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August 142007

Mr. Peter Warwick,President & CEO
Thomson Notth American Legal
610 Opperman Drie
St.PaulMinnesota

! Via Facsimilg-651-687-1979
Dear MrWarwick:

| am writing to yu today for your guidance My organizatiorthe nonpiobt PublicResouce.Org,in con
junction with a mmber of other nonpobt corporations and unérsitieshae set ourseles a gal of
creating an unencumbed public epository of all €deral and state casenand codesThis gal is not
meant to compete with commeial \endors such asourselfwho perbrm a worthy sewice br the
large lav Prms and other wll-funded institutions who practice the business wf. la

Ratherwe wish to mak this inbrmation available to a population that togaloes not hge access to the
decisions of ourdderal and state cots because thgare not commecial subscribers to one of the
handful of serices such asoyr awvard-winning/Nestlav tools. Codes and caseseathe \ery operating
system of our nation of l@s,and this system onlworks if we can all opemlread the primay sources.

It is crucial that the public domain data beadable dr anybody to build upon.

As an initial contribution in fuherance of the gal of seeing all state anelderal case V& and codes
freely availablewe have begun the prcess of scanning thefferal Repoter, the Federal Supplemerand
the FederalAppendix.We will be extracting the public domain content arepublishing it on the Inter
net for use ty aryone.

| am writing to yu for guidance on the subject of whethe public domain stopdt is clear that the
early wlumes of these compilations of the public opinions of adefral couts can be copiedBut,
when | seach the Copyright.Gor site br OEderal RepoterQ) note a systematic set oegistrations g
your organizationbut each of thoseegistrations sagsOcopright not claimed as to grpat of the origk
nal work prepaed by a U S.Govt.ofbcer or emplgee as parof that person's ofPcial duti€.

As | am not a hayer, | Pnd this confusind.ikewise in looking thiough the cout decisions of a decade
ag whereWest and yur commexial competitors dught over the right to re-publish casewit seems
fairly clear that a large paof the publication steam is tightl interwoven into the \ery substance of the
operations of our couts,with West sewing as the either contractual or de facto solendor reporting
on behalf of the cour While most paties seem agre that yur OheadnotesOeapotentialy copyrighta
ble, | see no clear statementyteither you or the courts about exactl what is considexd public domain
and what is not.
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We faced a similarlambiguous situatiorecently in our attempts to e-publish poceedings befre the
U.SHouse of Repesentaties. C-SIAN provides the 3oordeds ér the U.S Congressput it has nav
been widey acknavledged that thoseefeds ae in the public domaimnd congessional committees kia
now begun to diectly release hearing material§.he analog to the roleWest has piged for our courts
seems quite at, hence ny letter to you today.

It is unclear to me iThomson assds ary copyright in the lederal Repoter, Federal Supplemerand
FederalAppendixsince ypur commexial competitors all seem to ke identical databases toyrs and
you seem to compete on s&ice and speedlf you are asseting copyright,and if ny understanding is
correct that the actual cases andem page nmbers ae not a bone of contentionyhat exacyy is it that
is under copright? | ask this question in all seriousness in an attempt to see iffjetiae is no con
Bict at all betveen hav you perceive your commecial activities and our publication @ffs.

It has alvays seemed to me that companies sucfiaemson Noith American Legal dervtheir value
from the overall sevice and tools rather than tlmugh an accumation of popetrties,and that yur re-
cent record growth and pobts as a setice business can be contrasted to the declining etarknd
margins of traditional publishers.

We hare found with prior efbrts to place gvernment documents on-lin@articularly the SEC EDGAR
database and the.BPatent databasthat the marlet for commercial sewices based on those databases
actual increases once the cerunderying data has been made widalailable This is because the base
of potential consumers of this imfmation has gne up dramaticalland some of those ve consumers
graduate to the high-end comnmal sevices such asoyrs.

Ewen if you do consider specibc ptions or features of documents of specibears to hae copyrighta
ble aspectdt seems clear dim reading the ecords of your prior intra-industry disputes that these cen
Ricts ae very much at the margins and that theeis no contention that cases themsetvae public

Rather than clarifying which pidons of the public ecord you considetOpursO and thesore (if you are
correct in that viev) must be redacted prior to distributionwould you consider instead simpteleasing
the full text of the lederal Repoter, Federal Supplemerand federalAppendix?You hae already e-
ceiwved rich rewards Dr the initial publication of these documenésd eleasing this data back into the
public domain wuld signibcantlgrow your market and thus be an iestment in pur future.

As a graduate student in the Indiana Wngity School of Businessy subject of study was institutional
economicsin patticular issues such as antitrustrporate governanceand the structue of regulated
industries such as telecommications.In the course of m work, | contirually dove into the body of
case lav, but to do so had to sneak into thedaschool. One of the joss of the Internet is to see iof-
mation peviousy consideed the domain of aefv specialistseenter the public domain and become
once againelevant to all people

Best egads,
Carl Malamid (carl@media.org)

President & CEO
PublicResouce.Org,Inc.



