the correspondence between these five digit
codes and the nanes of the appeals court judges.

The Auburn data provides a wealth of data on the persona
attributes and career history of each appeals court judge.
Included in this data base are the dates of appointnent to and
| eaving the courts of appeals, the political party and religion of
the judge, the nane and party of the appointing president, the
state of appointnent, and a wealth of data on the prior career and
educational record of each judge.

The Auburn data contains a variable called "IDS'" that is
designed to match the val ues of CODEJ1, CODEJ2, CODEJ3, etc. in the
appeal s court data base. To conbine the Auburn data with the
appeal s court data, one should first convert the unit of analysis
of the data base fromcase to judge vote. Then, create a variable
in the appeals court data called "IDS" with the val ues of CODEJ and
merge the two data bases using that variable.

Note:if a district court judge or a senior district court judge
partici pates on the panel, see the separate list of district court
judges in Appendix 4 for the five digit judge code. However, note
that no background data is available for these |udges.
Cccasionally soneone other than an appeals court judge or a
district court judge sits on a panel of the courts of appeals.
Since we have no identification codes for such judges, the judge
code variabl e has m ssi ng dat a.

Merger of appeals court data and the judge background data

To nerge the appeal s court data and t he background data using
SAS, use the SAS statenents bel ow (assunme that the appeals court
data is in a prior data step called "one" and that the background
data is in a data step called "back"”). This nmerger should be run
after the cleanup descri bed bel ow has been run.

Before the two data bases are nerged, sone clean-up is
necessary. This cleanup is due primarily because sone judges
served on nore than one circuit at different points in their
career. Such judges received separate codes in the appeals court
data for each circuit, but in the Auburn data they received a
singl e uni que code. The statenents below, witten in SAS, provide
t he necessary cl ean-up. Users enploying some other statistica
package can utilize the logic of these statenments to make the
conver si on. Statenents in regular print are the actual SAS
statenents. Statenents in bold are explanantions to the reader and
shoul d not be part of the actual program
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SAS statenents

dat a back
proc sort; by ids;
run;

data two; set one;

codej =codej 1; jvote=directl; marker=1; output;
codej =codej 2; jvote=j2votel; marker=2; output;
codej =codej 3; jvote=j3votel; marker=3; output;
codej =codej 4; jvote=j4votel; marker=4; output;
codej =codej 5; jvote=j5votel; marker=5; output;
codej =codej 6; jvote=j6votel; marker=6; output;
codej =codej 7; jvote=j 7votel; marker=7; output;
codej =codej 8; jvote=j8votel; marker=8; output;
codej =codej 9; jvote=j9votel; marker=9; output;
codej =codej 10; jvote=j 10votel; marker=10; output;
codej =codej 11; jvote=j 1llvotel; marker=11; output;
codej =codej 12; jvote=j 12votel; marker=12; output;
codej =codej 13; jvote=j 13votel; marker=13; output;
codej =codej 14; jvote=j 1l4votel; marker=14; output;
codej =codej 15; jvote=j 15votel; marker=15; output;

/* the above statenents essentially create 15 lines of data

for every original line (each line was a case) of data. Each new
line has all of the original data plus the values for three new
vari abl es: "codej", "jvote", and "marker." If you want to switch

back to case (rather than judge) as the unit of analysis, sinply
select only data lines with marker=1 */

data three; set two;
if codej gt O; if codej It 1300;

[* "if codej gt 0" elimnates all the data Iines with m ssing
values -e.g., it neans that if a case was decided by a 3 judge
panel, only 3 new data lines (one for each judge on the panel)
rather than 15 will be created. */

[* "if code; It 1300" elimnates all judges who are not
appeal s court judges */

if codej gt O then ids=codej;

if codej = 218 then ids=722;
i f codej = 346 then ids=0;

f codej = 536 then ids=542;
f codej = 624 then ids=722;
f codej= 970 then 1ds=971;
f codej= 973 then ids=970;
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codej =
codej =
codej =1101
codej =1102
codej =1104
codej =1106
codej =1107
codej =1108
codej =1109
codej =1110
codej =1111
codej =1112
codej =1113
codej =1114
codej =1115
codej =1116
codej =1117
codej =1118

1007 then i ds=808;
1015 then i ds=819;

t hen i ds=502;
t hen i ds=510;
t hen i ds=514;
t hen i ds=516;
t hen i ds=521;
t hen i ds=523;
t hen i ds=524;
t hen i ds=570;
t hen i ds=530;
t hen i ds=534;
t hen i ds=537;
t hen i ds=540;
t hen i ds=545;
t hen i ds=554;
t hen i ds=555;
t hen i ds=556;

/* the lines above clean up the discrepancies so that all of
our judge codes get matched up with the correct set of background
data */

proc sort; by
run;

dat a conbi ne;

i ds;

nmerge three back; by ids;

Field 160
wi de (453- 458)

Reliability:

Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 99.6%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .98

CODEJ1
5 col um
nuneric
Code for

judge 1 (see separate judge codes). Note that if the

opinion is signed, the opinion author is always |isted as judge 1.
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|f the decision is per curiam judge 1 wll be any nenber of the
majority. Since the first judge is thus by definition part of the
majority, the directionality of the votes of judge 1 are al ways the
sane as the directionality of the court's decision. Ther ef or e,
separate variables were not created for the votes and majority
status of judge 1.
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Field 161

CODEJ2
5 colum w de (460-465)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 98.4%
Gama: . 98
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .98

The code for the second judge on the panel (note: any judge
other than the author of the mgjority opinion could be coded as
judge 2. There is no significance to the designation as the second
rather than the third judge on the panel).

Field 162
J2VOTEL
1 colum wi de (468)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.4%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 86

Vote of the second judge on the first casetype. Usi ng the
sane directionality coding as used for the directionality of the
court's decision (i.e., DI RECT1)
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Field 163

J2VOTE2
1 colum wide (471)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 86.4%
Gama: .85
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .70

Vot e of the second judge on the 2nd casetype. Using the sane
directionality coding as used for the directionality of the court's
decision (i.e., D RECT2)

Field 164
J2NVAJ1
1 colum w de (467)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 95.2%
Gama: . 96
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .31

This field records whether judge 2 voted with the magjority on
the first casetype. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed
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Field 165

J2VAJ 2
1 colum w de (470)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 82.4%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 68

This field records whether judge 2 voted with the majority on
the second casetype. The variable takes the follow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed

Field 166
CODEJ3
5 colum w de (473-478)
numeric

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 97.2%
Gama: .92
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .92

The code for the third judge on the panel (note: any judge
other than the author of the mgjority opinion could be coded as
judge 3. There is no significance to the designation as the second
rather than the third judge on the panel).
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Field 167

J3VOTEL
1 colum wi de (481)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 92.0%
Gama: .91
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 83

Vote of the third judge on the first casetype. Using the sane
directionality coding as used for the directionality of the court's
decision (i.e., D RECT1)

Field 168
J3VOTE2
1 colum wi de (484)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 86.0%
Gama: .76
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .58

Vote of the third judge on the 2nd casetype. Using the sane
directionality coding as used for the directionality of the court's
decision (i.e., D RECT2)
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Field 169

J3VAJ1
1 columm wi de (480)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 94.4%
Gama: .99
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: .81

This field records whether judge 3 voted with the majority on
the first casetype. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed

Field 170
J3VAJ2
1 colum wi de (483)
numeri c

Reliability:
Rate of Intercoder Agreenent: 82.4%
Gama: 1.0
Kendal | ' s Tau- b: . 68

This field records whether judge 3 voted with the majority on
the second casetype. The variable takes the follow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed
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Field 171

CODEJ4
5 colum w de (490-495)
numeri c

The code for the fourth judge on the panel (note: any judge
other than the author of the mgjority opinion could be coded as
judge 4.).

Field 172
J4VOTEL
1 colum wi de (497)
numeri c

Vote of the fourth judge on the first casetype. Usi ng the
sane directionality coding as used for the directionality of the
court's decision (i.e., DI RECT1)

Field 173
J4VOTE2
1 colum wi de (499)
numeri c

Vote of the fourth judge on the 2nd casetype. Using the sane
directionality coding as used for the directionality of the court's
decision (i.e., D RECT2)

Field 174
JANVAJ 1
1 colum wi de (496)
numeri c

This field records whether judge 4 voted with the majority on
the first casetype. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed
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Field 175

JANAJ 2
1 colum wi de (498)
numeri c

This field records whether judge 4 voted with the majority on
the second casetype. The variable takes the follow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed

Field 225
CODEJ 15
5 colum w de (600-605)
numeri c

The code for the fifteenth judge on the panel (note: any judge
other than the author of the mgjority opinion could be coded as
j udge 15.).

Field 226
J15VOTEL
1 colum w de (607)
numeri c

Vote of the fifteenth judge on the first casetype. Using the
sane directionality coding as used for the directionality of the
court's decision (i.e., DI RECT1)
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Field 227

J15VOTE2
1 colum w de (609)
numeri c

Vote of the fifteenth judge on the 2nd casetype. Using the
sane directionality coding as used for the directionality of the
court's decision (i.e., DI RECT2)

Field 228
J15MAJ1
1 colum w de (606)
numeri c

This field records whether judge 15 voted with the majority on
the first casetype. The variable takes the foll ow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed

Field 229
J15MAJ2
1 colum w de (608)
numeri c

This field records whether judge 15 voted with the majority on
the second casetype. The variable takes the follow ng val ues:

l1=voted with majority
2=di ssent ed
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Docunent ati on
Page
Num Acronym

APPENDI X 1

ALPHABETI CAL LI STI NG OF VARI ABLES

Brief Description of Variable

129 ABUSEDI S
28 ADM NREV

132 AGEN ACQ

131 ALJ

123 ALTDI SP
67 AM CUS
35 APPBUS
40 APPEL1
56 APPEL2
35 APPFED

36 APPFI DUC
27 APPLFROM

34 APPNATPR
35 APPNONP
36 APPSTATE

35 APPSUBST
37 APP_STID

122 ATTYFEE
39 BANK_AP1
55 BANK_AP2

62 BANK Rl
64 BANK R2
18 BEG NPG
129 CAPRIC

17 CASENUM
68 CASETYP1
86 CASETYP2
21 CIRCUT
18 CITE

99 Cl VPROCL

shoul d court defer to agency discretion

| D of federal regulatory agency (if any) the case
was appeal ed from

i ssue related to agency acquisition of information

did court support decision of admnistrative |aw
j udge

issue relating to alternative dispute resolution
process (includes ADR, settlenent conference,
medi ati on, arbitration)

nunber of am cus curiae briefs filed

nunber of appellants who were private busi nesses

Detailed Nature of 1st listed appell ant

Detailed Nature of 2nd |listed appell ant whose code
is not identical to the code of the first

nunber of appellants who were federal governnent
agenci es

nunmber of appellants who were fiduciaries or
trust ees

type of district court final judgnment (if any)
appeal ed from

nunber of appellants who were natural persons

nunber of appellants who were non-profit groups

nunber of appellants who were state governnent
agenci es

nunber of appell ants who were sub-state governnents

state of appellant (if appellant is state or | ocal
govt)
attorney fees

was first appellant bankrupt ?

was second appel | ant bankrupt ?

was first respondent bankrupt ?

was second respondent bankrupt ?

page nunber of 1st page of case

arbitrary or capricious standard

case identification

first case type - substantive policy (anal ogous to
Spaet h i ssue codes)

second case type

circuit of court

citation in Federal Reporter

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure nost frequently
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99

30
138
139
141
144
145
133

89
113

92
96
96

115
66
66

100

100

31
17
111
91

128
79
86

126
89
26
23

134
19

118
18
18

117

128

119

104

Cl VPROC2

CLASSACT
CCODEJ1
CCODEJ 2
CCDEJ 3
CCDEJ4
CCODEJ15
COVMENT
CONCUR
CONFESS

CONSTI T
CONST1
CONST2
COUNSEL
COUNSEL1
COUNSEL2
CRVPROC1
CRVPROC2
CROSSAPP
DAY

DEATHPEN
DECUNCON

cited i n headnotes
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 2nd nost frequently
cited i n headnotes

was case a class action?

code for the judge who wote the court opinion

code for 2nd judge on panel

code for 3rd judge on panel

code for 4th judge on panel

code for 15th judge on panel

di d agency give proper opportunity to conment

nunber of concurrences

adm ssibility of confession or
st at ement

Was there an i ssue about the constitutionality of a
| aw or adm nistrative action

Constitutional provision nost frequently cited in
headnot es

Constitutional provision 2nd nost frequently cited
i n headnot es

i neffective counsel

incrimnating

counsel for appellant
counsel for respondent
Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure nost frequently

cited i n headnotes
Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure 2nd nost
frequently cited in headnotes
were there cross appeals ?
Day of deci sion
death penalty
was | aw or adninistrative action decl ared

unconstitutional ?

DENOVO
Dl RECT1
Dl RECT2
DI SCOVER
DI SSENT
DI STIUDG
DI STRI CT
Dl VERSE
DOCKNUM
DUEPROC
ENDCPI N
ENDPAGE
ENTRAP
ERRON
EXECORD

EXHAUST

use of standard of review, "de novo on facts"
directionality of decision on 1st case type
directionality of decision on 2nd case type
conflict over discovery procedures

nunber of dissenting votes

| D of district judge (if any) deciding case bel ow
district of origin of case

were the parties truly diverse

docket number of first case decided by the opinion
due process
page nunber of
page nunber of
ent r apnent
clearly erroneous standard

interpretation of executive order or admnistrative
regul ation
was there an

| ast page of mmjority opinion
| ast page of all opinions in case

i ssue about ripeness or failure to
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92
124

125

132

108
106

38
55
78
61
63
130

90
105
110
112
116

25

123
109

67
125
122
130

102
110
139
140
140
141
142
142
143
143
144
144
144
145

FEDLAW
FEDVST

FOREI GN

FREEI NFO

FRI VAPP
FRI VOL

GENAPEL 1
GENAPEL 2
GENI SS

GENRESP1
GENRESP2
GENSTAND

HABEAS
| MVUNI TY
| MPROPER
| NDI CT
| NDI GENT
NI TI ATE

| NJUNCT

| NSANE

| NTERVEN
| NT_LAW
JUDGDI SC
JUDREV

JURI' S
JURYI NST
J2VOTElL
J2VOTE2
J2NVAJ1
J2NAJ2
J3VOTEl
J3VOTE2
J3NVAJ1
J3NVAJ2
JAVOTEL
JAVOTE2
JANVAJ1
JANAJ2

exhaust adm ni strative renedi es
did the court engage in statutory interpretation
conflict of laws or dispute over whether federal
state | aw governs

VS

conflict over whether foreign or donestic |aw
applies
adm ni strative denial of information to those

requestingit, freedomof i nformation, sunshi ne

| aws

was there an all egation that the appeal was
frivol ous

was there an issue about whether the case was
frivol ous

general classification of 1st appell ant

general classification of 2nd appel | ant

ei ght summary issue categories based on CASETYP1

general classification of 1st respondent

general classification of 2nd respondent

did agency articulate the appropriate general
standard

was this a habeas corpus case

was there an issue about governnental inmunity

i nproper influence on jury

was i ndi ctment defective

violation of rights of indigent

party initiatingappeal (e.g., plaintiff, defendant,
i ntervenor)

validity or appropriateness of injunction

insanity defense

was there an intervenor ?
application of international
abuse of discretion by trial

| aw
j udge

conflict over whether agency decision was subject

to judicial review
was there a jurisdiction issue ?

jury instructions
vote of 2nd judge on 1lst case type
vote of 2nd judge on 2nd case type
was 2nd judge in mpjority on 1st case type ?
was 2nd judge in mpjority on 2nd case type ?
vote of 3rd judge on 1lst case type
vote of 3rd judge on 2nd case type
was 3rd judge in majority on 1lst case type ?
was 3rd judge in majority on 2nd case type ?
vote of 4th judge on 1lst case type
vote of 4th judge on 2nd case type
was 4th judge in mpjority on 1lst case type ?
was 4th judge in majority on 2nd case type ?

177



145
146
146
146
107

88
20

17
104
131

34

58

30

24
114

108
127
118
111
107

114
106

121

109
120

29
117
92
57
65
133

62
64

J15VOTEL
J15VOTE2
J15NMAJ1
J15MAJ2
LATE

MAJVOTES
METHCOD

MONTH
MOOTNESS
NOTI CE
NUMAPPEL
NUVRESP
OPI NSTAT
ORIG N
OTrHADM S

OTHAPPTH
OTHCI VI L
OTHCRI M
OTHIURY
OTHTHRES

PLEA
POLQUEST

POST_TRL

PREJUD
PRETRI AL

PRI CRPUB
PROCDI S
PROCEDUR
REALAPP
REALRESP
RECCORD

RESPOND1
RESPOND2

vote of 15th judge on 1st case type

vote of 15th judge on 2nd case type

was 15th judge in majority on 1st case type ?

was 15th judge in majority on 2nd case type ?

was there an issue relating to the tineliness of the
appeal ?

nunmber of majority votes

nat ure of appeal s court decision (e.g.,
by 3 judge panel, en banc)

nmont h of deci sion

was there an issue about nootness ?

di d agency give proper notice ?

total nunber of appellants

total nunber of respondents

opi ni on status of decision

type of court or agency that nmade origi nal decision

adm ssibility of evidence other than search or

conf essi on

was there some other
appel l ate | evel ?

other civil |aw issue

other crimnal issue

other issues relating to juries

was there sone other threshhold issue at the trial
| evel ?

issue relating to plea bargaining

was there an issue about the political
doctrine ?

post trial procedures and notions (including court
costs and notions to set aside jury deci sions)

prej udi ci al conduct by prosecutor

trial court rulings on pre-trial

1st deci si on

t hreshhold 1issue at the

questi on

pr ocedure,

citation (if any)
district court

di sm ssal by district court on procedural grounds

was there an interpretation of precedent that did
not involve statutory or constitutional

interpretation ?

are the appellants coded in var
real parties in this case ?

are the respondents coded in field 54 and field 57
the real parties in this case ?

did agency fail to devel op an adequate record ?

detailed Nature of 1st |isted respondent

detailed Nature of 2nd |isted respondent whose code

to prior published opinion in

38 and var 41 the
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115
58
59

60

58
59
59

61

59
31
113
112
25
103
21
103
119

126
127
116
124
105

87
121
94

97
97
98

98
18
120
134
17

RTCOUNS
R BUS
R_FED

R_FI DUC

R _NATPR
R_NONP
R_STATE

R STID

R_SUBST
SANCTI ON
SEARCH
SENTENCE
SOURCE
STANDI NG
STATE
STATECL
STPCLI CY

ST V._ST
SUBEVI D
SUFFI C
SUMVARY
TI MELY

TREAT
TRI ALPRO
TYPEI SS

USC1
USC1SECT
usC2

USC2SECT
VOL

VEI GHTEV
VWHLAWS
YEAR

is not identical to the code of the first
respondent ?

right to counse

nunber of respondents who were private businesses

nunber of respondents who were federal governnent
agenci es

nunber of respondents who were fiduciaries or
trustees

nunber of respondents who were natural persons

nunber of respondents who were non-profit groups

number of respondents who were state governnment
agenci es

state of respondent (if respondent is state or |ocal
govt)

nunber of respondents who were sub-state governnents

wer e sanctions inposed ?

adm ssibility of evidence from search or seizure

issue relating to sentence other than death penalty

forum from whi ch deci si on appeal ed

was there an issue about standing ?

state of origin of case

was there an issue about failure to state a claim?

interpretation of state or |ocal |aw executive
order or adm nistrative regulation

conflict over which state's |laws apply

substanti al evidence doctrine

sufficiency of evidence

summary j udgnent

was there an i ssue about whether litigants conplied
with a rule about tineliness, filing fees, or
statutes of limtation ?
treat nent of decision bel ow by appeal s court

court rulings on trial procedure
general nature of proceedings (crimnal, civil-
government, civil - private, diversity)

title of US Code nost frequently cited in headnotes
section of USCl nost frequently cited in headnotes
title of US Code 2nd nost frequently cited in
headnot es

section of USC2 nost frequently cited in headnotes
vol une in which case | ocated

interpretation of weight of evidence issues

whi ch state's | aws shoul d govern dispute

year of decision
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LI STI NG OF VARI ABLES FOR ASCI |

APPENDI X 2

| NPUT STATEMENT

F

i

e

I

d col um

# Acronym | ocation vari abl e description

1. CASENUM 1-5 case identification

2. YEAR 16-19 year of decision

3. MONTH 20-21 nmont h of deci sion

4. DAY 22-23 Day of deci sion

5. CTE 25-33 citation in Federal Reporter

6. VOL 25- 28 volunme in which case | ocated

7. BEGQ NPG 30- 33 page nunber of 1st page of case

8. ENDOPI N 34- 37 page nunber of |last page of majority
opi ni on

9. ENDPACGE 39-42 page nunber of |ast page of all opinions
in case

10. DOCNUM 44-51 docket nunber of first case decided by the
opi ni on

11. METHOD 57 nature of appeals court decision (e.g.
1st deci sion by 3 judge panel, en banc)

12. CGRCUT 59- 60 circuit of court

13. STATE 62- 63 state of origin of case

14. DI STRI CT 65 district of origin of case

15. ORIG N 67 type of court or agency that nmade ori gi nal
deci si on

16. SOURCE 69 forum from whi ch deci si on appeal ed

17. DI STIJUDG 72-77 ID of district judge (if any) deciding
case bel ow

18. APPLFROM  79-80 type of district court final judgment (if
any) appeal ed from

19. ADM NREV  82-83 | D of federal regulatory agency (if any)
the case was appeal ed from

20. PRIORPUB 85-94 citation (if any) to prior published
opinion in district court

21. OPI NSTAT 96 opi ni on status of decision

67. TREAT 98- 99 treatment of decision below by appeals
court

22. CLASSACT 101 was case a class action?

23. CROSSAPP 103 were there cross appeals ?

68. MAJVOTES 105- 106 nunmber of nmajority votes

69. DI SSENT 108- 109 nunber of dissenting votes
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70.
58.
59.
60.
24.
25.
61.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
36.
35.
37.
39.
38.
40.
41.

42.
43.

44.
45.
46.
47.
48.

49.

CONCUR
COUNSEL 1
COUNSEL2
AM CUS
SANCTI ON
| NI TI ATE
| NTERVEN
NUMAPPEL
APPNATPR
APPBUS
APPNONP
APPFED
APPSUBST
APPSTATE
APPF| DUC
APP_STI D
BANK_AP1
GENAPEL 1
APPEL1
BANK_AP2
GENAPEL?2
APPEL?2
REALAPP

NUMRESP
R _NATPR

R BUS
R_NONP
R FED
R_SUBST
R_STATE

R_FI DUC

111-112
114
116
118
120
126
128
130- 132
134-136
138- 140
142- 144
146- 148
150- 152
154- 156
158- 160
162- 163
165
166
166- 170
172
173
173-177
179

181-183
185-187

189-191
193-195
197-199
201- 203
205- 207
209- 211

nunber of concurrences

counsel for appellant

counsel for respondent

nunber of am cus curiae briefs filed
wer e sanctions inposed ?
party initiating appeal (e.g.,
def endant, intervenor)

was there an intervenor ?

plaintiff,

total nunber of appellants

nunber of appellants who were natural
per sons

nunber of appellants who were private

busi nesses

nunber of appellants who were non-profit
gr oups

nunber of appellants who were federal
gover nment agenci es

nunber of appellants who were sub-state
gover nnent s
nunber of appellants who were state

gover nment agenci es

nunber of appellants who were fiduciaries
or trustees

state of appellant (if appellant is state
or local govt)

was first appellant bankrupt

general classification of 1st appell ant
Detailed Nature of 1st listed appell ant
was second appel | ant bankr upt

general classification of 2nd appel | ant
Detailed Nature of 2nd |isted appellant
whose code i s not identical to the code of
the first appellant

Are the appell ants coded in var 38 and var
41 the real parties in this case ?

total nunber of respondents

nunber of respondents who were natural
per sons
nunber of
busi nesses
nunber of respondents who were non-profit
groups

number of respondents who were federa
gover nment agenci es

respondents who were private

nunber of respondents who were sub-state
gover nnent s
nunber of respondents who were state

gover nnment agenci es
nunber of respondents who were fiduciaries
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50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.
84.
85.
86.

87.
88.

89.
90.
91.

92.

93.
94.

95.

R STID
GENRESP1
BANK_R1
RESPOND1L
GENRESP2
BANK_R2
RESPOND2
REALRESP
CONST1
CONST2
USC1
USCLSECT
USC2
USC2SECT
Cl VPROCL
Cl VPROC2
CRVPROCL
CRVPROC2

JURI' S
STATECL

STANDI NG
MOOTNESS
EXHAUST

TI MELY

| MVUNI TY
FRI VOL

POLQUEST

213-214

217
216
217-221
224
223
224- 228

230
250- 252

254- 256

or trustees

state of respondent (if respondent is
state or | ocal govt)
general classification of 1st respondent

was first respondent bankrupt ?

Detailed Nature of 1st listed respondent
general classification of 2nd respondent
was second respondent bankrupt ?
Detailed Nature of 2nd listed respondent
whose code i s not identical to the code of
the first respondent

Are the respondents coded in field 54 and
field 57 the real parties in this case ?
Constitutional provision nost frequently
cited in headnotes

Constitutional provision 2nd nost

frequently cited in headnotes

258- 260
262- 266
268- 270
272-276
278-280
282-284
286- 288
290- 292

294
296

298
300
302

304

306
308
310

Title of US Code nost frequently cited in
headnot es

Section of USCL nost frequently cited in
headnot es

Titl e of US Code 2nd nost frequently cited
i n headnot es

Section of USC2 nost frequently cited in
headnot es

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure npst
frequently cited in headnotes
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 2nd nost

frequently cited in headnotes

Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure nost
frequently cited in headnotes

Federal Rule of Crimnal Procedure 2nd
nost frequently cited in headnotes

Was there a jurisdiction issue

Was there an issue about failure to state
a claim

Was there an issue about standing

Was there an i ssue about nootness

Was there an issue about ripeness or
failureto exhaust adm ni strative renedi es
Was t here an i ssue about whether litigants
conplied with a rule about tineliness,
filing fees, or statutes of limtation
Was there an issue about governnental
i mmunity

Was there an i ssue about whet her the case
was frivol ous

Was there an issue about
gquestion doctrine

the political
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96.
97.
98.
99.
73.

74.

75.

76.

100
101
102
103
104
105
106

107
108

109
110

111
112
113
114
115
116
117

118
119
120

121

OTHTHRES
LATE

FRI VAPP
OTHAPPTH

CONSTI T

312
314
316
318

320
constituti

adm ni strati ve

FEDLAW

PROCEDUR

TYPEI SS

PREJUD

| NSANE

| MPROPER
JURYI NST
OTHIURY

DEATHPEN
SENTENCE

| NDI CT
CONFESS

SEARCH
OTHADM S

PLEA
COUNSEL
RTCOUNS
SUFFI C
| NDI GENT
ENTRAP
PROCDI S

OTHCRI M
DUEPROC
EXECCORD

STPCLI CY

322

Was there sone other threshhold issue at

the trial |eve

Was there an issue relating to the
tinmeliness of the appeal

Was there an allegation that the appeal

was frivol ous

Was there sone other threshhold issue at
t he appellate | evel

Was there an issue about the

onality of a law or

action

Did the court engage in statutory

interpretation

324

consti tutional

326

328
330
332
334
336
338
340

342
344

incri
346

348

350
352
354
356
358
360
362

364
366
368
370

regul

Was there an interpretation of precedent
that did not involve statutory or
interpretation

General nature of proceedings (crimnal,
ci vil-governnent, civil - private,
di versity)

prej udi ci al conduct by prosecutor
insanity defense

i nproper influence on jury

jury instructions

ot her issues relating to juries

death penalty
issue relating
death penalty
was i ndi ctment defective

adm ssibility of confession or

m nati ng statenent

adm ssibility of evidence from search or
sei zure

adm ssibility of evidence
search or confession

issue relating to plea bargaining
i neffective counsel

right to counse

sufficiency of evidence

to sentence other than

ot her than

violation of rights of indigent
ent r apnent
di sm ssal by district court on procedural

gr ounds
ot her crim nal
due process

i ssue

interpretation of executive order or
adm ni strative regul ati on
interpretation of state or |ocal |aw,

executive order or admi nistrative
ation
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122

123

124
125

126
127
128

129
130
131

132

133
134
135
136
137
138

139
140
141

V\EI GHTEV

PRETRI AL

TRI ALPRO
POST_TRL

ATTYFEE
JUDGDI SC
ALTDI SP

I NJUNCT
SUMVARY
FEDVST

FOREI GN

| NT_LAW
ST V. ST
DI SCOVER
OTHCI VI L
SUBEVI D
DENOVO

ERRON
CAPRI C
ABUSEDI S

142 JUDREV

143

144
145

146

147

148

149

GENSTAND

NOTI CE
ALJ

AGEN_ACQ

FREEI NFO

COVMENT
RECORD

372

374

376
378

380
382
384

interpretation of weight of evidence

i ssues

trial court rulings on pre-trial
procedure, (but not notions for sunmary

j udgnment or di scovery which are covered in

separate variables -

see fields 130 & 135)

court rulings on trial procedure

post trial procedures and notions
(itncluding court costs and notions to set

aside jury decisions)

attorney's fees

abuse of discretion by trial judge

settl

issue relating to alternative dispute
resol ution process (includes ADR
ement conference, nedi ation,

arbitration)

386
388
390

392
394
396
398
400
402
404
406
408
410
412
414

416
418

420

422

424

426

adm ni strative | aw

i nformati on,

validity or appropri ateness of
summary j udgnent

conflict of |aws or dispute over whether
federal vs state | aw governs

conflict over whether foreign or donestic
| aw applies

application of international |aw
conflict over which state's |laws apply
conflict over discovery procedures

other civil law issue

substanti al evidence doctrine

use of standard of review, "de novo on
facts"”

clearly erroneous standard

arbitrary or capricious standard

shoul d court defer to agency discretion
conflict over whet her agency deci si on was
subject to judicial review

did agency articulate the appropriate
general standard

di d agency give proper notice

did court support decision of

j udge

issue related to agency acquisition of
i nformation

admnistrative denial of information to
t hose requesting it, freedom of

sunshi ne | aws
did agency give proper
comment

did agency fail
record

i njunction

opportunity to

to devel op an adequate
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150 DI VERSE

151
62.

63.
64.

65.
66.

71.
72.

160

161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180

225
226
227
228

229

VWHLAWS

CASETYP1

GENI SS

Dl RECT1

CASETYP2

Dl RECT2

HABEAS

DECUNCON

CCODEJ1

CCODEJ 2
J2VOTElL
J2VOTE2
J2NVAJ1
J2NAJ2

CCDEJ3
J3VOTElL
J3VOTE2
J3VAJ1
J3NVAJ2

CCDEJ4
JAVOTEL
JAVOTE2
JANVAJ1
JANAJ2

CCODEJS
J5VOTEL
J5VOTE2
JS5MVAJ1
J5MVAJ2

CCODEJ15
J15VOTEL
J15VOTE2

J15NMAJ1

J15MAJ2

428
430
432- 434

432
436

438- 440
442

444
446- 447

453- 458

460- 465
468
471
467
470
473-478
481
484
480
483
490- 495
497
499
496
498
500- 505
507
509
506
508

600- 605
607
609
606

608

were the parties truly diverse

whi ch state's | aws shoul d govern dispute
first case type - substantive policy
(anal ogous to Spaeth issue codes)

ei ght sunmary issue categories based on
CASETYP1

directionality of decision on 1st case
type

second case type
directionality of
type

was this a habeas corpus case

was | aw or adm nstrative action decl ared
unconsti tuti onal

deci sion on 2nd case

code for
opi ni on
code for 2nd judge on panel

vote of 2nd judge on 1lst case type

vote of 2nd judge on 2nd case type

was 2nd judge in majority on 1lst case type
was 2nd judge in majority on 2nd case type
code for 3rd judge on panel

vote of 3rd judge on 1lst case type

vote of 3rd judge on 2nd case type

was 3rd judge in majority on 1lst case type
was 3rd judge in majority on 2nd case type
code for 4th judge on panel

vote of 4th judge on 1lst case type

vote of 4th judge on 2nd case type

was 4th judge in majority on 1st case type
was 4th judge in majority on 2nd case type
code for 5th judge on panel

vote of 5th judge on 1lst case type

vote of 5th judge on 2nd case type

was 5th judge in majority on 1lst case type
was 5th judge in majority on 2nd case type

the judge who wote the court

code for 15th judge on panel
vote of 15th judge on 1st case type
vote of 15th judge on 2nd case type

was 15th judge in majority on 1st case
type
was 15th judge in majority on 2nd case
type
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Appendi x 3
APPEALS COURT JUDGES: Judge Codes and Nanes

First Crcuit

00101 Al drich, Barley
00102 Ander son, George
00103 Bi ngham George
00104 Bownes, Hugh
00120 Boudi n, M chael
00105 Breyer, Stephen
00106 Canpbel |, Levin
00107 Cof fin, Frank
00118 Cyr, Conrad
00108 Harti gan, John
00109 Johnson, Charles
00122 Lynch, Sandra L
00110 Magr uder, Cal vert
00111 Mahoney, John
00112 McEnt ee, Edward
00113 Morton, Janes
00114 Selya, Bruce
00119 Souter, David H
00121 Stahl, Norman H
00115 Torruel l a, Juan
00116 W son, Scott
00117 Wbodbury, Peter
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Second Circuit

00201 Altimari, Frank
00202 Ander son, Robert
00246 Cabr anes, Jose A
00245 Cal bresi, Guido
00203 Car danpne, Richard
00204 Chase, Harrie
00205 C ark, Charles
00206 Fei nberg, Wlfred
00207 Frank, Jerene
00208 Friendly, Henry
00209 GQurfein, Mirray
00210 Hand, Augustus
00211 Hand, Learned
00212 Hays, Pau

00213 Hi ncks, Carrol
00214 Hough, Charl es
00243 Jacobs, Dennis G
00215 Kauf man, Irving
00216 Kearse, Amal ya
00244 Leval, Pierre N
00217 Lunbard, Edward
00218 Mack, Juli an

00219 Mahoney, Dani el
00220 Mansfield, Walter
00221 Manten, Martin
00222 Mar shal |, Thur good
00241 McLaughl in, Joseph M
00223 Medi na, Harold
00224 Meskill, Thomas
00225 M ner, Roger

00226 Moore, Leonard
00227 Mul I'i gan, WIIliam
00228 Newman, Jon

00229 GCakes, Janes

00247 Par ker, Fred I
00230 Patt erson, Robert
00231 Pi erce, Law ence
00232 Pratt, GCeorge
00233 Rogers, Henry
00234 Sm th, Joseph
00235 Swan, Thonas

00236 Ti nbers, WIIliam
00237 Van Graafeiland, Ellsworth
00242 val ker, John M, Jr
00238 Ward, Henry

00239 Wat erman, Sterry
00240 Wnter, Ralph
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Third Circuit

00301
00302
00340
00303
00304
00305
00306
00307
00308
00309
00310
00311
00345
00312
00313
00314
00315
00316
00317
00318
00319
00320
00321
00342
00322
00323
00343
00324
00344
00325
00326
00327
00328
00341
00346
00329
00330
00331
00332
00333
00334
00335
00336
00337
00338
00339

Adans, Arlin
Al di sert, Ruggero

Alito, Sanuel A., Jr.

Becker, Edward

Bi ddl e, Francis

Bi ggs, John

Buf fi ngt on, Joseph
Clark, WIIliam
Cowen, Robert

Davi s, Warren
Forman, Phillip
Freedman, Abraham
Ganey, Janes Cullen
Garth, Leonard

G bbons, John
Goodri ch, Herbert
G eenberg, Mrton
Hastie, WIIliam

Hi ggi nbot ham Leon
Hunt er, Janes

Hut chi nson, WIIliam
Jones, Charl es

Kal odner, Harry
Lew s, Tinothy K
Los Mansmann, Car ol
Mares, Al bert
McKee, Theodore A
McLaughl en, Cerald
Nygaard, Richard L.
O Connel |, John
Roberts, Owen
Rosen, Janes
Rosenn, Max

Rot h, Jane R

Sar oki n, Haddon Lee
Scirica, Anthony
Seitz, Collins
Sloviter, Delores
Smth, WIIliam
Stahl, David

Stal ey, Austin

St apl eton, Walter
Thonpson, Wit aker
Van Dusen, Francis
Wei s, Joseph

Wbol ey, Victor
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Fourth Crcuit

00401 Bel |, Spencer
00402 Bor enman, Her bert
00403 Bryan, Al bert
00404 But zner, John
00405 Chapnman, Robert
00406 Craven, Braxton
00407 Dobi e, Arm stead
00408 Ervin, Sam

00409 Field, John

00410 Hal | , Kennet h
00429 Ham [ ton, Cyde H
00411 Haynsworth, C enent
00430 Luttig, J. M chael
00432 M chael, M Bl ane
00433 Mtz, D ana G
00412 Mur naghan, Francis
00428 Ni emeyer, Paul V.
00413 Northcott, ElIliot
00414 Par ker, John
00415 Phillips, Janes
00416 Rose, John

00417 Russel |, Donal d
00418 Sneeden, Enory
00419 Sobel of f, Si non
00420 Soper, Morris
00421 Sprouse, Janes
00422 Waddi | |, Edmund
00423 W dener, Enory
00424 WIlkins, WIIliam
00425 W | ki nson, Janes
00431 WIllianms, Karen J.
00426 Wnter, Harrison
00427 Woods, Charl es
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Fifth Crcuit

00501
00502
00564
00503
00504
00566
00505
00506
00507
00508
00509
00510
00511
00512
00513
00563
00569
00561
00514
00515
00516
00517
00518
00519
00565
00520
00521
00522
00523
00524
00525
00526
00527
00528
00529
00530
00531
00532
00533
00534
00535
00536
00537
00538
00539
00540
00568

Al nsworth, Robert
Ander son, Lanier
Bar ksdal e, Rhesa H
Bell, Giffin

Bar ah, Wayne
Benavi des, Fortunado
Brown, John
Bryan, Nat han
Cameron, Ben
Carswel |, George
C ark, Charles

Cl ark, Thonmas

Cl ayton, d aude
Col enan, James
Davi s, Eugene
DeMbss, Harol d
Denni s, James L.
Duhe, John M
Dyer, David

Fay, Peter

Foster, Rufus
Garwood, W Iiam
Garza, Reynal do
Gee, Thonms
Garza, Enelio
Gewi n, Walter
Godbol d, John

Gol dberg, Elw ng
Hat chett, Joseph
Hender son, Al bert
Hi ggi nbot ham Patrick
HiIl, Robert

Hol nes, Edw n

Hut cheson, Joseph
| ngraham Joe
Johnson, Frank
Johnson, Sam
Jolly, G ady
Jones, Edith
Jones, Warren

Ki ng, Al exander

Ki ng, Carol yn Randal
Kravitch, Phyllis
Lee, Elno

McCord, Leon

Mor gan, Lew s

Par ker, Robert M

P
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00541
00543
00544
00545
00546
00547
00548
00549
00550
00567
00551
00552
00553
00554
00555
00556
00557
00558
00562
00559
00560

Politz, Henry
Reavl ey, Thonas
Ri ves, Richard
Roney, Paul
Rubi n, Alvin
Russel |, Robert
Si bl ey, Sanuel
Si npson, Bryan
Smth, Jerry
Stewart, Carl E
Strum Louie
Tate, Al bert
Thor nberry, Honer
Tjoflat, Cerald
Tuttl e, Elbert
Vance, Robert
Wal ker, Richard
Wal ler, Curtis

W ener, Jacques L.

Wlliams, Jerre
W sdom John

Jr.
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Sixth Crcuit

00601 Al l en, Florence
00602 Arant, Herschel
00647 Bat chel der, Alice M
00603 Boggs, Danny

00604 Br ooks, Henry

00605 Brown, Bail ey

00606 Cecil, Lester

00607 Cel ebrezze, Anthony
00650 Cole, R Guy, Jr.
00608 Conbs, Bert

00609 Conti e, Leroy

00648 Daughtrey, Martha C
00610 Deni son, Arthur
00611 Donahue, Mauri ce
00612 Edwar ds, George
00613 Engel, Al bert

00614 Quy, Ral ph

00615 Ham | t on, El wood
00616 Hi ckenl ooper, Smith
00617 Hi cks, Xenophon
00618 Jones, Nat hani el
00619 Kei t h, Danen

00620 Kennedy, Cornelia
00621 Kent, Wall ace

00622 Knappen, Loyal

00644 Krupansky, Robert B.
00623 Li vely, Pierce
00624 Mack, Juli an

00625 Martin, Boyce

00626 Martin, John

00627 McAl i stor, Thonmas
00628 McCree, Wade

00629 Merritt, G| bert
00630 M | burn, Ted

00631 M1l er, Shackelford
00632 Mller, WIIliam
00649 Moore, Karen N
00633 Moor man, Charl es
00634 Nel son, David

00635 Norris, Alan

00636 Osullivan, difford
00637 Peck, John

00638 Phillips, Harry
00639 Ryan, Janes

00646 Siler, Eugene E., Jr.
00640 Si mons, Charl es
00643 Stewart, Potter
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00645 Suhr hei nrich, Richard F.
00641 Wei ck, Paul
00642 Wellford, Harry
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Seventh Circuit

00701 Al schul er, Sanuel
00702 Ander son, Al bert
00703 Bauer, WIIliam
00704 Castl e, Latham
00705 Cof f ey, John
00706 Cudahy, Richard
00707 Cumm ngs, Walter
00708 Duf fy, Ryan
00709 East er br ook, Frank
00710 Eschbach, Jesse
00711 Evans, Evan
00742 Evans, Terence T.
00712 Fairchild, Thonas
00713 Fi nnegan, Philip
00714 Fitzhenry, Louis
00715 Fl aum Joel

00716 Hastings, John
00717 Kanne, M chael
00718 Kerner, OQto
00719 Ki | ey, Roger
00720 Knoch, Wn

00721 Li ndl ey, Walter
00722 Mack, Juli an
00723 Maj or, Ear

00724 Mani on, Dani el
00725 M nt on, Sher nman
00726 Page, George
00727 Par ki nson, Lynn
00728 Pell, WI bur
00729 Posner, Richard
00739 Ri ppl e, Kenneth
00740 Rovner, |lana D
00730 Schnackenberg, El nmer
00731 Sparks, WIIiam
00732 Sprecher, Robert
00733 St evens, John
00734 Swai m Nat han
00735 Swygert, Luther
00736 Tone, Philip
00737 Treanor, \Walter
00741 Wod, Diane P
00738 Wbod, Harlington
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Eight Crcuit

00841
00801
00802
00803
00804
00805
00806
00807
00808
00809
00810
00811
00812
00813
00840
00815
00816
00814
00817
00818
00819
00839
00820
00821
00822
00823
00842
00824
00825
00826
00827
00828
00829
00830
00831
00832
00833
00834
00835
00836
00837
00838

Arnold, Mrris S
Arnold, Richard
Beam C arence

Bl ackmun, Harry
Boot h, W bur
Bowman, Pasco
Bright, Myron

Col | et, John
Cotteral, John
Fagg, George

Faris, Charles
Gardner, Archibald
G bson, Fl oyd

G bson, John
Hansen, David E.
Heaney, GCerald
Henley, J. Smth
Johnson, Harvey
Kenyon, WM

Lay, Donald

Lewi s, Robert
Loken, James B.
McM | | an, Theodore
Magi | |, Frank

Mat t hes, Marion
Mehaf f ey, Pat

Mur phy, Di ane E.

R ddi ck, Walter

Ri dge, Al bert

Ross, Donal d
Sanborn, J.B.
Sanborn, Walter

St ephenson, Roy

St one, Ki nbr ough
Thomas, Seth

Van Oosterhout, Martin
Van Val kenburg, Arba
Vogel , Charl es
Webster, WIIliam
Whi tt aker, Charl es
Wl | man, Roger
Wbodbr ough, Joseph

196



Ninth Crcuit

00901
00902
00903
00904
00905
00906
00907
00908
00909
00910
00911
00912
00913
00914
00915
00916
00917
00918
00919
00968
00920
00921
00922
00923
00924
00925
00926
00927
00972
00928
00929
00930
00931
00932
00933
00934
00971
00935
00936
00937
00938
00939
00940
00941
00942
00971
00943

Al arcon, Arthur
Anderson, J. Bl ai ne
Bar nes, Stanl ey
Beezer, Robert
Bone, Honer
Boochever, Robert
Browni ng, Janes
Brunetti, Melvin
Canby, WIIliam
Carter, Janes
Chanbers, Richard
Choy, Herbert
Denman, W1 I iam
Dietrich, Frank
Duni way, Ben

Ely, Walter

Farris, Jerone

Fee, Janes
Ferguson, Warren
Fer nandez, Ferdi nand
Fl etcher, Betty
Garrecht, Francis
Glbert, WIIliam
Goodwi n, Al fred
Hal |, Cynthia

Ham ey, Frederick
Haml in, diver
Haney, Enery

Hawki ns, M chael D
Healy, WIIliam

Huf stedl er, Shirley
Hug, Procter

Hunt, WIIliam
Jertberg, Gl bert
Kennedy, Ant hony

Ki | kenny, John

Kl ei nfeld, Andrew J.
Koel sch, d i ver
Kozi nski, Al ex
Leavy, Edward
Lenmon, Dal
McCanmant, \Wall ace
Mat hews, difton
Merrill, Charles
Morrow, WIIliam
Murray, Frank J.
Nel son, Dor ot hy
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00970
00944
00945
00946
00947
00948
00949
00950
00951
00952
00953
00954
00969
00955
00956
00957
00958
00959
00960
00974
00975
00961
00962
00963
00964
00965
00966
00967

Nel son,
Noonan,

Thomas G
John

Nor cr oss, Frank

Norri s,
Or, WI
O Scann

WIIliam
liam
ain, D arnuid

Pool e, Ceci

Pope, Walter
Pregerson, Harry
Rei nhardt, Stephen
Ross, Erskine

Rudki n,

Fr ank

Rymer, Panela Ann
Sawtelle, WIIliam
Schroeder, Mary

Skopi |,

Oto

Sneed, Joseph
St ephens, Al bert
Tang, Thomas

Tashi ma,
Thonmas,

A. Wl |l ace
Si dney R

Thonmpson, David
Trask, Ozell
Trott, Stephen

Wal | ace,
W ggi ns,
W | bur,
Wi ght,

Cifford
Charl es
Curtis
Eugene
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Tenth Circuit

001001
001002
001003
001004
001005
001031
001006
001007
001008
001009
001030
001010
001011
001012
001013
001029
001014
001015
001016
001032
001017
001018
001019
001020
001033
001021
001022
001023
001024
001025
001026
001027
001028

Ander son, Stephen
Bal dock, Bobby
Barrett, Janes
Bratton, Sam

Brei tenstein, Jean
Briscoe, Mary B
Bror by, Wade
Cotteral, John
Doyl e, WIIiam
Ebel , Davi d

Henry, Robert H.

H ckey, John

Hll, Del ms
Hol | oway, W Iiam
Huxnman, Walter
Kelly, Paul J., Jr.
Lewi s, David
Lewi s, Robert
Logan, Janes
Lucero, Carlos F.
McDer nott, George
McKay, Monroe
MW I |1 ams, Robert
Moor e, John

Mur phy, M chael R
Murrah, Alfred
Phillips, Orie

Pi ckett, John
Seth, diver
Seynour, Stephanie
Synmes, J.F.

Tacha, Deanel
WIlliams, R L.
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El eventh Circuit

000502
001123
001119
001121
001122
000510
001103
001120
000514
001105
000515
000521
000523
000524
001110
000530
000534
000537
000542
000545
000554
000555
000556

Ander son, R Lanier
Bar kett, Rosemary

Birch, Stanley F., Jr.

Bl ack, Susan H.
Carnes, Edward E.
C ark, Thonmas
Cox, Enmett

Dubi na, Joel F.
Dyer, David
Ednondson, Janes
Fay, Peter
Godbol d, John

Hat chett, Joseph
Hender son, Al bert
HIll, James
Johnson, Frank
Jones, Warren
Kravitch, Phyllis
Mor gan, Lew s
Roney, Paul
Tjoflat, Cerald
Tuttle, Elbert
Vance, Robert
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DC Circuit

001201
001202
001203
001204
001205
001206
001207
001208
001209
001210
001211
001212
001213
001214
001215
001216
001217
001218
001219
001249
001220
001221
001222
001223
001224
001225
001226
001227
001228
001229
001250
001230
001231
001232
001251
001233
001234
001235
001236
001237
001238
001239
001240
001252
001248
001241
001242

Arnol d, Thurnan
Barber, Orion
Basti an, \Walter
Bazel on, David

Bl and, Gscar

Bor k, Robert

Buckl ey, Janes
Burger, Warren

Cl ark, Bennett
Danaher, John
Edgerton, Henry
Edwards, Harry
Fahy, Charles
Garrett, Finis

G nsburg, Dougl as
G nsburg, Ruth
Graham WIIliam

G oner, Law ence
Hatfi el d, Charles
Henderson, Karen L
Htz, WIIliam
Levent hal, Harol d
McGowan, Carl

MacKi nnon, GCeorge
Martin, GCeorge

M kva, Abner
MIler, Justin
MIller, WI bur
Prettyman, Barrett
Procter, Janes
Randol ph, A. Raynond
Robb, Charl es
Robb, Roger

Robi nson, Spottswood
Rogers, Judith W
Rut | edge, W/l ey
Scalia, Antonin
Sentell e, David

Si | ber man, Laurence
Smth, Janes
Starr, Kenneth

St ephens, Harol d
Tamm Edward
Tatel, David S.
Thomas, C arence
Van Orsdel, Josiah
Vi nson, Fred
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001243 Wal d, Patricia
001244 \Washi ngton, Ceorge
001245 W key, Mal col m
001246 WIIlianms, Stephen
001247 Wight, J. Skelly
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Appendi x 4
DI STRI CT COURT JUDGE Codes and Nanes

First Crcuit-District Judges

10101 Acosta, Raynond

10102 Al drich, Bailey

10167 Anderson, George Weston
10195 Barbadoro, Paul J.
10162 Bol dt, Ceorge H

10103 Bownes, Hugh H

10104 Boyle, Francis J.
10105 Brewster, Elisha H
10186 Brody, Mrton A

10170 Brown, Arthus L.

10106 Caffrey, Andrew

10107 Canpbell, Levin H
10108 Cancio, HramR

10109 Carter, GCene

10197 Casell as, Sal vador E
10110 Cerezo, Carnen

10111 Chevez, David Jr.
10112 difford, John D., Jr.
10113 Connor, Aloyuis J.
10114 Cooper, Robert A
10115 Cyr, Conrad K

10116 Day, Edward WIIiam
10117 Devi ne, Shane

10194 D derico, Joseph A, Jr.
10198 Dom nguez, Daniel R
10118 Eubanks, Luther B
10119 Fernandaz-badillo, Juan B
10120 Ford, Francis J. W
10121 Freednan, Frank H
10122 Fuste, Jose A

10123 Garrity, W Arthur, Jr.
10191 Certner, Nancy

10124 G gnoux, Edward T.
10125 derbolini-ortiz, Gl
10187 Gorton, Nathaniel M
10181 Hale, d arence

10184 Harrington, Edward F.
10126 Hartigan, John P
10127 Healy, Auther D

10185 Hornby, D. Brock
10128 Juli an, Anthony
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10129
20102
10130
10131
10132
10133
10190
10199
10163
10134
10135
10196
10136
10137
10138
10179
10139
10161
10140
10166
10141
10142
10143
10169
10193
10144
10145
10146
10147
10148
10192
10149
10150
10188
10151
10152
10176
20101
10189
10153
10154
10180
10155
20100
10156
10168
10157
10158
10159

Keet on, Robert E.

Kel | eher, Robert H.
Lafitte, Hector M
Lageux, Ronald R
Leahy, Edward L.
Letts, Ira Lloyd

Li ndsay, Reginald G
Lisi, Mary M

Lord, John W
Loughlin, Martin F.
Lowel |, James a

Mcaul i ffe, Stevem J.
Mccarthy, WIlliamT.
Ml el | an, Hugh D.
Mcnaught, John J.
Mack, Juli an

Mahoney, John D.
Mazzone, A. David
Morris, George F.
Morton, James M
Murray, Frank J.

Nel son, David S.

O conner, Earl E.
Adlin, Arthur Fuller
O toole, George A
Perez-gi nenez, Juan M
Pesquera, Herman G
Peters, John A
Pettine, Raynond J.
Peras, Jam e, Jr.
Ponsor, M chael A
Roberts, Thomas H.

Rui z- nazario, Clenente
Saris, Patti B.

Selya, Bruce M

Ski nner, Walter J.
Snyder, Cecil A

St ahl, Nor nan

Stearns, Richard G
Sweeney, Ceorge C
Taur o, Joseph L.

Todd, Roberto Henry,jr.
Tol edo, Jose V.
Torres, Ernest C.
Torruella Del Valle, Juan R
Wlls, Ira Kent

Wl f, Mark L.

Wbodl ock, Dougl as P.
Wzanski, Charles E., Jr.
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10160 Young, WIlliam G
10162 Zobel, Rya W
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Second Circuit-District Judges

10201
10202
10203
20268
10204
20265
20289
10205
20287
10206
10257
10207
10208
20273
10209
10210
10211
10212
10213
10214
10215
10216
10217
10218
10219
10220
10221
10222
10223
10224
10225
10226
10227
10228
10229
20262
10230
10231
10232
10233
10234
20260
10235
10236
10237
10238
10239

Abruzzo, Sinon L.
Al der, Sinon L.
Altimari, Frank X
Anmon, Carol B
Ander son, Robert P.
Arterton, Janet B.
Baer, Harold, Jr.
Bartles, John R
Batts, Deborah A
Baunan, Arnold

Bi bson, Ernest W
Bi cks, Al exander
Billings, Franklin S.
Bl ock, Frederic

Bl unenfeld, M Joseph
Bondy, WIIiam
Bonsal , Dudl ey B.
Bramael |, Henry
Brennan, Stephen W
Bri eant, Charles L.
Bright, John
Broderi ck, Vincent
Bruchhausen, \Walter
Bryan, Fredrick Vanpelt
Bryant, Fredrick H
Burke, Harold P
Burns, Ellen B
Byers, Morti ner
Cabr anes, Jose A.
Caffey, Francis G
Canpbel |, Marcus B.
Cannel |l a, John M
Carter, Robert L.
Cashin, John M
Cedarbaum Mriam G
Chati gny, Robert N.
Chol aki s, Con G

C ancy, John W
Clairie, T. Emet
Coffrin, Al bert

Col eman, Frank J.
Conboy, Kenneth
Conger, Edward A
Conner, WIlIliam
Const anti no, Mark
Cooper, Frank
Cooper, lrving Ben
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20288
20261
10240
10241
10242
10243
10244
10245
20293
10246
10247
10248
10249
10250
10251
10252
10253
10254
10255
20290
10256
10258
20276
10259
20274
10260
10261
10262
10263
10264
10265
10266
10267
10268
10269
10270
20270
10271
20269
10272
20279
10273
10274
10275
10276
10277
10278
10279
10280

Cot e, Deni se
Covello, Alfred V.
Coxe, Alfred C.
Crooke, Thomas F.
Curtin, John T.
Daly, T.f. Glroy
Dawson, Archie O
Deari e, Raynond J.
Di carl o, Dom nick L.
D nock, Edward Jordon
Dool i ng, John F., Jr.
Dorsey, Peter C.

Duf fy, Kevin Thomas
Del stein, David N.
Egi nton, Warren W
El fvin, John T.

Fi nberg, Wlfred

Fol ey, Janes T.
Frankel, Marvin E.
Freeh, Louis J.

Gal ston, C arence G
Gagliardi, Lee P.
Gershon, N na

d asser, Isreal L.
d eeson, John
Goddard, Henry W
CGoettel, Gerald L.
Giesa, Thomas P.
GQurfein, Miurray I.
Hai ght, Charles S.
Hender son, John O
Herl ands, WIIliam B.
Hi ncks, Carroll C.
Hol den, James S.
Howe, Harl and

Hul bert, George M
Hurl ey, Denis R

| nch, Robert A
Johnson, Sterling, Jr.
Judd, Oring

Kahn, Lawrence E.
Kanpf, Edward S.
Kauf man, Irving R
Kauf man, Sanuel H.
Keenan, John F.
Kennedy, Harold Muric
Knapp, Wit man

Kni ght, John

Know, John C.
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10281
10282
10283
10284
20255
10285
10286
10287
10288
10289
10290
10291
10292
10293
20283
10294
10295
10296
10297
10298
20282
10299
20292
20200
20201
20202
20204
20205
20280
20206
20207
20208
20259
20209
20210
20211
20212
20213
20203
20214
20215
20291
20216
20217
20218
20219
20278
20220
20221

Kor man, Edward R
Kram Shirley, W
Lasker, Morris E.
Leany, Janes P.
Laddy, Bernard J.
Leddy, Janes P.

Lei bell, Vincent

Lei sure, Peter K
Leval, Pierre N.
Levet, Richard H.
Lowe, Mary Johnson
Mcavoy, Thomas J.
Mccurn, Neal P.
Mcgohey, John F. x.
Mckenna, Law ence M
Mcl aughl in, Joseph M
Ml ean, Edward C.
Macrmahon, Ll oyd F.
Mandel baum Sanuel
Mansfield, Walter
Martin, John S.

Medi na, Harold

Mer hi ge, Robert R
Met zner, Charl es

M ner, Roger J.

M shl er, Jacob
Moscow tz, G over
Mot | ey, Constance B.
Mukasy, M chael B.
Munson, Howard G
Mur phy, Thomas F.
Neaher, Edward R
Newnan, Bernard
Nevas, Al an H.
Newman, Jon O

Ni cker son, Eugene H.
Noonan, G egory F.
OCakes, Janes L.
Organ, Justin C
Onen, Richard

Pal m eri, Ednmund

Par ker, Fred J.
Patterson, Robert P.
Pi erce, Lawerence
Platt, Thonms C., Jr.
Pol l ack, M1 ton

Pool er, Rosemary S.
Port, Edmund

Pratt, CGeorge C
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20284
20266
20222
20258
20223
20224
20254
20225
20275
20226
20227
20286
20277
20271
20252
20228
20253
20285
20267
20229
20263
20230
20231
20232
20233
20234
20235
20236
20264
20237
20272
20238
20239
20240
20241
20242
20251
20243
20244
20245
20246
20281
20247
20248
20249
20250

Pr eska,

Loretta A

Raggi, Reena

Rayfi el ,

Leo F.

Re, Edward

Ri f kni d,
Ri ppey,
Ritter,
Rosl i ng,
Ross, Al

Si mon H.
Har | an
Wllis W

Ceor ge
l yne

Ryan, Syl vester J.
Sand, Leonard B.
Schwartz, Allen G

Scul lin,
Seybert,
Si fton,

Frederick J.

Joanna
Charles P

Smth, J. Joseph

Sof aer,

Abr aham D.

Sot omayor, Soni a
Spatt, Arthur D.

Spri zzo,

Squatrito,

St ant on,
Stewart,

John E.

Loui s L.

Dom nic J.

Charl es E.,
Sugar man, Si dney
Sweet, Robert W

Tel esca, M chael A
Tenney, Charles
Thomas, Edwi n S.
Thonmpson, Alvin W
Ti mbers, WIIliamH.
Trager, David G
Travi a, Anthony

Tyler, Harlod R

Wal ker,

John M

Wal sh, Lawr ence E.
Ward, Robert J.

Jr.

Wat son, Jam e

Wi nfel d, Edwar

Wi nstein, Jack B.
Wer ker, Henry F.
Wex| er, Leonard D.
Wod, Kinba

Wbosl ey, John Munro
Watt, |Inzer B
Zanpano, Robert C.
Zavatt, Joseph C

Jr.

209



Third Grcuit-District Judges

10301
20397
10302
10303
10304
10305
10306
20385
20371
10307
10308
10309
10310
10311
20342
10312
10313
20390
10314
20340
20383
10315
10316
10317
10318
30300
10319
10321
10322
10323
20359
10324
10325
10326
20386
10327
20349
10328
10329
10330
10331
20381
10332
10333
10334
10335
20361

Acker man, Harold
Anbr ose, Donnetta W
Augel I'i, Anthony T.
Avi s, John Boyd
Bard, Quy K

Barl ow, George H.
Barry, Maryanne
Bartle, Harvey, lii
Bassler, WIlliam G
Bechtl e, Louis C.
Becker, Edward R

Bi ssell, John W

Bi unno, Vincent P.

Bl och, Al an N.

Bodi ne, Joseph L.
Body, Ral ph C.

Br oderi ck, Raynond J.
Brody, Anita B.

Brot man, Stanley S.
Brown, Garrett
Buckwal ter, Ronald L.
Burns, Oanen Mi ntosh
Cahn, Edward N.
Caldwel |, WIIliam
Christian, Alneric

Ci ndrich, Robert J.
Cark, WIIliam
Clary, Thomas J.
Cohen, M tchell
Cohill, Maurice B.
Commi ssa, Vincent J.
Conaboy, Richard P.
Cool ahan, James A.
Cowen, Robert E.

Dal zel |, Stewart

Davi s, John M

Davis, J. Warren
Debevoi se, Di ckinson R
D anond, Custave

Di ckerson, diver B.
Ditter, J. Wlliam Jr.
Duboi s, Jan E.

Dunbal d, Edward

Egan, Thonmas C.

Fake, Quy L.

Far nan, Joseph J.
Fee, Janes Al ger
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30302
10336
10337
20358
10338
10339
10340
10341
10342
10343
20365
10344
10345
10346
20356
10347
10348
10349
10350
20377
10351
10352
10353
10354
10355
20382
10356
20373
10357
20388
10358
10359
10360
20378
20362
10361
10362
10363
10364
10365
10366
20398
10367
10368
10369
10370
10371
20396
20370

Fi nch, Raynond L.
Fi sher, Cd arkson S.

Fogel , Herbert H.
Fol ey, Roger T.
Fol | mer, Fredrick
Forman, Phillip
Freedman, Abraham
Ful l um John P
Ganey, J. Cullen
Garth, Leonard

Gawt hrop, Robert S.,

Gerry, John F.

G bson, Robert

G les, Janes
Goodri ch, Herbert
Gor bey, Janes
Gordon, Wl ter
Gour |l ey, Wall ace

L

F

Green, Cifford Scott
G eenaway, Joseph A

Gim Alan K
Hannum John B

Hart shorne, Richard

Herman, R D xon

Hi ggi nbot han, A. Leon,

Hutton, Herbert J.
Huyett, Daniel H
| renas, Joseph E
Johnson, Al bert
Joyner, J. Curtis
Kal odner, Harry E.
Katz, Marvin

Kelly, Janes Mcgirr

Kel Iy, Robert F.

Kirkpatrick, Andrew

Kirkpatrick, WIlliamH

Ki tchen, John J.
Knox, WIliam W
Kosi k, BEdwin M
Kraft, C WIIliam

Jr.

Lacey, Frederick B

Lancaster, Gary L.
Lane, Arthur

Lat chum Janes L.
Layton, Caleb B.,
Leahy, Paul C.
Lechner, Alfred J.
Lee, Donald J.

Li fl and, John C.

Jr.
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10372
10373
10374
10375
10376
20392
10377
10378
10379
10380
20368
20399
10381
10382
10383
10384
10385
10386
10387
10388
10389
10390
10391
30301
10392
20345
10393
10394
10395
10396
10397
20363
10398
10399
20376
20387
20372
20366
20300
20301
20380
20344
20391
20367
20389
20302
20303
20304
20305

Longobardi, Joseph L.
Lord, John W

Lord, Joseph S., lii
Ludw g, Ednund V.
Luongo, Alfed L.

Mccl ure, Janmes F., Jr.
Mccune, Barron

Mcgl ynn, Joseph L., Jr.
Mcgranery, Janes P.
Meii vai ne, John W
Mckel vi e, Roderick R
Mcl aughlin, Sean J.
Mcvi car, Nel son
Madden, Thomas M
Maris, Al bert Brandon

Mar sh, Rabe Ferguson, Jr.

Mast erson, Thomas A
Meaney, Thomas F.
Meanor, H. Curtis
Mencer, d enn E.
MIler, John L.
Modarelli, A fred
Moore, Hernan E.
Moore, Thomas K.
Mrrill, Mende
Morris, Hugh H
Mui r, Malcolm

Mur phy, John W

Neal son, WlliamJ., Jr.

Newconer, Cl arence C.
Ni el ds, John P.
Nygaard, Richard Lowel |
O brien, David V.
Oneill, Thomas N.

O | of sky, Stephen M
Padova, John R

Parell, Mary L.
Politan, N cholas H.
Pol | ack, Louis H.
Ranmbo, Sylvia

Reed, Lowell A., Jr.
Rel | stab, John

Rendel |, Majorie O
Robi nson, Sue L.

Robr eno, Eduardo C.
Rodney, Ri chard Seynour
Rodri quez, Joseph H.
Rosenberg, Louis

Rot h, Jane R
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20346
20306
20307
20308
20309
20310
20311
20312
20313
20374
20314
20395
20315
20316
20317
20394
20318
20319
20320
20321
20322
20341
20247
20323
20324
20325
20379
20326
20393
20364
20327
20375
20328
20360
20329
20330
20331
20332
20333
20334
20343
20369
20335
20336
20337
20384
20338
20339

Runyon, WIlliam N
Sarokin, H Lee

Scal era, Ral ph F.
Schoonnmaker, Frederic
Schwartz, Murray M
Shapiro, Norma L.
Shaw, Robert

Sheri dan, M chael
Sifton, Charles P.

Si mandl e, Jerome B.

Si mmons, Paul A
Smth, D. Brooks
Smith, WIliamF.
Snyder, Daniel J.
Sorg, Herbert

St andi sh, WIlliamL.
Stapl eton, Walter K
Steel, BEdwin D., Jr.
Stern, Herbert J.
Stewart, WIIliamA.
Tei t el baum Hubert 1I.
Thonpson, Anne
Thonpson, Joseph Wit aker
Thomson, Wh. Seward
Trout man, E. Mac

Van Artsdal en, Donald W
Van Antwer pen, Franklin S.
Van Dusen, Francis L.
Vanaski e, Thonas |.
VWl dman, Jay C.

Wal ker, Thomas d ynn
Walls, WIliamH.

Wat son, Al bert L.

Wat son, Janes

Weber, Cerald J.

Wei ner, Charles R

Wei s, Joseph F., Jr.
Wel sh, Ceorge A

Wi ppl e, Lawence A
W1 son, Joseph P.
Wtner, Charles B.
Wlin, Afred M

Wod, Harold K

Wort endyke, Reynier, Jr.
Wight, Caleb M

Yohn, WIlliamH. , Jr.
Young, Warren H.

Zi egler, Donald E
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Fourth Grcuit-District Judges

10401 Anderson, Joseph F
10402 Anderson, George R
10403 Baker, WIIliam E.
10404 Barksdale, Alfred D
20443 Beaty, Janes A, Jr
10405 Black, Walter E., Jr.
10406 Blair, C Stanley
20438 Bl ake, Catherine C.
10407 Blatt, Soloman, Jr.
10408 Borenman, Hebert S.
10409 Boyd, Janes E.

20414 Boyl e, Terrence
10410 Boyle, Francis J.
20455 Brinkema, Leonie M
10411 Britt, W Earl

20461 Broadwater, Craig
10412 Bryan, Albert V.
10413 Bryan, Albert V., Jr.
10414 Bull ock, Frank W
10415 Butler, Al gernon
10416 Butzner, John D., Jr.
10417 Cacheris, James C.
10418 Chapman, Robert F.
20436 Chasanow, Deborah K
10419 Chesnut, W Calvin
10420 Christie, Sidney L.
10421 darke, J. Cavitt
10422 Cochran, Ernest F.
10423 Col eman, WIlliam C.
20417 Conner, Henry G oves
10424 Copenhaver, John T.
10425 Craven, Janes Braxton, Jr.
20451 Currie, Canmeron M
10426 Dalton, Ted

20439 Davis, Andre M

10427 Dobie, Arm stead M
10428 Doumar, Robert G
20452 Duffy, Patrick M
10429 Dupree, Franklin T. Jr.
20416 Ellis, Thomas Shel by, 1i
10430 Erwin, Richard C
20462 Faber, David A.

10431 Field, John A, Jr.
10432 Fox, Janes C

20432 Garbis, Marvin J.
10433 Glliam Don W

10434 denn, J, Lyles
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20463 Goodw n, Joseph R
10435 CGordon, Eugene A
20425 Goner, D. Law ence
10436 Haden, Charles H., lii
10437 Hall, Kenneth K

10438 Hal l anan, Elizabeth V.
10439 Hilton, Cyde H

10440 Hargrove, John R
10441 Harvey, Al exander, |
10442 Hawkins, Falcon B
20449 Herlong, Henry M, Jr.
10443 Hayes, Johnson J.
10444 Henphill, Robert W
10445 Henderson, David E
10446 Henderson, Karen L
10447 Hilton, C aude M
10448 Hoffman, Walter E
10449 Houck, C. Weston
10450 Howard, Joseph C
20440 Howard, Mal col m J.
20464 Horward, Ml col m J.
10451 Hutchesen, Sterling
20456 Jackson, Raynond A
20458 Jones, Janes P.

20415 Jones, Shirley

10452 Jones, Wodrow W/ son
10453 Kaufman, Frank A
20460 Keeley, Irene M

10454 Kellam Richard

10455 Kidd, WIlliam M

10456 Kiser, Jackson L
10457 Knapp, Dennis R

10458 Larkins, John D., Jr.
20434 Legg, Benson E

10459 Lewis, Oen R

10460 Lunpkin, Alva M

10461 Mackenzi e, John A
10462 Martin, J. Robert
10463 Maxwel |, Robert Ear
10464 Mcclinton, John A
20419 Mcclintic, George Warw ck
10465 Mcdowell, Henry d ay
10466 Mmllian, James B.
10467 Meekins. Issac M
10468 Merhige, Robert R, Jr.
20435 Messitte, Peter J.
10469 M chael, Janes H., Jr.
10470 M chie, Thonas J.
10471 Mller, Janes R Jr.
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10472
20453
20430
20445
10473
10474
20433
20428
10475
20447
20442
10476
20427
10477
20454
10478
10479
10480
10481
10482
10483
10484
10485
10486
20448
10487
10488
20431
20420
10489
10490
20459
10491
10492
10493
10494
20446
20441
10495
20450
10496
20444
10497
10499
20426
20400
20401
20402
20403

Mbore, Ben

Morgan, Henry C., Jr.
Mbtz, J. Frederick
Mul | en, Graham C.
Murray, Herber F.
Myers, Frank K

Ni ckerson, Wlliam M
Northcott, Elliott
Nor t hr op, Edward
Norton, David C.
OCsteen, WIlliamL., Sr.
Paul , Charl es

Paul , John

Paul , John Jr.

Payne, Robert E.
Perry, Matthew J.,Jr.
Poff, WIIliamB.

Pol | ard, Robert N.
Potter, Robert D.
Preyer, L. Richardson
Ransey, Nornman P.
Roberts, Floyd H
Russel |, Donal d
Sentelle, David B.
Shedd, Dennis W
Simons, Charles E., Jr.
Smal ki n, Frederic N
Sm th, Rebbecca Beach
Soper, Morris Ames
Spencer, Janes R

St aker, Robert J.

St anp, Frederick P., Jr.

Stanley, Edwin M
Tauro, Joseph L.
Thonpson, Roby C.
Thonmsen, Roszel C.

Thor nberg, Lacy H
Tilley, N Carlton, Jr.
Ti mrer man, Ceorge Bell

Traxler, WIlliamB., Jr.

Turk, Janes C.

Voor hees, Richard L.
ward, Hiram H.
Waring, J. Watles
warlick, WIson
Warriner, D. Dortch
Wat ki ns, Harry E.
Wat ki ns, Henry H.
Wat ki ns, R Dorsey
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20404
20405
20406
20407
20437
20408
20409
20410
20457
10498
20411
20412
20413
20429

Way, Luther B.

Webb, Edwi n Y.

W dener, H Enory Jr.
WIlkins, WIliamW

WIlliams, Al exander, Jr.

WIlliams, Ashten
Wlliams, den M
WIlliams, Richard L.
W son, Sanuel J.
Wl son, Warlick
Wnter, Harrison
Wche, Charles C
Young, Joseph H
Young, Robert
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Fifth

10501
10502
10503
30510
10504
10505
10506
10507
10508
10509
10510
30573
10511
10512
10513
10514
30519
30579
10515
30540
30542
30575
10516
10517
30509
10518
10519
10520
10521
30553
10522
30578
30532
30580
10523
10524
10525
10526
30521
10527
10528
10529
10530
10531
10532
10533
10534

Circuit-District Judges

Al nsworth, Robert A, Jr.
Aker man, Al exander

Al ai no, Ant hony A

Al | good, d arence

Al | good, Harl an Hobart
Allred, Janes V.
Andrews, M N el
Arceneaux, GCeorge
Arnow, W nston E.
Arenovitz, Sidney M
Atkins, C. dyde

Atl as, Nancy F.
Atwell, WIIliamH.

Bar bour, WIIliam H.
Barker, WIIliamJ.
Barret, WIIliamH.
Beattie, Charlton Reid
Beer, Peter J.

Bel ew, David O

Bel |, Robert Hol nes
Berrigan, Helen G
Biery, Fred

Bi ggers, Neal B.

Bl ack, Norman W

Boe, Donald W, Jr.
Bootle, WIIliam A
Borah, Wayne G

Boyl e, Edward J., Sr.
Boynton, Charles A
Branl ette, David
Brewster, Leo

Bri ones, David
Brister, Bill H.
Brown, Paul N.

Bryant, Randol ph
Buchneyer, Jerry

Bue, Carl O

Bunt en, Juci us D.
Burns, Lewis Henry
Cabot, Ted

Cail | ouet, Adrian J.
Carr, Patrick E.
Carswel |, George Harold
Cassi bry, Fred J.
Cecil, Lamar

Choate, Enett

Chri stenberry, Herbert W
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10535
30541
10536
10537
10538
10539
10540
10541
10542
10543
10544
10545
30559
10546
10547
10548
30513
10549
10550
10551
10552
10553
10554
30550
10555
30539
10556
10557
30543
10558
10559
10560
10561
10562
10563
10564
30546
10565
10566
10567
10568
10569
30556
30533
30516
10570
10571
30576
10572

Cl ayon, C aude F.
Clement, Edith B.
Cobb, Howel |

Col l'ins, Robert F.
Com skey, Janes A
Conger, Abraham B
Connal Iy, Ben C
Cox, Allen

Cox, Owen D.

Cox, WIlliamHarold
Cowan, Finis E
Crowe, Quthrie F
Cumm ngs, Sanmuel R
Davi dson, d an H.
Davi dson, T. Witfield
Davis, David J.
Davi s, Thomas Hoyt
Davi d, Eugene

Dawki ns, Benjamn C., Sr.
Dawki ns, Benjamn C., Jr.

Deanda, Janes

Deaver, Bascom S.
Devane, Dozi er
Doherty, Rebecca F
Dool ey, Joe B

Duggan, Patrick J.
Duhe, John M

Dupl antier, Adrian G
Duvall, Stanwood R, Jr.
Dyer, David W

Eat on, Joe

Edenfi el d, Newel |
Elliot, J. Robert
Ellis, Frank

Ervin, Robert T.
Estes, Joe

Fall on, El don E

Fay, Peter T.

Fel dman, Martin L. C
Fish, A Joe

Fi sher, Joe J.
Fitzwater, Sidney A
Fol som David
Fonseca, Ronald A
Foster, Rufus Edward
Freeman, Richard C
Ful ton, Charl es B.
Furguson, W Roya
Garcia, Hpolito F.
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30577
10573
30581
10574
10575
10576
30572
30536
10577
30535
10578
10579
10580
10581
30548
10582
10583
10584
10585
30555
10586
30566
10587
30557
10588
10589
10590
10591
10592
10593
10594
10595
10596
10597
10598
10599
30564
20500
20501
20503
30514
30517
30923
20504
30571
20505
30520
20506
20507

Garcia, Olando L.

Gar dner, Buck

Garza, Emlio

Garza, Reynal do

Gex, Walter J., 1lii

G bson, Hugh

G I nore, Vanessa D
Gonzal ez, Jose A., Jr.
Gor don, Jack

Gray, Frank Jr.

G oons, Harl an Hobart
G ubb, WIlliam]I.
Quin, J. Foy, Jr.

@Qui nn, Ernest

Hai k, Richard T.

Hal |, Sam B.

Hancock, Janes Huger
Hancock, Joseph

Hand, WIIliam

Hannah, John H

Hannay, Allan B

Har non, Mal i nda

Head, Hayden W
Heartfield, Thad
Heebe, Fredrick J.
Henderson, Al bert J., Jr.
Hi ggi nbot ham Patrick E

HIl, James C.
Hll, Robert M
Hi noj osa, Richardo H

Hittner, David

Hodges, WIlIliam Terrel
Hoeveler, WIlliam M
Hol | and, John W

Hol mes, Edwin R

Hopper, Frank A

Hoyt, Kenneth M

Hudspeth, Harry L.

Hughes, Lynn N

Hughes, Sarah T.

Hunter, Edwi n Ford, Jr.

Hut cheson, Charles Sterling
Hut cheson, Joseph Chapel |, Jr.
| ngraham Joe M

Jack, Janis G

Johnson, Frank M
Jones, Lake

Justice, WIIiam Wyne
Kazen, Ceorge P
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20508
20509
30563
20510
20511
30568
20512
20513
30565
20514
20515
30538
30547
30537
20516
20517
20518
20519
20520
20521
30560
30531
20522
20523
20524
20525
20526
20527
20528
30558
30562
20529
20530
30551
20531
20532
20533
20534
20535
20536
20537
20538
20539
20540
20541
20542
20543
20544
20545

Keady, WIlliamC.
Keeling, Walter A
Kendal |, Joe
Kennaner, Charles B
Kennerly, Thomas M
Kent, Samuel B.
King, Janes L.

Krent zman, Ben

Lake, Sim

Law ence, Al ezander
Lee, Tons

Lenell e, Ivan L.
Lenmon, Mary Ann Vi al
Lent han, Janes J.

Li eb, Joseph

Little, F.a.

Li vaudi s, J. Marce
Long, Augustus
Lovett, Archibald R
Lynne, Seybourn H
Mcbryde, John H
Mcal |, Rhydon M
Mcdonal d, Gabrielle K
Mcduffie, John

Mcf adden, Frank H.
Mcm | | an, Robert J.
Mcnamara, A j.
Mcrae, WlliamA., Jr.
Mahon, El son

Mal oney, Robert B.
Means, Terry R
Meek, Edwar d
Mehrtens, WIIliam
Mel ancon, Tucker L
Mel ton, Howel | W
Mentz, Henry A

M ddl ebr ooks, David L.,

Mtchell, Lansing L
M ze, Sidney C
Morgan, Lewis R

Moye, Charles A, Jr.
Mul I'i ns, C arence

Mur phee, Thonmas A

Ni xon, Walter L., Jr.
Noel , James L.
Now i n, James R

O conor, Robert
Okelly, WIliam C.
Oonens, W1 bur D.

Jr.

222



20546
20547
30552
20548
20549
20550
30545
20551
20552
20553
20554
30567
20555
30534
20556
20557
20558
20559
20560
30570
20561
20562
20563
20564
20565
30554
20566
20567
20568
20569
20570
20571
20572
30511
20573
20574
20575
30518
20576
20577
20578
20579
20580
20581
30561
30574
20582
20583
20584

Par ker, John V.

Par ker, Robert M

Pi ckering, Charles W, Sr.
Pittman, Virgil

Poi nter, Sam C., Jr.
Pol ezol a, Frank J.

Port eous, G Thonms, Jr.
Porter, Robert W
Porterie, Gaston Louis
Prado, Edward C.

Put man, Richard J.

Rai ney, John D.

Reed, John A.

Reeves, Al bert, Jr.

Ri ce, Ben H.

Ritter, Halsted L.
Roberts, Jack

Robi nson, Mary Lou
Roettger, Norman C., Jr
Rosent hal , Lee H.
Rubin, Alvin B.
Russell, Dan M, Jr.
Russel |, Robert C.
Sander s, Baref oot
Scarlett, Frank M
Schell, Richard A
Schwartz, Charl es
Scott, Charles R
Scott, Nauman, S.

Seal s, Wodrow B.

Sear, Morey L.

Senter, L. T., Jr.
Sessions, WIlliamS.
Shannon, Fred

Shaw, John M

Sheehy, Joe W
Sheppard, WIIliam B.
Sibly, Samuel Hal e

Si npson, Bryan

Si ngl eton, John V., Jr.
Sl oan, WIIiam Boyd
Smth, Om R

Smth, Sidney O, Jr.
Smth, Walter S., Jr.
Solis, Jorge A

Spar ks, Sam

Spears, Adrian
Stafford, WIIliamH.
Stagg, Tom
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20585
20586
20587
20588
20589
20590
20591
20592
30524
20593
30549
20594
30544
20595
20596
20597
20598
20599
30569
30522
30500
30501
30502
30503
30504
30512
30505
30506
30507
30508

Steger, WlliamM
Sterling, Ross N
Strum Louie W
Suttle, Dorwin
Taylor, Wlliam, Jr.
Thomason, R e.

Thomas, Daniel H
Thor nberry, Honer
Tilson, Welian J.
Tjoflat, Cerald B.
Trinmble, Janes T.
Underwood, E. Marvin
Vance, Sarah S.
Varner, Robert E.

Vel a, Fileman B.
Vernon, Earl E.
Waller, Curtis, L.
Wal ter, Donald E.
Weirlein, Ew ng, Jr.
West, D WA

West, E. Gordon

West, R Bl ake

W cker, Veronica D.
Wi t ehurst, George W
Wl son, Janes Cifton
W ngate, Henry B.
Wod, John H., Jr.
Wodwar d, Hal vert Owen
Wight, J. Skelly
Young, George
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Si xth

10601
10602
10603
10604
10605
10606
10607
20677
20664
10608
10609
20662
20639
10610
10611
10612
10613
20683
20669
10614
10615
20659
10616
20651
10617
20681
10618
10619
10620
10621
10622
10623
10624
20678
20685
10625
10626
20655
10627
20682
20673
10628
20660
10629
10630
10631
10632

Circuit-District Judges

Al drich, Ann

Al l en, Charl es
Anderson, Harry

Al lintine, Thonas A.
Bat chel der, Alice M
Battisti, Frank
Beaner, Ceorge
Beckwi t h, Sandra S.
Bell, Robert H.
Bell, Sam H.

Bertel sman, WIIliam
Bor nan, Paul D.

Boyl e, Patricia
Boyd, Marion

Br at cher, Rhodes

Br ooks, Henry

Brown, Bail ey
Canpbel |, Todd J.
Carr, Janes G

Cecil, Lester
Churchill, Janes
Cl el and, Robert H.

Cochr an, Andrew
Cof f man, Jennifer B.
Cohn, Avern
Collier, Curtis L.
Connel |, James
Cook, Julian A., Jr.
Contie, Leroy J.
Darr, Leslie

Davi es, El nmer
Dawson, Charles I.
Denasci 0, Robert

Dl ott, Susan J.
Donal d, Bernice B.
Dowd, David D., Jr.
Druffel, John
Duggan, Patrick J.
Duncan, Robert M
Echol s, Robert L.
Econonous, Peter C.
Edgar, R Allen
Edmunds, Nancy G
Engel, Al bert

Ensel n, Richard A.
Eschbach, Jesse

Fei kens, John

225



10633
20649
10634
10635
10636
20656
20657
20675
10637
10638
10639
10640
10641
10642
10643
10644
10645
10646
10647
10648
10649
10650
10651
20652
20643
20641
10652
10653
10654
10655
20661
20650
10656
10657
10658
10659
10660
10661
10662
20680
10663
10664
20671
10665
10666
10667
20646
10668
10669

Ford, Hi ram Church
Forester, Karl S.
Fox, Noel P.

Freed, Emerich
Freeman, Ral ph

Frei dman, Bernard A.
Gadol a, Paul V.
Gaughan, Patricia A
G bbons, Julia S

G bson, Benjamn F.
Gl nore, Horace W
Gordon, Janes

Gore, John

Graham Janes L.
Gray, Frank

G een, Ben

Gubow, Lawr ence

Quy, Ralph B., Jr.
Hackett, Barbara K
Hahn, George

Ham | t on, El wood

Har vey, Janes

Her mansdor f er, Howar d
Heyburn, John G i
Hi cks, Xenophon

Hi ckenl ooper, Smith
Hi ggi ns, Thomas A.

H || man, Douglas W
Hogan, Ti not hy

Hol shuh, John D.
Hood, Deni se P.
Hood, Joseph M

Hort on, del |

Hough, Benson

Hul | , Thomas

Jarvis, Janes H.
Johnstone, Edward H.
Joi ner, Charles
Jones, Paul

Jordan, Robert L.
Kaess, Fredrick

Kal bf | ei sch, Grard
Katz, David A

Kei t h, Darnon
Kennedy, Cornelia
Kent, W Wall ace
Killits, John MIton
Ki nneary, Joseph

Kl oeb, Frank
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10670
10671
10672
10673
10674
10675
10676
10677
20684
10678
20665
20654
10679
10680
10681
10682
10683
20667
20640
10684
10685
10686
10687
10688
10689
10690
10691
10692
10693
20674
10694
20672
20663
10695
20670
10696
10697
20666
10698
10699
20600
20601
20602
20603
20604
20658
20642
20605
20606

Kosci nski, Arthur
Krenzler, Alvin I.
Krupansky, Robert
Lanbros, Thonas

Lapl ata, George
Lederl e, Arthur
Levi n, Theodore
Machrowi cz, Thaddeus
Mccal la, Jon P.
Mccree, Wade H.
Mckeague, David W
Mcki nl ey, Joseph H.
Mcnanee, Charl es J.
Mcquade, Richard B.
Mcrae, Robert

Manos, John M
Martin, John D.

Mati a, Paul R
Meredith, Ronald E.
M1l es, Wendell A

M Il er, Shackel ford E.
MIler, WIIliamE.
Mbi net, Edward E.
Morton, L. Clure
Moynahan, Bernard T.
Neese, C. G

Nevi n, Robert

Newbl att, Stewart A.
Ni xon, John T.
Nugent, Donald C.

O brien, Ernest

O mall ey, Kathleen M
O nmeara, John C.
Osullivan, difford
diver, Sanuel, Jr.
Peck, John

Pi card, Frank A.

Qui st, Gordon J.
Porter, David S.
Potter, John W
Pratt, Phillip
Raynond, Fred M
Reed, Scott E.
Revell, Richard A.
Rice, Walter H
Rosen, Gerald E.
Ross, John WIIliam
Rot h, Stephen

Rubi n, Carl B.
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20653
20579
20647
20607
20608
20645
20609
20676
20610
20611
20612
20613
20614
20615
20616
20617
20618
20619
20620
20621
20686
20622
20623
20624
20625
20648
20626
20627
20628
20629
20668
20630
20644
20631
20632
20633
20634
20635
20636
20637
20638

Russel |, Thomas B.
Sargus, Edmund A,

Sater, John E.

Shel bour ne, Roy M

Siler, Eugene E

Si nons, Charles C
Si npson, Charles R

Smth, George C
Sm th, Tal bot

Spiegel, S. Arthur
Starr, Raynond W
Suhr hei nrich, Richard F.

Swi nford, ©Mac

Tayl or, Anna Diggs
Tayl or, George C
Tayl or, Robert L.
Thomas, WIIliam K.
Thonpson, Anne E.
Thornt on, Thomas D.

Todd, James D.
Turner, Jerone

Tuttle, Arthur J.
Under wood, Mel G

Unt hank, G WX

Wal i nski, Nichol as

Wat son, Janes L.
Weber, Hernman J.
Wei ck, Paul C.
Wei nman, Carl A.
Vel lford, Harry
Wells, Lesley B.
West, Sarmuel

West enhauer, D.c.

Wite, Ceorge W
Whoit, Henry R

W1 kin, Robert N.

Wl son, Frank W

W seman, Thomas A.

Whods, Ceorge E.
Young, Don J.

Zat kof f, Law ence P.
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Seventh Crcuit-D strict Judges

10701
10702
20719
20723
10703
10704
10705
10706
10707
10708
10709
10710
10711
10712
10713
10714
20729
10715
10716
20725
20711
20739
20708
20727
20720
10717
10718
10719
20715
10720
10721
10722
10723
10724
10725
10726
10727
10728
10729
10730
20728
10731
20731
10732
20730
10733
10734

Ackerman, J. \Wal do

Adair,
Al esi a,

J. Leroy
James H.

Ander sen, Wayne R

Aspen,
Austi n,
Baker ,
Bal t zel
Bar ker ,
Bar nes,
Bauer,
Beaner,
Beatty,

Mar vi n
Ri chard B
Harol d A
|, Robert C.
Sar ah Evans
John P.
WIliamJ.
Ceorge N
WIliamL.

Briggle, Chalres G

Br ooks,
Bua, Ni
Buckl o,
Canpbel

Gene E.
chol as, J.

El ai ne E
I, WIliamJ.

Car penter, Ceorge A

Castil
d egg,

Clevert, Charles N., Jr.

Giffe,

0, Ruben
Cecil Hunter

Adam C.

Coar, David H.

Conl on,
Cr abb,

Susan B.
Bar bar a

Crow ey, John P

Curr an,
Davi s,
Decker,
Dllin,
Doyl e,

Thomas J.
OCscar H

Bernard M

S. Hugh
James E.

Duff, Brian B.

Duf fy,

F. Ryan

Eschbach, Jesse E

Evans,

Terence T.

Fitzhenry, Louis

FI aum

Joel M

Foreman, Janes L.

Cei ger,

Ferdi nard A.

Gettl eman, Robert W
Get zandanner, Susan C.
G lbert, J. Phil

Gor don,

Myron

Gottschall, Joan B

G ady,
G ant,

John F.
Rober t
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10735
20736
20712
10736
10737
10738
10739
10740
10741
10742
10743
10744
10745
10746
10747
10748
20705
10749
10750
10751
20707
20722
10752
20733
20717
10753
20718
10754
20734
10755
10756
10757
10758
20726
20721
10759
10760
10761
20710
10762
10763
10764
10765
10766
20740
10767
10768
20704
10769

G ubb, Kenneth

Ham | ton, David F.
Har di ng, Justin W
Hart, WIlliamT.
Hof f man, Julius J.
Hol der, Cale J.

Hol der man, Janes F.,
Holly, WIIliamH.

| goe, M chael
Johnson, Ceorge E. Q.
Juergens, WlliamG
Kanne, M chael S.
Kirkland, Alfred Y.
Knoch, Wn G
Kocoras, Charles P.
Labuy, Walter
Landi s, Fredrick

Lar son, Earl

Lee, WIIliam C.

Lei ghton, George N

Lei nenweber, Harry D.

Li nberg, George W
Li ndl ey, Walter C.
Lozano, Rudy

Luse, O aude Z
Lynch, WIlIliam J.
Mcdade, Joe B.
Mcgarr, Frank J.
Mcki nney, Larry J.
Mcl aren, Richard W
Mcm |l en, Thomas R
Mcnagny, Phil M

Maj or, J. Earl

Manni ng, Bl anche M
Mar ovi ch, George M
Mar ovi t z, Abraham
Marshal |, Prentice
Mercer, Fredrick
Meyers, Kenneth

M hm M chael M
MIler, Robert L.
MIls, Richard H
M ner, Julius
Midy, Janes T.
Moody, Janes T.
Moran, Janes B.

Mor gan, Robert

Meul ler, J.p. Stadt
Napol i, Al exander
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10770
10771
20716
10772
10773
10774
10775
10776
10777
10778
10779
20738
20724
10780
20732
10781
10782
10783
10784
10785
10786
10787
20713
10788
20737
10789
10790
10791
10792
10793
10794
20735
10795
10796
10797
10798
10799
20700
20701
20714
20702
20703
20706

Nol and, Janes E.
Nor dberg, John A
Nor dbye, QGunnar H.
Norhl e, Charles R
Par ki nson, W Lynn
Par sons, Janes B.
Perry, Joseph Sanuel
Platt, Casper

Pl unkett, Paul E.
Poos, Qmrer

Rabi novitz, David
Randa, Rudol ph T.
Rei nhard, Philip G
Reynol ds, John W
Ri |l ey, Paul E.
Robson, Edwi n A
Roszkawski, Stanley
Rovner, Illana D.
Shabaz, John C.
Shadaur, MIlton I.
Sharp, Allen

Shaw, Elwn R

Si ngl eton, John V.
Slick, Thonas

Stadt nuel l er, J.p.
Steckler, WIIliam
Stiehl, WIIliamD.
Stone, Patrick T.
Sullivan, Phillip L.
Swygert, Luther M
Tehan, Robert E.

Ti nder, John D.
Tone, Phillip
Warren, Robert W
Wham Fred

W | ker son, Janes
W11, Hubert
WIllianms, Ann C.
Wse, Henry S
Wng, Dick Yin

Wbod, Harlington, Jr.

Wodward, Charles E.
Zagel , Janes B.
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Eighth Grcuit-D strict Judges

10801
10802
10803
20837
10804
10805
10806
10807
10808
20839
10809
10810
10811
10812
20857
10813
10814
10815
10816
20819
10817
10818
20843
10819
10820
10821
10822
10823
10824
10825
20841
10826
10827
10828
10829
20855
10830
20853
10831
10832
10833
20846
10834
10835
10836
10837
20829

Al sop, Donald R
Arnold, Mrris
Barlett, D. Brook
Barnes, Harry F.
Battey, Richard

Beam d arence A
Beck, Al ex

Becker, WIIliam
Bell, Robert C.
Bennet, Mark W
Benson, Paul

Bogue, Andrew W
Cahill, dyde S., Jr.
Collinson, WlliamR
Canbri dge, WIliam G
Cant, WIliam A

Cl ark, Russell G
Collet, John C.
Conny, Patrick A
Cotterall, John Hazelton
Davi es, Ronald M

Davi s, Charles B.
Davis, M chael J.

Del ehandt, John W
Denney, Robert
Devitt, Edward J.
Dewey, Chalres

Dier, R chard A.
Donohoe, Janes A
Donovan, Dennis E.
Doty, David S
Duncan, Richard

Ei sel e, Garnett
Elliot, James D.
Farris, Charles B.
Fenner, Gary A
Filippine, Edward L.
Gai tan, Fernando J., Jr.
G bson, Fl oyd

Graven, Henry

@Gunn, George F., Jr.
Ham | ton, Jean C.
Hansen, David R
Hanson, WIlIliam C.
Har per, Roy W
Harris, Oren

Heaney, Gerald W
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20836 Hendren, Jim L.
10838 Henley, J. Smith
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10839
20828
10840
10841
10842
10843
20848
20818
10844
10845
20817
20858
20862
20842
10846
20856
10847
10848
20840
10849
20812
10850
10851
10852
10853
20838
10854
10855
10856
10857
10858
20835
20845
10859
10860
10861
10862
20823
10863
10864
10865
10866
10867
10868
10869
20850
20831
20861
20816

Hi cklin, Edw n
Hodges, Janes
Howar d, George Jr.
Hul en, Rubey
Hungate, WIliam L.
Hunter, El nmo
Jackson, Carol E.
Johnson, Tillman Davi s
Jones, John B.
Joyce, Matthew
Kennaner, Franklin E
Kopf, Richard G

Kor nmann, Charl es B.
Kyle, Richard H
Larson, Earl
Laughrey, Nanette K
Lem ey, Harry

Li mbaugh, Stephen N
Longstaff, Ronald E.
Lord, Mles

Mcgee, John Franklin
Mcmanus, Edward J.
Macl aughlin, Harry W
Magnuson, Paul A
Martineau, John E.
Mel | oy, M chael J.
Mer edi th, Janes

M ckel son, George T.
MIler, Andrew
MIler, John E

Mol yneaux, Joseph
Moddy, Janes M

Mont gonery, Ann D.
Moor e, Ceorge
Munger, Thomas C.
Mur phy, D ana F.
Nangl e, John F.

Nebl et, Colin
Neville, Phillip

Ni chol, Fred J.

Nor dbye, QGunnar H.
O brien, Donald E.
diver, John

Qis, Merrill
Overton, WlliamR
Perry, Catherine D.
Phillips, Oie L.

Pi ersol, Lawence L.
Pol | ock, John C.
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10870 Porter, Donald J.
10871 Ragon, Heartsil
20825 Ral ston, Richard H
20832 Reasoner, Stephen M
10872 Reeves, Al bert
10873 Regan, John

10874 Regi ster, Ceorge
10875 Renner, Robert G
10876 Ri dge, Al bert A
10877 Riley, WIIliam
10878 Roberts, Ross T.
10879 Robi nson, Richard E
10880 Rosenbaum James M
10881 Roy, El syane

10882 Sachs, Howard F.
20826 Sanborne, John B
10883 Schatz, Al bert G
10884 Scott, GCeorge C.
20859 Shanaha, Thomas M
20849 Shaw, Charles A.
10885 Shell, Terry L.
10886 Smth, J. Jasper
20854 Smth, Otrie D
10887 Stephenson, Roy
10888 Stevens, Joseph E., Jr.
20847 Stohr, Donald J.
10889 Stone, Kinbrough
20809 Strom Lyle E

10890 Stuart, WIlliam C
10891 Sullivan, GCeorge
10892 Switzer, Carrol
20827 Synes, John Foster
20815 Tri eber, John

10893 Trinmble, Thonas C.
20844 Tunheim John R
10894 Urbom Warren K
10895 Van Sickle, Bruce
20814 Van Val kenburge, Arba Seynour
20811 Van Pelt, Robert
10896 Vietar, Harold D
10897 Vogel, Charles
10898 Wangelin, H Kenneth
10899 Waters, H Franklin
20860 Webb, Rodney S.
20851 Webber, E. R chard
20800 Weber, Randol ph
20801 Webster, WIIliam
20852 Wi ppl e, Dean

20802 Wi ttaker, Charl es
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20803
20824
20834
20810
20804
20805
20806
20833
20807
20813
20808

Wl liams, Paul
WIllianms, Robert L.
Wlson, WilliamR ,
Wl le, Charles R
Wbodr ough, Joseph W
Wbods, Henry
Wight, Scott O
Wi ght, Susan W
Wman, A. Lee
Youmans, Frank A
Young, Gordon E.

Jr.
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Ni nt h

10901
10902
10903
30967
30952
10904
10905
30926
10906
10907
10908
30931
10909
10910
10911
10912
10913
10914
10915
10916
10917
10918
30996
10919
10920
30963
10921
10922
10923
10924
10925
10926
10927
10928
30970
10929
10930
10931
30954
10932
10933
10934
10935
10936
10937
10938
10939

Circuit-District Judges

Agui | ar, Robert P.
Al exander, George
Anderson, J. Bl aine
Arnstrong, Saundra B.
Bai rd, Lourdes G

Bal dwi n, Janes H.
Battin, Janes F.
Bean, R s.

Beaunont, Canpbel |
Beeks, WIIliam

Bel | oni, Robert

Bi ggs, John Jr.

Bil by, Richard M

Bl ack, LI oyd

Bol dt, GCeorge

Bour qui n, George
Bowen, John C.
Brewster, Rudi M
Broonfi el d, Robert
Brown, R

Browni ng, WIIliamD.
Bryan, Robert J.

Bur gess, Franklin D.
Bur ke, LI oyd

Burns, Janes
Burrell, Garland E., Jr.
Byrne, WlliamM
Byrne, Wn Mttew, Jr.
Callister, Marion J.
Carr, Charles
Carroll, Earl H
Carter, Janes M
Carter, diver J.
Cavanah, Charl es
Chesney, Maxine M
Cl airborne, Harry

C ark, Chase

Cl ar ke, Thurnond
Collins, Audrey B.
Conti, Samuel
Cooper, Joseph
Copple, WIIliam
Cordova, Val demar
Cosgrave, George
Coughenour, John
Coyl e, Robert E.
Craig, Walter
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10940 Crary, F. Avery
10941 Crocker, Md.
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10942
10943
10944
10945
30925
10946
10947
10948
10949
30994
10950
10951
10952
30978
30929
10953
10954
10955
30939
10956
10957
10958
10959
10960
10961
10962
10963
10964
10965
10966
10967
30915
10968
30979
30973
10969
10970
10971
10972
30985
30990
10973
10974
10975
10976
10977
10978
10979
10980

Curti s,
Cushman,
Davi es,

Jesse
Edwar d E.
John G

Davi s, Arthur

Dietrich, Frank Sigel

Dimm ck, Carolyn R

Di nond,
Driver,
Duenas,

Ant hony
Sanuel
Cri st obal

Dwer, WIIiamL.
East, WIlliam G
WIlliam B.

Enri ght,
Er ski ne,

Her ber t

Ezra, David A
Farrington, Edward
Fee, Janes Al ger
Ferguson, Warren J

Fer nandez,

Firth, Robert
Fitzgerld, Janes M
Fol ey, Roger

Fol ey, Robert
Folta, GCeorge

Fong, Harold M

For bi es,

Ver non

Frey, WIlliam C.
Fri edman, Monroe
Frye, Helen J.

Ri chard A

Gadboi s,
Garci a,
Ceor ge,
Glliam
Glmarti
Gllnnor,

Edward J.
LI oyd D.
Earl 8.

n, Eugene
Hel en

Gonzal ez, Irma E

Goodnan,
Goodwi n,
Goodwi n,

Loui s
Al fred
WIIliam

Gay, WIlliamP.
Hagen, David W
Haggerty, Ancer L

Hal bert,

Sherrill

Hal | , Peirson

Ham i n,

AQiver D

Har dy, Charles L.

Harri s,

CGeor ge

Harrison, Benjamn
Hatfield, Paul G

Hatt er,

Terry J.,

Fer di nand F.

Jr.
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10981
30936
10982
30942
10983
10984
30987
10985
10986
30972
10987
10988
30971
10989
10990
10991
10992
10993
10994
10995
10996
30974
30989
10997
30977
10998
30916
10999
20900
20901
20902
20903
30920
30957
20904
20905
20906
20907
30941
20908
20909
30917
20910
20911
30961
20912
30950
20913
20914

Hauk, A. Andrew
Healy, WIlliamH.
Henderson, Thelton E
Hll, Edward Coke
HIll, Irving

Hodge, Walter

Hogan, M chael R
Hol | and, H,. Russel
Hol | zer, Harry

Huff, Marilyn L.
Hupp, Harry L.

| deman, Janes M

Il ston, Susan Y.

I ngram WIIlaimA.
lrving, J. Law ence
Jacobs, F.c.

Janes, WIIliam
Janesdon, WIIliam
Jenney, Ral ph E
Jensen, D. Lowel |
Jertberg, Glbert H
Jones, Napol ean A
Jones, Robert E.
Karlton, Lawence K
Kay, Al an Cooke
Keep, Judith N
Keller, WIliamDuffy
Kehoe, Joseph
Kel | eher, Robert J.
Kel Iy, Raynond
Kenyon, David V.
Kerrigan, Frank

Ki | kenny, John F.

Ki ng, George H

Ki ng, Sanuel P.

Kl ei nfel d, Andrew J.
Kunzel, Fred
Laureta, Alfred
Layton, Caleb R, Iii
Leavy, Charles
Leavy, Edward

Legge, Chalres A
Lemmon, Dal M
Lettis, J. Spencer
Levi, David F.
Levin, Cerald

Lew, Ronald S. w.

Li ndberg, WIlliamJ.
Li ng, David
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30980
30932
20915
20916
20917
20918
20919
20920
20921
20922
20923
20924
20925
30918
20926
30953
30946
20927
20928
20929
20930
30988
20931
20932
20933
30983
20934
30986
20935
20936
30975
20937
30935
20938
30991
20939
20940
20941
30997
30955
20942
30922
20943
20944
20945
20946
20947
30919
20948

Lodge, Edward J.
Lonen, Gudbrand J.
Louder back, Harol d
Lovel |, Charles C
Lucas, Malcolm M
Lydi ck, Law ence
Lynch, Eugene F.
Macbri de, Thonas
Mccarrey, Janes

Mccol | och. d aude
Mccor m ck, Paul
Mcdonal d, Al an A
Mcgovern, Walter

Mcki bben, Howard D.
Mcl aughlin, J. Frank
Mcl aughl i n, Linda H
Mcnanee, Stephen M
Mcnary, John

Mcni chol s, Ray

Mcni chol s, Robert J.
Mar quez, Al fredo C.
Marsh, Mal col m F.
Marshal |, Consuel o B.
Mat hes, Wl Iliam C.
Met zger, Del bert

Mol | oy, Donald W
Muecke, Charles A
Munson, Al ex

Mur phy, Edward P.
Murray, WIIliam
Muskowi tz, Barry Ted
Net erer, Jereni ah
Neill, Marshall A.

N el sen, Lel and

Ni el sen, W Frenm ng
Nor cr oss, Frank

O connor, J.f.t.
Orick, WlliamH., Jr.
Onen, Richard

Paez, Richard A
Panner, Onen M
Partridge, John S.
Patel, Marilyn H
Peckham Robert F.
Pence, Martin

Pf ael zer, Mariana R
Pl unmer, Raynobns

Pool e, Cecil F.

Powel |, Charl es L.
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20949
20950
30959
20951
20952
30984
20953
20954
20955
20956
20957
20958
20959
30927
30937
20960
20961
30921
30928
20962
30947
20963
20964
20965
30924
20966
20967
20968
30930
20969
20970
20971
20972
20973
30945
30982
20974
20975
30960
30948
30944
20976
30964
20977
20978
20979
20980
20981
20982

Pratt, Harry

Pray, Charles N
Pregerson, Dean D.
Pregerson, Harry
Price, Edward D.

Pro, Phillip M
Quackenbush, Justin L.
Raf eedi e, Edward

Ram rez, Raul A.

Rea, WIIliamJ.

Real , Manueal

Redden, James A.
Reed, Edward C., Jr.
Reed, Thomas M | bur ne
Regan, John K
Renfrew, Charl es
Rhoades, John S., Sr.
Ri chey, Mary Anne

Ri chie, Elner E.
Roche, M chael

Roll, John M

Rosenbl att, Paul G
Ross, John

Rot hstei n, Barbara J.
Rudki n, frank K.

Ryan, Harold L.

Rynmer, Panela A
Sames, Al bert M

Sawm el le, WIIliam Henry
Schnacke, Robert
Schwart z, Edward
Schwartz, MIton L.
Schwarzer, WIlliamW
Schel | enbach, Lew s
Sedwi ck, John W
Shanstrom Jack G
Sharp, Morell

Shriver, Paul D.
Shubb, WIIliam B.
Silver, Roslyn O

Si ngl eton, Janes K., Jr.
Skopil, Oto R

Smth, Fern M

Smth, Russel

Sol onon, Qus J.
Speakman, Howard C.
St ephens, Al bert Lee
St ephens, Al bert Lee, Jr.
St. Sure, Adophus
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20983
20984
20985
20986
20987
20988
20989
20990
30951
30934
20991
20992
30956
20993
20994
30976
30992
30943
20995
20996
20997
30965
20998
20999
30962
30958
30966
30900
30901
30902
30903
30904
30905
30993
30906
30968
30907
30969
30908
30909
30910
30911
30981
30912
30913
30949
30995
30914

Stolter, Alicemaris
Strand, Roger G
Sweigert, WIliam
Takasugi, Robert M
Tanner, Jack E.
Tashima. A Wl |l ace
Tavares, C. Nls

Tayl or, Fred

Taylor, Gary L.
Tevrizian, D ckran, M
Thonpson, Bruce
Thonpson, Gordon Jr.
Timin, Robert J.

Tal i n, Ernest
Turrenti ne, Howard
Unpi ngco, John S.

Van Sickle, Fred L.
Vaught, Edgar Sullins
von Der Heydt, Janes A
Voor hees, Donald S.
Vukasi n, John P., Jr.
Wal ker, Vaughn R
VWal |l ace, J. dlifford
Wal sh, Janes

Wanger, Adiver W

War dl aw, Ki m Mcl ane
Ware, Janes

Wat ers, Laughlin E
Webster, J. Stanley
Wei gel , Stanl ey

Wi nber ger, Jacob

Wl sh, Martin
Westover, Harry C.
Wal ey, Robert H.
Whel an, Francis
Wiyte, Ronald M
Wig, Jon

W ken, C audia

Wl kins, Philip
WIllians, David W
WIlianms, Spencer M
W son, Stephen V.
Wnmill, B. Lynn

Wl | enberg, Al bert C
Yankwi ch, Leon
Zapata, Frank R
Zilly, Thomas S.
Zirpoli, Al fonso
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Tent h

11001
11002
11003
11084
11004
11005
11091
21003
11096
11006
11007
11008
11009
11010
11011
11012
11013
11014
11097
21004
11015
11016
21000
11017
11018
11019
11020
11021
11022
11087
11023
21005
11024
11081
11025
11026
11027
11075
11094
11028
11029
11030
11099
11031
11078
11032
11033

Circuit-District Judges

Al |l ey, Wayne

Ander son, Al son J.
Arraj, Alfred A
Babcock, Lewi s T.
Bal dock, Bobby Ray
Barrow, Allen E.

Bel ot, Monti L.
Benson, Dee

Bl ack, Bruce D.
Bohanon, Lut hur
Bowen, John C.
Bratton, Howard C.
Breitenstein, Jean S.
Brett, Thonas R

Bri mmer, C arence A
Br oaddus, Bower
Brown, Wesley E.
Burci aga, Juan G
Burrage, M chael
Campbel |, Tina
Canpos, Santi ago
Carrigan, JimR
Caut hron, Robin J.
Chandl er, Stephen
Chilson, din

Chri stensen, A. Shernman
Conway, John

Cook, H. Dale

Crow, Sam A.

Daniel, WIley
Daugherty, Fredrick
Downes, WIIliam F.
Doyl e, WIIliam
Durfee, James R
Ellison, Janes O
Eubanks, Luther B.
Fi nesilver, Shernman G
G eene, J. Thomas
Hansen, C. Leroy
Hat ch, Carl A.

Hel vering, Guy T.
H1ll, Delms C.

Hol nes, Sven Erik
Hopki ns, Richard J.
Huxman, Walter A.
Jenki ns, Bruce S
Johnson, Al an B.

245



11034 Johnson, Till man
11035 Kane, John L., Jr.
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11036
11037
11038
11098
11039
11040
11041
21001
11090
11074
11093
11042
11043
11044
21002
11088
11077
11045
11046
11047
11048
11085
11076
11049
11080
11079
11050
11051
11052
11053
11054
11055
11056
11057
11058
11059
11060
11061
11086
11062
11063
11064
11065
11066
11089
11067
11095
11092
11068

Kelly, Patrick P.
Kennaner, Franklin E
Kennedy, T. Bl ake
Kern, Terry C.

Kerr, Ewing T.

Knous, WIliam Lee
Langl ey, Edw n
Leonard, Tim
Lungstrum John W
Mare, John

Mat en, John T.

Mat sch, Richard P.
Mechem Edwi n L.
Mellott, Arthur J.

M | es- | agrange, Vi cki
MIler, Wal ker D.
Moore, John P.
Morris, Joseph W
Murrah, Alfred

O connor, Earl

Nebl ett, Colin

Not ti ngham Edward W
Par ker, James A.
Payne, H. Vearle
Phillips, Layn R
Phillips, Oie L.
Pol | ock, John C.

Ri ce, Eugene

Ri chey, Mary Anne
Ritter, Wllis W

Ri zl ey, Ross

Rogers, Richard Dean
Rogers, Wl do

Russel |, David L.
Saffels, Dale E

Sam David

Savage, Royce

Seay, Frank H.

Spar, Daniel B.
Stanly, Arthur

Synes, John

Tenpl ar, Ceorge

Thei s, Frank G
Thonmpson, Ral ph G
Van Bebber, G Thonas
Vaught, Edgar
Vazquez, Martha
Vratil, Kathryn H
Wal | ace, WIIliam
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11069
11070
11083
11071
11072
11073

Wei nshi enk, Zita L.

West, Lee R
VWham Fred C

WIlliams, Robert

W nder,
W nner,

Davi d K
Fred
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Circuit-District Judges

11101
11186
11102
11176
11173
11168
11103
11104
11105
11178
11106
11107
11187
11180
11108
21100
11109
11110
11111
11188
11184
21101
11112
11113
11177
11114
11115
11116
11117
11118
11119
11195
11120
11121
11123
11124
11191
11122
11125
11126
11127
11170
11128
11129
11192
11189
11130

Acker ,
Adans,
Al ai no,

Al britton,

Wlliam M,

Jr

Henry Lee, Jr.

Ant hony A

Al l good, C arence W

Ar now,
Ar onovi
At ki ns,
Bl ack,

Bl ackburn,

Bowen,

But | er,

W nst on

tz, Sidney M

Clyde C.
Susan H.

Shar on L.

Dudl ey H., Jr.
Brevard Hand, WIIliam
Buckl ew, Susan C.

Charles R,

Canp, Jack T.

Car nes,

Julie E

Carr, George C
Castagna, WIIliamJ.

Cl enon,

U w.

Collier, Lacey A

Conway,
Cooper,

Ann C.
d arence

Cox, Emmett Ripley

Davi s,
Denent ,
Dubi na,
Eat on,

Edenfi el d, B. Avant

Elliot,
Evans,

Fawsett,

B. Edward
lra
Joel F.
Joe

Robert J.
Oinda D

Ferguson, W/l kie D.

Fitzpatrick, Duross

Forrester, J. Onen
Freeman, Richard C
Gonzal ez, Jose A.,

G aham

Donal d L.

@Quin, Foy J., Jr.
Hal | , Robert H.

Hal t om

Hancock, Hughes Janes

E. b.

Hand, WIIliam B.
Hastings, Alcee L

Hi gby,
Hi ghsm
Hi nkl e,
Hobbs,

Lynn C.

th, Shel by
Robert L.

M  Truman

W Harold Ili

Jr.

Patricia C.

Jr.

Jr.
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11131
11132
11133
21102
21103
11196
11171
11134
11135
11136
11137
11138
11199
11197
11139
11174
11140
11141
11142
11185
11143
11193
21104
11190
11144
11145
11146
11147
11183
11148
11149
11169
11175
11150
11151
11152
11153
11154
11198
11182
11155
11172
11156
11157
11179
11158
11159
11160
11161

Hodges, Terrell Wn
Hoevel er, Wn M
Howard, Alex T., Jr.
Hul I, Frank M

Hunt, WIlis B., Jr.
Hurl ey, Daniel T.Kk.
Jacobs, Carol

Janes, C. p.

Kehoe, W Janes

Ki ng, Janmes Law ence

Kovachevi ch, Elizabeth A.

Krent zman, Ben

Lawson, Hugh

Lenard, Joan A.

Mar cus, Staney

Mar key, Howar d
Maurice, Mtchell Paul
Mcf adden, Frank H.

Mel ton, Howell W
Merryday, Stephen D.
Moore, John H., [ii
Moore, K. M chael
Moore, WlliamT., Jr.
Moreno, Frederico A
Moye, Charles A, Jr.
Mur phy, Harold L.

Nel son, Edwi n L.

Neshitt, Lenore Carrero

Ni nmons, Ral ph W, Jr.
Okelly, WIliam C.
Owens, W I bur D.

Pai ne, Janes

Paul , Maurice Mtchell
Poi nter, Sam C., Jr.
Propst, B. Robert
Reed, John A., Jr.
Roettger, Norman C.
Ryskanp, Kenneth L.
Sands, W Lew s

Schl esi nger, Harvey E.
Scott, Thomas E.
Seybourne, H. Lynne
Shar p, George Kendal |
Shoob, Marvin H
Smth, C. Lynwood

Spel | man, Eugene P.
Stafford, WlliamC.j.
Thonmpson, Myron H.
Tidwel |, Ernest G
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11194
11162
11163
11164
11181
11165
11166
11167

Ungar o- benages, Ursul a
Varner, E. Robert
Vi ni ng, Robert L., Jr.
Vi nson, Roger C.

Vollnmer, Richard W, Jr.

Ward, Horace T.
Young, George C
Zl och, WIliamJ.
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D.C. Crcuit-District Judges

11201 Adkins, Jeese

11202 Bail ey, Jennings
11203 Bastian, Walter
11204 Bryant, Wiliam
11258 Burton, Harold H
11261 Christenson, A. Shernan
11205 Corcoron, Howard
11254 Cornman, MIton D
11206 Cox, Joseph

11207 Curran, Edward M
11208 Eicher, Edward
11209 Fl annery, Thomas
11266 Friedman, Paul L
11210 Gasch, dAiver

11211 Gessell, Gerhard
11212 G een, Joyce Hens
11213 G een, June

11214 G eene, Harold H
11215 ol dsborough, T. Al an
11216 Gordon, Peyton
11217 Harris, Stanley S.
11218 Hart, Ceorge L
11219 Hogan, Thomas F
11220 Holtzoff, Al exander
11257 Jackson, Joseph R
11221 Jackson, Thomas P
11222 Johnson, Norma H
11223 Jones, Wiliam
11224 Keech, R chnmaond
11267 Kessler, d adys
11225 Kirkland, James R
11265 Lanbreth, Royce C.
11226 Laws, Bolitha

11227 Letts, F. Dickinson
11228 Luhring, Oscar
11229 Mcgarraghy, Joseph
11230 Mcguire, ©Mathew
11231 Ml aughlin, Charles
11232 WMattews, Burnite
11264 Mller, WIbur K
11233 Mboris, Janes W
11234 (Oberdorfer, Louis F
11235 O donoghur, Danie
11236 Parker, Barrington
11237 Penn, John G

11238 Pine, David

11239 Pratt, John H

252



11240 Proctor, Janes

11256 Real, Manuel L., Jr.
11259 Reed, Stanley

11241 Reverconb, George H
11242 Richey, Charles
11262 Rizl ey, Ross

11270 Robertson, Janes
11243 Robi nson, Aubrey
11244 Ri binson, Spottswood lii
11245 Schwei nhault, Henry
11246 Sirica, John

11247 Smth, John

11271 Sporkin, Stanley
11269 Sullivan, Emet G
11248 Tanmm Edward

11268 Urbina, Ricardo M
11249 Waddy, Joseph

11250 Wwal sh, Leonard
11263 Washi ngt on, George Thonas
11251 \Wheat, Alfred

11252 Youngdahl, Luther W
11253 Zl och, WIlliamJ.
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Appendi x 5

Nunmber of Cases in Each Circuit/Year in Appeals Court Data Base

4 COXx—0
0> m=<
nmnr>OH

02 25 329
03 25 116
04 25 99

05 25 175
06 25 222
07 25 81

08 25 330
09 25 289
00 25 196
01 26 95

02 26 339
03 26 118
04 26 131
05 26 170
06 26 227
07 26 102
08 26 377
09 26 210
00 26 219
00 27 187
01 27 86

02 27 307
03 27 107
04 27 99

05 27 205
06 27 188
07 27 94

08 27 374
09 27 188
01 28 104
02 28 312
03 28 137
04 28 109
05 28 232
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06
07
08
09
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01

28
28
28
28
28
29
29
29
29
29
29
29
29
29
29
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
30
31
31
31
31
31
31
31
31
31
31
31
32
32
32
32
32
32
32
32
32
32
32
33

190
95

331
213
177
90

317
154
122
195
184
82

360
277
128
69

362
159
148
238
242
119
259
304
178
121
76

392
176
140
266
260
139
272
281
200
173
94

315
185
146
280
252
155
253
283
158
176
91

255



02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06

33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
33
34
34
34
34
34
34
34
34
34
34
34
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
35
36
36
36
36
36
36
36
36
36
36
36
37
37
37
37
37
37

433
174
149
296
242
167
221
281
220
198
86

427
178
169
326
159
216
280
278
203
213
72

434
178
196
280
105
253
267
324
158
149
84

406
154
138
259
262
277
230
284
157
167
82

397
189
112
285
263

256



07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00

37
37
37
37
37
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
38
39
39
39
39
39
39
39
39
39
39
39
40
40
40
40
40
40
40
40
40
40
40
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41

276
225
326
122
154
60

355
184
161
292
232
240
251
352
134
147
59

336
230
137
248
282
214
297
284
166
146
81

346
188
130
300
252
238
257
325
198
166
72

316
195
106
283
252
243
251
273
171
189

257



01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05

42
42
42
42
42
42
42
42
42
42
42
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
43
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
44
45
45
45
45
45
45
45
45
45
45
45
46
46
46
46
46

132
323
195
103
315
250
232
303
259
184
183
53

297
177
93

263
211
242
265
110
171
147
62

324
144
98

244
147
146
212
277
136
158
56

336
168
76

239
155
148
232
271
141
164
71

255
142
74

255

258



06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10

46
46
46
46
46
46
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
a7
48
48
48
48
48
48
48
48
48
48
48
49
49
49
49
49
49
49
49
49
49
49
50
50
50
50
50
50
50
50
50
50

141
155
175
238
151
168
58

274
151
110
261
137
154
152
222
157
139
64

241
174
107
267
171
148
179
157
55

158
56

298
189
137
313
187
176
178
232
186
203
53

196
202
154
303
197
195
226
262
157

259



00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04

50
51
51
51
51
51
51
51
51
51
51
51
52
52
52
52
52
52
52
52
52
52
52
53
53
53
53
53
53
53
53
53
53
53
54
54
54
54
54
54
54
54
54
54
54
55
55
55
55

228
52

268
150
125
327
158
165
205
269
161
207
59

253
192
142
403
170
164
84

238
174
245
64

261
209
139
379
204
162
211
249
156
192
68

188
129
114
383
185
135
188
279
123
167
55

311
177
172

260



05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09

55
55
55
55
55
55
55
56
56
56
56
56
56
56
56
56
56
56
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
57
58
58
58
58
58
58
58
58
58
58
58
59
59
59
59
59
59
59
59
59

448
207
211
218
434
192
303
78

320
189
156
439
288
212
193
375
110
318
79

348
189
184
419
226
220
189
342
200
353
73

337
246
167
500
251
203
219
359
184
354
55

359
218
170
448
220
225
204
330

261



10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03

59
59
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
60
61
61
61
61
61
61
61
61
61
61
61
62
62
62
62
62
62
62
62
62
62
62
63
63
63
63
63
63
63
63
63
63
63
64
64
64

224
334
93

368
204
175
441
260
221
234
334
55

319
91

365
197
186
477
242
222
222
348
218
299
112
415
202
231
555
250
244
253
373
235
306
83

413
253
227
609
252
263
275
412
242
339
112
410
260

262



04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08

64
64
64
64
64
64
64
64
65
65
65
65
65
65
65
65
65
65
65
66
66
66
66
66
66
66
66
66
66
66
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
68
68
68
68
68
68
68
68

280
659
312
247
222
403
268
235
95
406
246
238
634
274
298
245
409
272
294
119
110
297
298
784
257
307
232
492
298
263
110
393
338
364
926
325
284
221
491
338
266
105
110
306
312
1054
340
298
224

263



09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02

68
68
68
69
69
69
69
69
69
69
69
69
69
69
70
70
70
70
70
70
70
70
70
70
70
71
71
71
71
71
71
71
71
71
71
71
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
73
73

539
280
269
121
434
328
324
1228
430
348
286
746
282
325
155
523
350
385
1464
451
344
340
950
353
315
146
565
403
289
1818
379
382
411
1159
364
276
152
459
537
269
1462
417
381
427
1012
418
325
138
428

264



03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07

73
73
73
73
73
73
73
73
73
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
75
75
75
75
75
75
75
75
75
75
75
76
76
76
76
76
76
76
76
76
76
76
77
77
77
77
77
77
77

293
246
1307
380
287
399
626
287
279
164
490
206
234
1129
395
360
417
582
240
293
161
537
110
278
1021
401
405
494
655
227
275
189
466
254
295
1044
318
328
549
641
228
252
205
464
259
299
1185
273
320

265



08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
00
01

77
77
77
77
78
78
78
78
78
78
78
78
78
78
78
79
79
79
79
79
79
79
79
79
79
79
80
80
80
80
80
80
80
80
80
80
80
81
81
81
81
81
81
81
81
81
81
81
82

585
596
241
273
246
377
291
277
1288
321
344
518
654
287
236
230
376
279
286
1205
289
331
523
752
309
227
245
411
328
306
1496
437
377
550
860
361
411
269
366
302
334
1630
399
357
650
770
336
325
266

266



02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02

82
82
82
82
82
82
82
82
82
82
82
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
83
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
86
86

417
353
340
998
424
509
626
890
55

654
302
281
479
342
339
989
496
578
688
914
359
726
341
309
505
326
340
790
501
546
784
799
357
761
331
287
543
358
380
844
475
691
673
941
342
748
295
320
488

267



03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00
01
02
03

86
86
86
86
86
86
86
86
86
86
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
88
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
90
90
90

346
405
963
470
672
694
1069
334
816
314
371
428
350
355
838
261
699
221
1025
348
663
394
358
508
377
321
810
486
676
605
820
336
616
388
195
246
192
173
432
269
324
379
482
186
296
166
189
269
150

268



04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
00

90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90

172
447
243
378
419
494
262
291
149

269



