Electronic Filing in
U.S. District Court:

Tips tor Ettective
Advocacy




1. Bookmark this page

m CM/ECF on-line resources -
http://www.txwd.uscourts.gov/ecf/default.asp




2. Update your e-mail address

> Register multiple e-mail addresses




3. Correctly identify your
documents as you file them

Why?
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Motions Report 2
U.5. District Court [LIVE] - Western District of Texas
Motions Filed between 1/1/1978¢ - 3/11/2008
Judge Nancy Stem Nowak
D Ly Case and Motion Information Notes
Docmment number
201 -cr-00177-E, TTSA v. Bailey, et al Ciffice: Ban Antormo
D Mo 1 - Gregonie Trejo Case filed: 03/21/2001 Fresider: Xavier Eodnguez
Bailey Case flags: CLOSED,
WMOTION EEFEREED
=% 86 MOTIOMN to Vacate under 28 U.5.C. 2255 ( Ciwil Action SA08-cv-39-3R.)

Mation filad: 0171172008

Filed by: Gregono Trejo Baley

Feferred from: Kavier Eodnguez
202-cr-00182-FF TSA v. Alvarez-Bocanegra, et al Ciffice: Ban Antomo
D Mo 1 - Jame Alvares- Case filed: 0412002 Fresider: Fred Biery
Clcanegra Caze flags: MOTION EEFEEEED

=3 408 MOTION to Vacate under 28 1.5 .C. 2255 ( Chwil Action SA-07-CA-211- Reply filed: 162007

FE)

Motion filad: 031272007

Filed By Taime Alvarez-Ocanegra

Feferved from: Fred Biery v
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Caremarl, Inc. A
=¥ 545 MOTION to Compel Complance with First Amended Scheduling Order Faspones filad: 1201702007
Mation filed: 121052007 Hepdy filed: 1202102007

Filed bye Untted States of America

=¥ 550 MOTION for Leave to Exceed Page Limitation
Maotion filed: 01072008
Filed By the State of Texas

=¥ 557 MOTION to Quash Fesponse filsd: 01112008
Motion filed: 01/0E/2008
Filedl Bye Caremark International Holdings, Inc , Caremark International, Tnc,
Catematl, Tnc.

=% 561 | MOTION to Seal
Motion filed: 01/14/2008
Filedl Bye Caremark International Holdings, Inc , Caremark International, Tnc,
Caremarl, Inc.

=¥ 564 | MOTION to Continue Alternative Motion For Rule 56(9) Continuance of Fesponse filed: 01/25/2008
Defendanis Mation For Summary Judgment Regarding Obstruction of
Investigation
Maotion filed: 01/17/2008
Filead By the State of Texas

=¥ 577 MOTIOMN for Leave to File Supplemental Brief In Cpposition to Caremark's | Response filed: 02/11/2008
Mation for Supmmary Judgment Against the United States Feply filed: 021142008
Mation filad: 020372008
Filad by: United States of America

= <25 | TTherrineed RIOTTOM for Teawe ta Frreed Page Timitation e Filine e b, |
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=¥ 12 | MOTION for Sanctions Reply filed: 0171172008

Motion filed: 1212/2007
Filedd By Paul B Ford, Daniel T Erauss, My Toons, Inc.
Feferred from: Fred Biery

MOTION for Sanctions by Daniel I Erauss, Paul B Ford, MyToons, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Cont) (Exhibits 3 - 13 are
SEATED and placed in the wault)(tm)

Eelated entnes:
127212007 17 Agreed WOTION for Extension of Time to File Eesponze/Eeply as to 12 MOTIOI for Sanctions by TW P aint

Development. (Hanor, Charles)

12/31/2007 22 Memorandum m Opposttion to Motion, filed by TV Pamt Development, re 12 MOTION for Sanctions filed by
Defendant Damel J. Frauss, Defendant Paul B, Ford, Defendant My Toons, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibat A # 2
Estubat B, # 3 Exthibat C, # 4 Esdubit D, # 5 Exhibat E, # € Exhibat F| # 7 Exbibat G, # 8 Escubat H, # 9 Esdhubat T, #
10 Esdubit T, # 11 Eaxdbubat B, # 12 Esdubat L, # 13 Esthibat B, # 14 Exhibat M{Hanor, Charles)

011172008 26 EEPLY to Eesponse to Motion, filed by Daniel I Erauss, Paul B, Ford, My Toons, Inc | re 12 MOTION for
sanctions filed by Defendant Daniel T Erauss, Defendant Paul B Ford, Defendant WMy Toons, Tne. (Attachments:
# 1 Ezhibit & part 1, # 2 Exhibit A part 2, # 3 Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C)Hatlkeing, JTack)

=¥ 16 | MOTION for Sanctions Under Rule 11 Response filed: 01072008
Motion filad: 12/20/2007 Reply filed: 017182008
Filad by TWVEPant Development
Feferred from: Fred Biery

WOTION for Sanctions Linder Fude 17 by TWPaint Development. (Hanor, Chatles)

Eelated entries:
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3. Correctly identify your
documents as you file them

> Use the correct event (or multiple events)

> Don’t combine motions and responses in one
document

> Correctly link the submission to the underlying
motion

> Designate “joint” motions




4. File the most useful version of

your document

> “Text .pdfs” ... not “scanned pdfs”
What's the difference?
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BAUHAUS® RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT*S MOTION TO
STRIKE PLAINTIFF’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (Docket No. 249)

Plaintiff and Counter-Defendants Bauhaus Software, Inc. and Counter-Defendants Dan

Kraus, Paul Ford and Stacey Ford (collectively, “Bauhaus™) respond to Defendant’s Motion to
Strike Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment (Docket No.

249} (the “Motion™).

In its Motion, TVPaint argues that b se Bauhaus® Reply in Support of its Motion for
Summary Judgment (Docket No. 247) {the “;Ily”) exceeded the five page allowance of Local

Rule CV-7, it should be stricken. TVPaint correctly points out that Local Rule CV-7(e) requires
that “[a] reply shall be limited to five (5) pages, unless otherwise authorized by the Court.”

Motion at 2. TVPaint also points out that “[w]hile the Court advise[d] all parties that it will

2736364.1

L Cl[kd] @ [1en |- @ [[B3- xr [ @uar- i +
E § 1
Counter-Defendants. § ~
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% and found the corporation to be the alter ego of the judgment debtor. Maiz at 345.
N In Maiz, the judgment creditors presented evidence to the District Court that the
corporations holding assets for which they applied for a turnover order were sham

corporations operated strictly to shield assets from potential creditors. |

effect, that the corporate entities were being used to perpetrate a fraud upon potential

creditors and, therefore, the District Court could appropriately order a receiver to take

SLEEEESHNRRGGEEEESESEN The Fifth Circuit considered Plaintiffs’ argument and held that

e,

the fact that the corporations were distinct le gal entities with substantive property rights in

Comments \l\ Attachments

the assets the judgment creditors sought was controling. The Court found that the

Turnover Statute was purely procedural in nature and held that the District Court did not v
= 4 4| 5w | p Bl | © (@] H
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/ and found the corporation to be the alter ego of the Judgment debtor. Aaiz at 345. R 4 Search PDF
2 In Maiz, the judgment creditors presented evidence to the District Court that the || - )
= Finished searching For:
-5 A
Lasas corporations holding assets for which they applied for a tumover order were sham Pioteeh
Tokal instances Found:
corporations operated strictly to shield assets from potential creditors. They alleged, in 18
effect, that the corporate entities were being used to perpetrate a fraud upon potential
creditors and, therefore, the District Court could appropriately order a receiver to take
possession ofthose assets. The Fifth Circuit considered Plaintiffs’ argument and held that
the fact that the corporations were distinct legal entities with substantive property rights in Results:
3 I the assets the judgment creditors sought was controlling. The Court found that the k| Biotech®) and DOUGLAS A, MCCLAIM, IR, 1%
Z 57 argyll Biotechnologies, LLC, Plaintiffs have
5 Turnover Statute was purely procedural in nature and held that the District Court did not B and Biotech. Memorandum in Support of Re:
g b ¢
T have the authorityto adjudicate substantive rights undertheTexas Turmover Statute. AMaiz E‘-' c2pasigtiot scbicelmbelichlkgecipa
ﬁ" £ and Biotech, non-judgrent debtors, even t
8 at 345 citing Resolution Trust Corp. v Smith, 53 F.3d 72, 77 (5™ Cir. 1995). [Sa@or Biotech has the right to control the assetikg
i < *
E Plaintiffs have produced no evidencethatwould indicate that the judgment debtor,
(=]
L
- McClain, Sr, McClain, Jr. or eIl has the right to control the assets of Padmore. Done
s
Additionally, inquiry into these rights would require a determination of their substantive Save and View this PO in Acrobat
— - - - - _ h Find a word in the current PDF document
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5. Present your suppotrting
documents on a “silver platter”

> Clearly identity attachments by “category’” and
“description”




‘2 Attachments - Microsoft Internet Explorer @ Z||E|FZ|
File Edit View Favorites Tools Help ",'
- O RGN DD P fro @R B B L) B
et d L ON EE RTE R e iz = <]
&ddress |:Ej btk e Exed  uscourts, goveecf training atbachments, htm V| &4 G0 | Links @ @
- wiestCibelink CL | FI 3%
i X Al ~
File Edit Wiew Favorites Tools  Help :,' _ B
- . ) [ | q\ .-\J ‘:F.'\L . > _'._ = E
Q Back </ \ﬂ \g (1 | /- Search J\(’ Favorites Q‘j =N _J E| ﬁ} ]
Address |:§‘| https: ffecf bawd. cireS denjegi-hinflogin. pl? 3509697414141 79-L_186_0-1 V| Go Links > @snagk B Bt -
Criminal + Query -« Reports utilities Logout
5:30-cr-05000-UA USA v, TestDoe
gone ol Inore atta ents.
r the pdf documen t contains attachment (for example: Clappends pdf).
ne
COMMOMamaray 'raining\F'Ij[ Browse.. |
21 AVyour ophion, select a Gocument category, enter a description, and select a type.
Category Description
| _ to the lat box below. If vou have more attachments, go back to Step 1. When the list of filenames iz
ST e Mext button,
Appendix
Brief
Civil Cover Sheet -
Errata :
Exhibit
Memo in Support [ o ) hat
|Supplement ) () (o) () () (3¢ Trkernet
dPronosed Order CAwAbAA At ® interme =
bt
@‘] Dane & nrernet




3 CMJECF LIVE - LL.S. District Court:txwd - Motions Report - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File Edit \jew Favorites Tools  Help

Ot - O NRAGXQE Lo e @ @83 LBHE

fddress iE‘j https: ffect, bxwd, circS, donfegi-bin/DMotionsR pt, pl7E4892341 327801 7-L_741_0-1 W ' a0 Lirks @ =
- wiestCielink CL | FI 3% KC

EECF civil Criminal

=F 12| MOTION for Sanctions Feply filed: 011112008
Maotion filed: 12/12/2007
Filed by Paul B. Ford, Dantel I. Erauss, Iy Toons, Inc.
Feferred from: Fred Biery

WOTION for Sanctions by Damel J. Erause, Paul B, Ford, MyToons, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Cont.) (Exthibits 3 - 13 are
“EATED and placed m the vault){tm)

Eelated entries:

1272172007 17 Agreed MOTION for Extension of Timne to File Eesponse/Feply as to 12 MOTION for Sanctions by TV amnt
Develepment. (Hanor, Charles)

1202152007 22 Memorandum in Opposttion to Motion, filed by TWPaint Development, re 12 BMOTTON for Sanctions filed by
Defendant Daniel T Erauss, Defendant Paul B, Ford, Defendant MMy Toons, Tne. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit & # 2
Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibat D, # 5 Exhibit B # € Exbibtt F, # 7 Exhubit G, # 8 Exhibit B, # 9 Exhibat T #
10 Esbubat I, # 17 Exbabat B # 12 Fahubas L, # 13 Esbibat B # 14 Exhdbat I

01112008 26 EEPLY to Eesponse to Motion, filed by Damel I Erauss, Paul B. Ford, My Toons, Inc., re 12 JMOTION for
Zanctions filed by Defendant Damel I Erauss, Defendant Paul B. Ford, Defendant My Toons, Inc. (Attachments:
# 1 Exhibat & part 1, # 2 Exhubat A part 2, # 3 Esdubat B, # 4 Esdubat C(Hatleins, JTack)

=¥ 16 | MOTION for Sanctions Under Rule 11 Fesponse filed: 0102008
Maotion filed: 12(20/2007 Reply filed: 017182008
Filed by: TWPamt Development
Referred from: Fred Biery

WOTION for Sanctions Uader Rule 11 by TV ant Development. (Hanor, Charles)

Eelated entries:
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5. Present your suppotrting
documents on a “silver platter”

> Clearly identity attachments by category and
description

> Hyperlink your case and statutory authority
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that the Government hagnotwarved its ity from suit on clains arising out of libel andslander. [

28T0.S.C. § 2680(h). Smcethe Umted Statesis correct onthe law, and Fowler doesnot digputethat
he currently has no viable suit agamst the United States baged on the law as cited, the Unuted States”
motion to disiigs, or i the alternatrve tor sunumary judgment, should be granted, for the reasonthat
Fowler has failed to first present an administratrve tort claimto the United States as a prerequusite to

hig mamtenance ofthe instant smt. 281T7.8.C. 8 2675(a); see AeNeil v, United States, S08T1.8. 106 J

(1993)*

It 1z of no moment in ruling on the Government's motion to dismuss that Fowler wars his
lawsuitto be agamst Gonzalez, individually, andrsotthe Government. Whether Fowler agrees ornot,
ag it now stands, the Government:s the defendant in lieu of Gonzales by operation of law by vutue

ofthe Government’s certification of scope of employment of Gonzales under 28 11 8. C. § 2679(d)(2).

as confumed by the District Cowt’s June 6, 2007 Order onthe substittion. DocketEntry# 11 sez ﬂ
Haley v. Osbom, 0s. . 1278 Ct 881,900 (2007) (upon certification the action is %
U] I

autline, wpd Document? Fawler . revision 2.msj.wpd E Ik A8 & < cCount > Insert Pgllmil"Pos1”



6. Submit proposed orders
assuming they will be used

> Submit as an attachment
> Submit as a “text .pdf”

> Itemize the specific relief requested
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h ORDER —
z

E On this day of . 2008. the Court considered
7; Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Production of Documents. Having carefully considered the

=

= pleading, the Cowrt is of the opinion that the motion should be GRANTED.

@ IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

z
- WITHIN TWENTY (20) DAYS OF THE ENTRY OF THIS ORDER:

1]

£

E| 1 Defendant shall produce the records as requested in Plaintiff"s First Request for

z|

o Production of Documents, Request No. 17;

2. Defendant shall make available a corporate representative to discuss the financial

)

5 condition of Defendant in a continuance of the 30(b)(6) deposition within the seven (7) hour

5 lition of Defendant f the 30(b)(6) d t thin tI )1

% 3

£ .

< limitation: and

£ =3 Produce any and all documents responsive to Plaintiff’s Second Request for

“ Production of Documents. Request Nos. 1. 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, and 9 to the extent that the documents

have not been produced pursuant to Rule 26 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. v

HE o =
e

c
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1.8, District Cowmt [LIVE] ~
Western District of Texas
MNotice of Electronic Filing

The followmng transaction was entered on 3472008 at 1:54 PW CET and fled on 3472008

Case Name: TEA v Hernandez et al
Case Number: 2:07-mi-650
Filer:

Document Mumber: Mo document attached

Docket Text

Text Order GRANTING [21] Motion to Continue as to Matilda L. Avila (2). Reset jury trial to April 28, 20038 at 9:30 a.m. Plea deadline -
April 7, 2008, Time between two trial settings shall be excluded from speedy trial. Entered by Judge Nancy Stein Nowak. (Thisis a
text-only entry generated by the court. There is no document associated with this entry.) (NSN)

5:07-mg-650-1 Notice has been electronically mailed to:

Clare Koontz  Clare_Koontzi@fd org, Irma Genzalez@id org, TXOWSA ECF@id org

Lacldand Staff Judge Advocate  dawmdmoussette(@lackland af rdl, marnia. deleoni@lackland. af mil

Alex I Scharft  alexjossi@yahoo.com, cindy@ecampionlawiirm. com

Platy Melda Valadez  mary nelda valadez@usdo) gov, jone hughes@usde). gov, usatsow. ecfsacriminal@usdo) gov
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7. Reminder: Some things
haven’t changed

m Signatures




ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE

BY:

N
=

1.D. Smith
State Bar of Texas No. 12345678
Smith and Jones, LLP

234 Barrister Avenue

San Antonio, Texas 78207

{sf - FOLLOWED BY TYPED NAME

BY: /57 J.D.Smith
State Bar of Texas No. 12345678
Smith and Jones, LLP
234 Barrister Avenue
San Antonio, Texas 78207




7. Reminder: Some things
haven’t changed

B Signatures

m Complaints, answers, amended
complaints/answers, sealed documents, large
tiles—obut stay tuned...

m After hours filing box

m Certificates of Service — who served and “how
served”’




Administrative Policies and Procedures lor Electronie Filing

(sample Language)
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that on the 27th dav of October, 2004, 1 electronically filed the
foregoing with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system which will send
notification of such fling to the following:

Jacob Smith

Attomey at Law

123 South St. Mary’s Street
San Antomo, Texas 78212

and [ hereby certify that T have mailed by United States Postal Service the
document to the following non-CM/ECF participants:

Jo Ann JoHansson

Attomey at Law

745 East Mulberry Avenue
San Antomo, Texas 78212
Attomey for James Jameson

/s/Peter Peterson




7. Reminder: Some things
haven’t changed

B Signatures

m Complaints, answers, amended
complaints/answers, sealed documents, large
tiles—obut stay tuned...

m After hours filing box

m Certificates of Service — who served and “how
served”’

m Policy and procedure guides for the District and
Magistrate Judges
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anduct and Disability

Filirg

Federal Judges' Policies and Procedures

San Antonio Division

Austin Division
» LS, District Judge Fred Bigry

» LS, District Judge Sam Sparks
= .5, Districk Judge Roval Furgeson

= L5, Districk Judge Orlando Garcia
s Proposed Scheduling Order

U5 District Judge David Briones
m  Key for Proposed Scheduling Order
kKey which sets out suggested discovery deadlines in cases before Judage

Crlando L. Garcia

El Pasc Division

s U5, District Judge Xavier Rodriguez

s U5 Magistrate Judge Pamela Mathy
U5 Magistrate Judge Mancy Stein Mowak

= Rules for Mediation




8. Share this information!




