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Extraction of winning or lost lawsuit information for legal precedents

i 27

Seiko Ito

A RETLER2

Tohgoroh Matsui

KA 55 A2

Hayato Ohwada

ARk BT SRR SER) R T i

Department of Industrial Administration, Graduate School of Science and Technology, Tokyo University of Science

P HUR RIS BT AR e T AR

Department of Industrial Administration, Faculty of Science and Technology, Tokyo University of Science

The trial of the United States works out with the case law. There is a tool of the retrieval of judicial precedents
such as Lexis and Findlaw as a means to look for this useful judicial precedent, and examining the judicial precedent
becomes possible by inputting the key word etc. The lawyers can easily find the case by inputting keywords with

the tools, but the biginners can hardly find them.

We focus attention on the victory or defeat of a comprehensible judicial precedent as the means to retrieve an

advantageous judicial precedent i for biginners.

In this paper, we propose the method consists of extraction module and analysis module.
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« court:United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
o docket_num:04-5149

o plaintiff: ALTON B.HORNBACK

« defendant:UNITED STATES

States Department of Justice, of Washington, DC,
« judge:Emily C. Hewitt
o decided: April 19, 2005

o circuit judge

o circuit_judge:NEWMAN, MAYER, and GAJARSA,

o case_reason:Alton B. Homback appeals from the judgment of the United States Court of Federal
Claims dismissing his claim seeking compensation for the reclassification of his patent application
as secret.

o case_name:Homback v. United States, No. 03-2063 C (Fed. C1. Aug. 30, 2004).

o judge:affirm

 Federal Circuit
o Discussion
= case_reason:The doctrine of res judicata, in its claim preclusion form, provides that final
Jjudgment on a claim extinguishes "all rights of the plaintiff to remedies against the defendant
with respect to all or any part of the transaction, or series of connected transactions, out of
which the action arose."
= case_name:Young Eng'rs, Inc. v. United States Int'l Trade Comm'n, 721 F.2d 1305, 1314 (Fed.
Cir. 1983) (quoting Restatement (Second) of Judgments 0724 (1982)).
o Conclusion
= Judge:dismissing
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[Lexis] http://www.lexis.com/

[The United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit]
http://www.fedcir.gov/
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