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August 5, 2024 

Honorable Ken Paxton 
Texas Attorney General 
Post Office Box 12548 
Austin, Texas 78711-2548 

Office of the Tarrant County Auditor 
100 E. Weatherford, Room 506 
Fort Worth, Texas 76196-0103 

Phone (817) 884-1205 
Fax (817) 884-1104 

Re: Request for Attorney General Opinion of Applicability of highest state courts' Orders for District 
Clerk to integrate case management software system with re:SearchTX 

Dear Attorney General Paxton: 

Pursuant to Tex. Gov't Code§ 402.042(a)(8), the Tarrant County Auditor seeks an opinion on behalf of the 
Honorable Torn Wilder, District Clerk of Tarrant County. On behalf of the District Clerk, I request an opinion 
on the following questions: 

1. Does Texas Government Code § 74.024 confer the authority on the Supreme Court to order how 
district clerks and county clerks operate their respective offices, including requiring all clerks to 
integrate their case management systems with re:SearchTX? 

2. Do the highest Courts' orders violate the separation of powers doctrine by improperly infringing on 
the Legislature's conveyance of public access authority to district clerks through Texas Loe. Gov't 
Code §191.008(a) and Tex. Gov't Code §51.304? 

FACTS 

The Texas Supreme Court and the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals (jointly referred to hereafter as the 
"Comis") have issued Orders that require all state district clerks and county clerks to integrate their respective 
case management software systems with Tyler Technologies' proprietary "re:SearchTX" database by a date 
certain, depending on the population of the county, so that anyone with access to re:SearchTX can search the 
database for any document eFiled in participating courts across all 254 Texas counties. See Tex. Sup. Ct. 
Misc. Docket No. 24-9030 (May 28, 2024) and Tex. Crim. App. Misc. Docket No. 24-004 (May 28, 2024) 
(hereafter referred to jointly as "Comis' Orders"), attached as Exhibit "A". 

The Tarrant County District Clerk (hereafter the "District Clerk") does not wish to integrate Tarrant County's 
Justice Information Management System ("HMS") case management software system with re:SearchTX 
because the ordered integration is fundamentally detrimental to Tarrant County's case management of court 
records, uneconomical for Tarrant County, and presents a security risk making it difficult to guard against 
physical loss and alteration [ emphasis added]. 
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Specifically, the District Clerk believes that the integration of JIMS with re:SearchTX would have the 
following detrimental effects on his office: 

1. Technical unknowns exist with integrating 30+ year old legacy technology (JIMS) with re:SearchTX, 
and the potential impact on JIMS remains unknown. 

2. The cost to integrate re:SearchTX with JIMS now, even though TaITant County expects to replace 
JIMS in the near term, would be prohibitive and would cause Tarrant County to pay twice for the 
integration, first with JIMS and then with its successor case management software system. 

3. Integration involves capture of JIMS case documents in response to a re:SearchTX lookup request. 
This will create potential JIMS system response time delays. 

4. Integration of eFileTexas and JIMS for eFiling requires longer than 3 months to complete (before 
October 1, 2024, deadline). 

Furthermore, the District Clerk does not wish to deploy his office's resources on the integration of Tarrant 
County's JIMS case management software system with re:SearchTX's database when the District Clerk does 
not agree that such a course of action is proper for the management of Tarrant County's court records. 

In 1995, the Tarrant County Commissioners Court authorized the establishment and operation of a 
computerized electronic information system pursuant to Section 191.008(a), and the District Clerk and 
County Clerk entered into a four-way agreement with the county's Sheriff and Criminal District Attorney to 
create a system that provides the public with web-based access to filed court records in the Tarrant County 
courts. See Agreement to Provide Dial-In Access to Court Records, attached as Exhibit "B. " This 
information can be accessed through the internet, and the portal is known as the "District Clerk Subscriber 
Access," or "DCSA." It is available on a subscription basis that costs $50.00 for a one-time set-up fee and 
then $35.00 per month per license, and each license permits up to five separate users. DCSA has 
approximately 1,800 subscribers and security standards are set to protect identities, information, and County 
operations. See Letter Agreement between Tarrant County Clerk and District Clerk, attached as Exhibit 
"C." See also Exhibit "D," attached hereto (sequential evolution of Tarrant County's Section 191.008(a) 
agreement). 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

The Legislature authorized a county's commissioners court to implement a computerized electronic 
information system through which the county may offer direct access to the courts' records on a contractual 
basis. Section 191.008(a) of the Local Government Code states: 

The commissioners court of a county by order may provide for the establishment and 
operation of a computerized electronic information system through which [ commissioners 
court] may provide on a contractual basis direct access to information that relates to all or 
some county and precinct records and records of the district court and courts of appeals 
having jurisdiction in the county, that is public information, and that is stored or processed 
in the system. The commissioners court may make records available through the system 
only if the custodian of the records agrees in writing to allow public access under the 
section to the records. 

See Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-0203, at 3; Tex. Loe. Gov't Code§ 191.008(a). The commissioners court 
may create such a computerized system only if the county clerk and the district clerk, as records custodians, 
agree in writing to such a system. 
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Similarly, the Legislature enacted Section 51.304 of the Texas Government Code, which states that: 

"The district clerk may, pursuant to the clerk's duty to record the acts and proceedings of the court, 
provide a plan for the storage of records, acts, proceedings, minutes of the court, and registers, records, 
and instruments for which the clerk is responsible by law, by microfilm, image processing technology, 
or other process that correctly and legibly reproduces or that forms a medium for copying or reproducing 
or by optical data storage. The plan must be in writing and provide for the maintenance, retention, 
security, retrieval, and reproduction of stored records." 

See Tex. Gov't Code § 51.304(a). The statute further states that the plan must "provide for the permanent 
retention of records, including security provisions to guard against physical loss, alteration, and 
deterioration." Id., at§ 51.304(b)(5) [emphasis added]. 

The district clerk is an independently elected county official whose office was created by the Texas 
Constitution, and the elected officer is not subject to removal by the courts, except by a jury in a limited 
statutory proceeding. See Tex. Loe. Gov't Code§ 87.012(6). Furthem10re, the District Clerk is the custodian 
of all district court pleadings and papers that are part of any cause of action, whether civil or criminal. In 
addition to the constitutional designation for the district clerk, elected county officers are designated as the 
"records management officers" for their respective offices and are delegated preeminent authority to develop 
and administer the records management program for their offices. Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. JM-1224 (1990) 
at 10 (citing Tex. Loe. Gov't Code§ 203.003(2)). 

The clerk's sphere of authority encompasses authority over both (1) records in the clerk's office; and (2) 
resources in and personnel employed in the clerk's office. Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-0203, at 
3. Therefore, a district clerk has the authority to determine how to use resources allocated to the clerk's 
office to accomplish the clerk's constitutional and statutory duties. Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. JC-0214 (2000) 
at 5; Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-0203, at 4. This includes the authority to determine how personnel in the 
clerk's office will spend their time on office projects. Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-0203, at 4; Tex. Att'y 
Gen. Op. No. GA-0037 (2003) at 3. See also Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. JC-0239 (2000) at 4. The District 
Clerk has authority to determine how to use the resources allocated to his office to accomplish his 
constitutional and statutory duties. Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. JC-0214 (2000) at 5; Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. 
GA-0203, at 4; Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-0037 (2003) at 3; Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. JC-0239 (2000) at 
4. 

CONCLUSION 

The questions presented in this request are whether the Courts' can order how clerks operate their respective 
offices, including requiring all district clerks to integrate their case management systems with re:SearchTX 
and whether the Courts' orders violate the separation of powers doctrine by improperly infringing on the 
Legislature's conveyance of public access authority to clerks. 

Sincerely, 
\ 

~~ 
Tarrant County Auditor 



&upreme C!Court of UCexas 

Misc. Docket No. 24-9030 

Final Approval of Amendments to Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 21, 
165a, 239a, 246, 297, 298, 299, 299a, and 306a; Texas Rule of Appellate 

Procedure 9.2; and Rule 2.7 of the Statewide Rules Governing Electronic 
Filing in Criminal Cases 

ORDERED that: 

1. On September 8, 2023, in Misc. Dkt. No. 23-9071, the Court preliminarily 
approved amendments to Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 21, 165a, 239a, 246, 297, 
298, 299, 299a, and 306a; Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.2; and Rule 2. 7 of 
the Statewide Rules Governing Electronic Filing in Criminal Cases, effective 
immediately. The Court invited public comment and directed the Judicial 
Committee on Information Technology ("JCIT") to study and make 
recommendations on copying court orders, notices, and other documents in civil 
cases to re:SearchTX. 

2. The comment period expired on January 1, 2024. JCIT submitted its 
recommendations on March 5, 2024. Those recommendations are attached as 
Exhibit 1 to this Order. 

3. Following the comment period and the receipt of JCIT's recommendations, tl:ie 
Court made revisions to the rules. Those revisions are shown in redline. This 
Order incorporates the revisions and contains the final version of the amended 
rules, effective immediately. 

4. This Order also mandates district and county clerks to integrate their local case 
management systems with re:SearchTX. Integration will be mandatory according 
to the following implementation schedule based on the counties' 2020 Federal 
Census population: 

a. Courts in counties with a population of 250,000 or more - October 1, 2024; 

b. Courts in counties with a population of 60,000 to 249,999 - March 1, 2025; 

c. Courts in counties with a population less than 60,000 - November 1, 2025. 

EXHIBIT 

A 
l 



5. Clerks who believe they cannot comply with paragraph 4 of this Order by the 
implementation date specified may petition the Supreme Court for an extension, 
which may be granted for good cause shown. The petition must explain why an 
extension is needed and propose an alternative integration date. 

6. Before integration, clerks are excused from complying with Texas Rule of Civil 
Procedure 21(f)(10) and Rule 2.7 of the Statewide Rules Governing Electronic 
Filing in Criminal Cases. However, clerks must send orders and judgments to the 
parties electronically within 24 hours after the order or judgment is signed. 

7. For purposes of the Texas Rule of Civil Procedure, the Statewide Rules Governing 
Electronic Filing in Criminal Cases, and the Texas Rules of Appellate Procedure, 
re:SearchTX and the Texas Appeals Management and E-filing System 
("TAMES") are approved e-filing systems. 

8. The Clerk is directed to: 

a. file a copy of this Order with the Secretary of State; 

b. cause a copy of this Order to be mailed to each registered member of the 
State Bar of Texas by publication in the Texas Bar Journal; 

c. send a copy of this Order to each elected member of the Legislature; and 

d. submit a copy of this Order for publication in the Texas Register. 

Dated: May 28, 2024. 
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Ja es . Blacklock, Justice 

~ttB,,y 
,Ji:~Justice 
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Misc. Docket No. 24-004 

Final Approval of Amendments to 
Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.2 and Rule 2.7 of the Statewide Rules 

Governing Electronic Filing in Criminal Cases 

ORDERED that: 

1. On September 8, 2023, the Court of Criminal Appeals (in Misc. Dkt. No. 
23-004) and the Supreme Court of Texas (in Misc. Dkt. No. 23-9071) 
preliminarily approved amendments to Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.2 
and Rule 2. 7 of the Statewide Rules Governing Electronic Filing in Criminal 
Cases and invited public comment. 

2. Following the comment period, the Courts revised the rules. Those revisions 
are shown in redline. This Order incorporates the revisions and contains the 
final version of the amended rules, effective immediately. 

3. By the accompanying Texas Supreme Court order, district and county clerks 
are ordered to integrate their local case management systems with 
re:SearchTX as set out in that order. 

4. By the same accompanying Texas Supreme Court order, for purposes of the 
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, the Texas Rules of Appellate Procedure, and 
the Statewide Rules Governing Electronic Filing in Criminal Cases, the Texas 
Appeals Management and E-filing System (TAMES) and re:SearchTX are 
approved e-filing systems. 

5. The Clerk is directed to: 

a. file a copy of this Order with the Secretary of State; 

b. cause a copy of this Order to be mailed to each registered member of the 
State Bar of Texas by publication in the Texas Bar Journal; 

c. send a copy of this Order to each elected member of the Legislature; and 



d. submit a copy of this Orde1· for publication in the Texas Register. 

Dated: May 28, 2024. 
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Misc. Docket No. 24-004 

~~ t~ 
Sharon Keller, Presiding Judge 

~ lOO,/ _ 
B/rbara P. Hervey, Judte 

-....--- -

Bert Richardson, Judge 

J Kevin P. Yeary, Judge 

Scott Walker, Judge 

Michelle Slaughter, Judge 
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TEXAS RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 

RULE 21. FILING AND SERVING PLEADINGS AND MOTIONS 

*** 

(f) Electronic Filing. 

*** 

(10) Electronic Orders, Notices, and Other Documents From the Court. 

*** 

*** 

(A) Except as provided in (B), the clerk must send orders, notices, and 
other documents to the parties electronically through an 
electronic filing .~ ~ ~ 1;w * Offiee t!ldf' ~ 
A«haiei~wtem appmwed by the Stllllll)reJllll Ow!mrt. A court 
seal may be electronic. 

(B) The clerk need not send orders, notices, or other documents 
electronically: 

(i) when sealed or when access is otherwise restricted by law 
or court order; or 

(ii) when an unrepresented party has not provided an e-mail 
address. 

Notes and Comments 

Comment to 2023 change§.: Rule 21(b) is amended to clarify requirements for 
notices. Rule 21(f)(10) is amended to implement section 80.002(b) of the Government 
Code. Clerks are encouraged to ooonlma1te and work w.iitth ~ {WIJl!lil; ~ 100> 
e:ffectuate thls:mle. Nothing in Rule 21(f)(10) prohibits the court from sending orders, 
notices, and documents to parties by additional methods and the clerk is strongly 
encouraged to use additional methods when a party is unrepresented. If a party has 
not provided an e-mail address and consequently compliance with Rule 21(f)(10) is 
impossible, then the clerk should use an alternative method to send orders, notices, 
and documents to that party. 



RULE 165a. DISMISSAL FOR WANT OF PROSECUTION 

1. Failure to Appear. A case may be dismissed for want of prosecution on 
failure of any party seeking affirmative relief to appear for any hearing or trial 
of which the party had notice. Notice of the court's intention to dismiss and the 
date and place of the dismissal hearing must be sent by the clerk to the parties 
as provided in Rule 21(f)(10). At the dismissal hearing, the court must dismiss 
for want of prosecution unless there is good cause for the case to be maintained 
on the docket. If the court determines to maintain the case on the docket, it 
must render a pretrial order assigning a trial date for the case and setting 
deadlines for the joining of new parties, all discovery, filing of all pleadings, 
the making of a response or supplemental responses to discovery and other 
pretrial matters. The case may be continued thereafter only for valid and 
compelling reasons specifically determined by court order. The clerk must send 
any order to the parties as provided in Rule 21(f)(10). Failure to send notices 
and orders as required by this rule does not affect any of the periods mentioned 
in Rule 306a except as provided in that rule. 

*** 

RULE 239a. NOTICE OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT 

At or immediately prior to the time an interlocutory or final default judgment is 
rendered, the party taking the same or his attorney must certify to the clerk in 
writing the last known email address and mailing address of the party against whom 
the judgment is taken, which certificate shall be filed among the papers in the cause. 
Immediately upon the signing of a default judgment, the clerk must send written 
notice thereof to the party against w horn the judgment was rendered as provided in 
Rule 21(f)(10) and to the mailing address shown in the certificate, and note the fact 
of such mailing on the docket. The notice must state the number and style of the case, 
the court in which the case is pending, the names of the parties in whose favor and 
against whom the judgment was rendered, and the date of the signing of the 
judgment. Failure to comply with the provisions of this rule does not affect the finality 
of the judgment. 

RULE 246. CLERK TO GIVE NOTICE OF SETTINGS 

The clerk must keep a record of all cases set for trial and, upon written request, must 
send the parties the date of setting as provided in Rule 2 l(f)(l0). Failure of the clerk 
to send such information on proper request is sufficient ground for continuance or for 
a new trial when it appears to the court that such failure has prevented a party from 
preparing or presenting the party's claim or defense. 
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RULE 297. TIME TO SEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Within twenty days after a timely request is filed, the court must send its findings of 
fact and conclusions of law to the parties as provided in Rule 21(f)(10). 

If the court fails to send timely findings of fact and conclusions of law, the party 
making the request must, within thirty days after filing the original request, file with 
the clerk and serve on all other parties in accordance with Rule 21a a "Notice of Past 
Due Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law" which must be immediately called to 
the attention of the court by the clerk. Such notice must state the date the original 
request was filed and the date the findings and conclusions were due. Upon filing this 
notice, the time for the court to send findings of fact and conclusions oflaw is extended 
to forty days from the date the original request was filed. 

Notes and Comments 

Comment to 1990 change: To revise the practice and times for findings of fact 
and conclusion of law. See also Rules 296 and 298. 

RULE 298. ADDITIONAL OR AMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

After the court sends original findings of fact and conclusions of law, any party may 
file with the clerk of the court a request for specified additional or amended findings 
or conclusions. The request for these findings must be made within ten days after the 
court sends the original findings and conclusions. Each request made pursuant to this 
rule must be served on each party to the suit in accordance with Rule 21a. 

Within ten days after such request is filed, the court must send any additional or 
amended findings and conclusions to the parties as provided in Rule 21(f)(1O). No 
findings or conclusions shall be deemed or presumed by any failure of the court to 
make any additional findings or conclusions. 

RULE 299. OMITTED FINDINGS 

When findings of fact are sent by the trial court they must form the basis of the 
judgment upon all grounds of recovery and of defeJ?-Se embraced therein. The 
judgment may not be supported upon appeal by a presumed finding upon any ground 
of recovery or defense, no element of which has been included in the findings of fact; 
but when one or more elements thereof have been found by the trial court, omitted 
unrequested elements, when supported by evidence, will be supplied by presumption 
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in support of the judgment. Refusal of the court to make a finding requested is 
reviewable on appeal. 

RULE 299a. FINDINGS OF FACT TO BE SEPARATELY SENT AND NOT 
RECITED IN A JUDGMENT 

Findings of fact must not be recited in a judgment. If there is a conflict between 
findings of fact recited in a judgment in violation of this rule and findings of fact made 
pursuant to Rules 297 and 298, the latter findings will control for appellate purposes. 
Findings of fact must be sent as a document or documents separate and apart from 
the judgment. 

Notes and Comments 

Comment to 1990 change: To require that findings of fact be separate from the 
judgment and that such separate findings of fact are controlling on appeal. 

RULE 306a. PERIODS TO RUN FROM SIGNING OF JUDGMENT 

*** 

3. Notice of Judgment. When the final judgment or other appealable order is 
signed, the clerk of the court must immediately send the judgment or order to 
the parties as provided in Rule 21(f)(10). If the judgment awards monetary 
damages, the eetieejndgm-mt must state: "If you are an individual (not a 
company), your money or property may be protected from being taken to pay 
this judgment. Find out more by visiting 

*** 

. I Si usted es una persona ffsica (y no una compaiifo), su dinero o 
propiedad pudieran estar protegidos de ser embargados como pago de esta 
deuda decretada en juicio en contra suya. Obtenga mayor informaci6n 
visitando el sitio " Failure to comply 
with the provisions of this rule shall not affect the periods mentioned in 
paragraph (1) of this rule, except as provided in paragraph (4). 
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TEXAS RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 

Rule 9. Documents Generally 

*** 

9.2. Filing 

*** 

(c) Electronic Filing. 

*** 

(7) Electronic Orders, Notices, and Other Documents From the 
Court. 

(A) In Civil Cases. 

(i) 

(ii) 

Except as provided in (ii), the clerk must send 
orders, notices, and other documents to the parties 
electronically through lm: ~ fei!!iimtg: ~ 
~~lii:,rffe0ffie.e4G!B!llllt 
Afimjnjj~ w an electronic filing system 
approved by the Supreme Court. A court seal may be 
electronic. 

The clerk need not send orders, notices, or other 
documents electronically: 

(a) when sealed or when access 1s otherwise 
restricted by law or court order; or 

(b) when an unrepresented party has not provided 
an e-mail address. 

(B) In Criminal Cases. 

Misc. Docket No. 24-9030 

(i) The clerk may electronically send notices and other 
documents to the parties. A court seal may be 
electronic. 
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*** 

*** 

(ii) Except as provided in (iii), the clerk must send 
orders to the parties electronically through -m! 

~ filmg ~ ~ ~ JhJjr 1t:ae 
Offiee el Cemt Admieii~ • an electronic 
filing system approved by the Supreme Court. A 
court seal may be electronic. 

(iii) The clerk need not send orders electronically: 

(a) when sealed or when access is otherwise 
restricted by law or court order; or 

(b) when an unrepresented party has not 
provided an e-mail address. 

Notes and Comments 

Comment to 2023 Change: Rule 9.2(c)(7) is amended to implement section 
80.002 of the Government Code. Nothing in Rule 9.2(c)(7) prohibits the clerk 
from sending orders, notices, and documents to parties by additional methods 
other than through ae. ~ fi1aieg: ~ ~ ~ ~ ·Qie Oil!iae 
ef Ceu.tt ~- GP an electronic filing system approved by the 
Supreme Court. Indeed, the clerk is strongly encouraged to use additional 
methods when a party is unrepresented. If a party has not provided an e-mail 
address and consequently compliance with Rule 9.2(c)(7) is impossible; then 
the clerk should use an alternative method to send orders, notices, and 
documents to that party. 
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STATEWIDE RULES GOVERNING ELECTRONIC FILING 
IN CRIMINAL CASES 

PART 2. FILING MECHANISM 

*** 

Rule 2.7 Electronic Orders, Notices, and Other Documents from the Court 

*** 

(a) Notices and Other Documents. The clerk may electronically send 
notices and other documents to the parties. A court seal may be 
electronic. 

(b) Orders from the Court. Except as provided in (c), the clerk must 
send orders to the parties electronically through an electronic filing 
senriee ~~by the Olfiee efCml!'itJ.'\deBmerii~rem 
approved In- the Supreme Court of T~. 

(c) Exceptions to Electronic Delivery of Orders from the Court. 
The clerk need not send orders electronically: 

(1) when sealed or when access is otherwise restricted by law or 
court order; or 

(2) when an unrepresented party has not provided an e-mail 
address. 

Comment to Rule 2.7: This rule is amended to implement section 80.002 of the 
Government Co<:Ie. Nothing in Rule 2.7(b) prohibits the clerk from sending orders by 
additional methods, and the clerk is strongly encouraged to use additional methods 
when a party is unrepresented. If a party has ilot provided an e-mail address and 
consequently compliance with Rule 2.7(b) is impossible, then the clerk should use an 
alternative method to send orders to that party. 

Misc. Docket No. 24-9030 Page 10 
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The Supreme Court has directed JCIT to study and make recommendations on copying court orders, 

notices, and other documents in civil cases to re:SearchTX. See Misc. Docket No. 23-9071 ,i 5 

(Preliminary Approval of Amendments to Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 21, 165a, 239a, 246, 297, 298, 

299, 299a, and 306a; Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.2; and Rule 2. 7 of the Statewide Rules 

Governing Electronic Filing in Criminal Cases). 

As amended to implement Texas Government Code section 80.002(b), Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 

21(f) (10) generally requires the cl~rk to send orders, notices, and other documents to the parties 

electronically through an Office of Court Administration-approved electronic filing service provider 

("EFSP"). But when an order, notice, or other document is sent using an EFSP's "service only" option 

rather than bye-filing, the document is not captured into the re:SearchTX database. Thus, despite a 

clerk's compliance with Rule 21(f)(10), orders, notices, and other documents pertinent to a case may or 

may not be found in re:SearchTX, depending on how the clerk sent them to the parties. 

The goal of re:SearchTX is to establish a robust system that would allow parties and the public access to 

public records, including orders, notices, and other court-generated documents. JCIT has the following 

recommendations that would facilitate the copying of court orders, notices, and other documents in civil 

cases into re:SearchTX. 

Integration of the clerks' respective Case Management Systems ("CMS") with re:SearchTX presents the 

easiest solution. All CMS software currently in use statewide can integrate with re:SearchTX on the back 

end. This option would allow clerks' offices to docket and store documents using their current systems 

and processes while maintaining appropriate security. Through integration, once a docket entry and 

document are uploaded into the CMS, they would automatically appear in re:SearchTX within the 

permissions provided by existing technology standards. Additionally, if a case or specific documents are 

sealed, re:SearchTX would recognize and follow the security level provided by the CMS. A date-forward 

view of dockets and document entries could also be implemented on a case-by-case basis in the event a 

jurisdiction did not previously have security implemented in its CMS. 

For notifications to parties, Tyler Technologies has committed to making its case alerts in re:SearchTX, 

which currently come at an additional cost to attorneys, free for parties and attorneys on the case. The 

case alerts combined with the clerk's integration, means that orders and notices would appear on 

re:SearchTX when docketed by the clerk and parties/attorneys would be notified, accomplishing the 

letter and intent of the law and Supreme Court orders. 

The integration of CMS systems supports public access to court records and provides an easily accessible 

backup for court records in the event of a natural disaster. The federal Public Access to Court Electronic 

Records ("PACER") system has been extremely beneficial to the administration of justice and public 

access, and the integration solution would help make the Texas eFiling system similar to PACER, as 

originally intended. 

Recommendation 1 - Require clerks to integrate with re:SearchTX according to a reasonable schedule. 

Integration would allow clerk offices to continue operating in the same way they do today with no extra 



steps involved. A reasonable schedule of integration is set forth below. An exception process should be 

put into place for clerk's offices needing additional time to integrate. Of the 20 most populous Texas 

counties, all district and county clerks, except for Harris DC and Tarrant DC, use Tyler's CMS and are able 

to integrate with re:SearchTX. Integration capability for Harris DC and Tarrant DC is in process. 

If the Supreme Court adopts this recommendation, clerks should be required to integrate on the 
following schedule, a detailed version of which is attached: 

• Top 20 most populous counties: within five months of the Supreme Court's order adopting this 
recommendation. 

• Counties with a population over 60,000: within ten months of the Supreme Court's order 
adopting this recommendation. 

• All other counties: within eighteen months of the Supreme Court's order adopting this 
recommendation. 

Recommendation 2 - Include re:SearchTX as part of the definition of an e-filing system in the Final 
Approval Order. Texas Government Code section 72.031(a) gives the Supreme Court the power to 
determine what is included in the definition of the eFiling system. The Court has previously defined the 
Texas Appeals Management and E-filing System ("TAMES") as an approved e-filing system for purposes 
of Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.2. See, e.g., Misc. Docket No. 23-90711! 4. Doing so has allowed 
notices generated through TAMES to serve as notices from the appellate clerk in compliance with TRAP 
9.2(7), which imposes a requirement substantially similar to new TRCP 21(f)(10). Including re:SearchTX 
within the definition of an e-filing system would benefit trial court clerks much the same way. 

JCIT recommends including the following language in the Final Order approving the amendment to TRCP 
21: 

For purposes of Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 21(f)(10), re:SearchTX is an approved e
filing system. 

If recommendations 1 and 2 are adopted, trial court clerks using integrated CMSs would be compliant 
with amended Rule 21(f)(10). 

Recommendation 3-Consistent with the intent of Texas Government Code section 80.002, until a 

clerk's office is integrated, orders shall be sent to parties and attorneys electronically within two 

business days of the clerk receiving the order, without request from the parties or attorneys, and at 

no cost to the parties or attorneys. This recommendation would act as a stopgap to ensure that parties 

and attorneys receive timely notice of court orders until full integration is accomplished. This 
recommendation should be implemented within 30 days of adoption by the Supreme Court; 
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AGREtMENT TO PROVIDE DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT RECORDS 

WHEREFORE, the Texas Open Records • Act ( Chapter 5 5 2, 

Government Code) ( hereinafter the "Act") provides that certain 

in!ormat.lon maintained by · or for a governmental body is public 

information; 

WHEREFORE, the Act does not apply to the judiciary or 
records kept by or for the judiciary, including those court 

records'kept· or maintained by the District Clerk, County Clerk, 
Sheriff and/or Criminal Distrtct Attorney of Tarrant County, 

Texas, including those records maintained on computer; 
WHEREFORE, certain records of the Tarrant County judiciary 

are maintained on computer, including certain criminal records of 

the district and county courts that are contained in . a combined 
database named CJMAST; 

WIIEREFORE, Section 191. 008 of the Local Government Code 

provides that the commissioners court may make records available 
through a computerized electronic inform.ation system only if the 

custodian of the records agrees in writing to allow public access 

to the records; 

WHEREFORE, the District Clerk, County Clerk, Sheriff, and 

Criminal District Attorney of Tarrant county, Texas are the 

custodians of Lhe jUdicial and/or court records maintained on the 

computerized electronic information system; 
. NOW, THEREFORE, the custodians referenced below agree to 

dial-in access by certain subscribers to judicial and/or court 

records kept, stored or maintained on the computerized electronic 
information system only as follows: 

1, A subscriber may enter into a Computer_ Dial-In 

Subscriber Agreement through either the District Clerk or the 

County Clerk. 
2. Subscribers through the District Clerk will have access 

to the combined recc.,rds of both lh':! district and county criminal 

AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT 
RECORDS - PAGE 1 
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courts, through CJMAST, as well as to other records under the 

exclusive control of the District Clerk. 
3. Subscribers through the County Clerk will have access to 

the combined records · of both the district and county criminal 

courts, through CJMAST, as well as to other records under the 
exclusive control of the County Clerk. 

4. The District Clerk and the County Clerk are each 

responsible for contracting with subscribers, maintaining funds 

on deposit, denying access to subscribers whose balance is zero, 

and ensuring appropriate security. 

5. Manageme~t of subscriber accounts will be determined by 

the clerk who obtains the account as evidenced by the signature 

and date of the clerk who first signs the Computer Dial-In 

Subscriber Agreement. 

6. All custodians referenced below agree that the District 

Clerk and the County Clerk shall have authority to sign the 

Computer Dial-In Subscriber Agreement which would allow access to 
the records described in Exhibit A. 

7. The District Clerk and County Clerk agree to sign any 

Computer Dial-In Subscriber Agreement that is submitted to them 

within a reasonable time from the date of receipt of the 

Subscriber Agreement. 
8. The only information on CJMAST that will be available to 

subscribers are those criminal court records that were available 
from publ"ic browse terminals in the county on September 1, 1995, 

and as more fully described in attached Exhibit A. 
9. All custodians agree that any dispute !;>etween the 

custodians regarding the Computer Dial-In Subscriber Agreement or 

dial-in access in general will be submitted for resolution to the 

AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT 
RECORDS - PAGE 2 
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Local Administrative Judge for the Tarrant County District 
Judges. 

SIGNED THIS _3_L day of ~ · u.. • , 199~ 

~MR ~.J.1~4.J TARANTCOUNT I STR LERK 

TARRANT COUNTY SHERIFF 

(J2 1/2..4 7yE 
'rARRANT COUNTY CRIM DISTRICT 
A'r"rORNEY 

•. 

AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT 
ltECORUS - PAGE 3 



SUZANNE HENDERSON 
County Clerk 
Phone: (817) 884-1067 

January 31, 1995 

To Whom it May Concern: 

TAllJI.A,...'llil'T COC'NTY COIJRTl!ICX.,tS 100 W. Weatherford, Rm. 130 
Fort Worth, Texas 76196-0401 

As the custodian of records for the Tarrant County Criminal Courts, I am compelled to 
formally state my objection to the County Criminal Judges court order dated (12/07/95) 
which obliges me to enter a custodial agreement with the District Clerk, Sheriff and 
District Attorney for providing computerized .dial-in access to specific criminal 
infonnation. It is my concern that by entering.such an agreement as written, the County 
Clerk will not retain appropriate custodial discretion, since all disagreements will be 
settled.through arbitration by a District Judge. In my view, system security is a concern 
for all custodians and I.retain the right to enforce Commissioners Court Order #73126 
dated September 26,1995 paragraph 4 which states1n part "anyone of the three has an 
absolute veto right on system operations relating to security concerns." 

It is with much reservation that I have entered into the agreement 

~ '/ 
~O•.-.J ~_,,_I 

Suzanne Henderson 
c;ounty Clerk 
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"' • EXHIBIT 

I A 
PUBLIC ACCESS COMPUTERS 

The general public has access to any person's criminal record in Tarrant County on 
mainframe terminals in the District Clerk's Office. This information is accessed by the 
person's name and date of birth. The following information is available as of 9-1-95: 

NAME . . 
DATE OF BIRTII 
AGE 
RACE 
SEX 
ADDRESS 
CASE NUMBER 
CID NUMBER 
COURT 
NOT IN JAIL/IN JAIL STATUS 
FU.ING AGENCY 
REPORT NUMBER 
BOOKING NUMBER 
TRN (DPS Tracking Number) 
CHARGING OFFENSE 
DISPosmoN OFFENSE (Cases disposed after May 92) 
OFFENSE DATE 
FUEDATE 
DATE INDICTED 
DEFENSE ATTORNEY 
APPOINTED (Yes or No) 
REVIEWING ATIORNEY 
PROSECUTOR 
NEXT COURT DATE 
BOND STATUS 
BOND AMOUNT 
BONDSMAN 
SENTENCE 
APPEAL (Yes or No and Date) 
DRA WBR NUMBER (Location of file after disposition) 
DISPOSITION (Type and Date) 
ACTION (History of last 3 transactions) 
COMPANION CASE NUMBERS 
CASE UST (List of all cases filed on a person) 
SETTINGS JOURNAL (History of court settings) 
WARRANT INFO (If active warrant) 
JAIL POPULATION (Number of prisoners by classification) 



Sec. 191.008. AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH COMPUTERIZED ELECTRONIC 

INFORMATION SYSTEM. (a) The commissioners court of a county by order may 

provide for the establishment and operation of a computerized electronic 

information system through which it may provide on a contractual basis 

direct access to information that relates to all or some county and 

precinct records and records of the district courts and courts of appeals 

having jurisdiction in the county, that is public information, and that is 

stored or processed in the system. The commissioners court may make 

records available through the system only if the custodian of the records 

agrees in writing to allow public access under this section to the records. 

(b) The commissioners court may: 

(1) provide procedures for the establishment, maintenance, and 

operation of the information system; 

(2) establish eligibility criteria for users; 

(3) delineate the public information to be available through the 

system; 

(4) set a reasonable fee, charged under a contract, for use of 

the system; and 

(5) consolidate billing and collection of fees and payments under 

one county department or office. 

(c) The commissioners court may contract with a person or other 

governmental agency for the development, acquisition, maintenance, or 

operation of: 

(1) the information system or any component of the information 

system, including telecommunication services necessary for access to the 

system; and 

(2) billing and collection services for the system. 

Added by Acts 1991, 72nd Leg., ch. 86, Sec. 1, eff. May 15, 1991. 
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WEB BASED ACCESS SERVICE 

We have enhanced our Dial-In service that offered access to civil and family law computer records to produce faster 

access using the Internet. Web Based Access also provides the access that was added to the Dial-In service in March 

1996 for access to the criminal database, which includes District Court Records. This allows attorneys, vendors, 

employers, landlords and others the information to do background checks as needed including access to imaged Court 

Documents. With 60,000 cases being filed each year into the 27 civil, family and criminal District courts in Tarrant County, 

good computer automation is a necessity, not a luxury. Now attorneys, employers, and the general public can do 

background checks from their own office. 

Key Benefits 

• Remote access 23 hours-a-day, 7-days-a-week using your Internet connection 

• Record searches from subscriber's location 

• District Court Civil, Delinquent Tax, Family, Felony, and Misdemeanor Court records 

• Non-refundable processing fee of $50 



• Monthly fee of $35 for 1-5 users, see application for monthly fee for additional users. 

New Subscribers 

To subscribe to the Web Based Access Service, go 

to httgs://dcsa.tarrantcounty.com/SubscriberAccess/SubscrjberAccess/SubscrjberAccesslnformation 
.(httP-s://dcsa.tarrantcountY..com/SubscriberAccess/SubscriberAccess/SubscriberAccesslnformation). and select the District 

Clerk Subscriber Access link. You will need to fill out a Subscriber's Agreement and input your information in the required 

fields. Once completed, send the Subscriber's Agreement to the Tarrant County District Clerk's Office, 100 N. Calhoun 

St., Fort Worth, TX 76196, Attn: Office Manager. The agreement can be accessed by clicking on the Subscriber 

Agreement hyperlink on the Application for Web-Based Access page. 

You may call 817-212-7208 for additional information or email District Clerk Webmaster (mailto:wm

districtclerk@tarrantcou ntY.. com) .. 

To close an account, please fill out the Reguest for Closure of Web-Based Account (/content/dam/main/district

clerk/Close Web Account Letter.gdf). letter and mail to: 

Tarrant County District Clerk 

100 N. Calhoun St., 2nd Floor 

Fort Worth, TX 76196 

Attn: Office Manager 

This page was last modified on August 21, 2019 



MARY !LOUISE GARCIA 
County Olerk 

Dear Tom: 

·TAB.B..\'NT COUNTY ICOUB.'lJ!O.tJSE 
IOOW. Weatherford, Rm.130 
Fort Worth, Texas 76196-0401 

It is my desire that you delete the signature line for the County Clerk as well as any 
reference to the County Clerk within the body of the Web Access Subscriber Contract 
currently in use. 

1ln lthe i rnteriest of ,efficierncy and CORS'en,;ation of ,staff time, l would de1e,gate to your office 
·the :sole respornsi.bHiwto execute said contracts as you a.re adrniniste'ring au of the 
accounls arnywav -due to p,r:ior aw.an,ge.rnent with :my predeeess.or -Suzanne Hend'f~1'$0n. 

This .memorandum 'wifl affirm your access to the ,ce111tralized ,crimlna] database per the 
pr;evious agreement with Ms. H.ender:son executed ,on .January 31,, ·1'.9.96. 

1l1rn s:fito.rtt, all cu~11.t p11.ooedu:res for Web .Acces.s Subscribe.rs will remain in ,effect except 
'lforitine .delefie.rn cf ttime imeed fo.r·ttae County Cte.rk 1to sjgn the contr:act and the removal of 
-arnr [(1)'1rner referrem.ces to ~he Coumty Cleric cu.r:rently :in said contract. 

If you agre to this change, please indicate by signing where indicated be.low: 

. .... 
,~ (Signature} l\gr-eed 

uise Garcia, unty Clerk 

CJ / lo / 20,z 
Dater T I 

~ ;i. ~ (Signature) Agreed 
Tiho.mas A. Wilder, District Clerk 

Cj /t z ,l,i DI? 
Date: 

EXHIBIT 
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ORDER APPROVING DI,AL:"".'l:N .. ACCBss .. '...'J.!O ·COUR'.11 • REC-ORD's-··--··· -· •" 
- ... - -·-. 

. . 
BE IT REMEMBERED that whi;J.~· • the Texas Open • Records ict 

(Chapter 552_, Government Code) (hereinafter the "~ct") provides 

that certain information maintained by or for a governmental body_ 

is public information, the Act does not -apply to the judiciary or 

court records. kept by or for the judiciary, including . those court 

records kept or maint_ained- by the District Clerk, County Clerk, 

Sheriff and/or Criminal District Attorney of Tarrant County, 

Texas. HOWEVER, BE IT FURTHER REMEMBERED that the courts 

referenced below desire to give limited computer dial-in access, 

• -as.set for~h in attached Exhibit A, to their records, including 

the categories o~ information set forth in atta9hed_ Exhib.;t B, 

while not waiving any constitt?-tional,· common law or statutory 

protections or exernptio~s afforded the recQrds. 

TH~REFORE, it is ORDERED that · computerized dial-in access, 
. 

-as set forth in attached Exhibit A, be provided to the judicial 

re~_ords kept, stored or maintained by- ·the Distr-ict· Clerk,· S-heriff 

and/or District Attorney of Tarrant County, Texas. .It is ORDERED 

that the- cornpute'rized dial-in access provide the categox:.ies._of 

informa.tion set forth in attached Exhibit B. 

It is further ORDERED that the Tarrant County Data Services 

Department· cooperate fully wi t"J1 the District • Clerk o·f ~arrant 

County, '1.'exas i:n making. the judicial records .. of those courts 

EXHIBIT 

ORDER 1\.PPROVlNG DlAL-IN ncCESS TO ·COURT RECORDS -PAGE 1 
1) I ------
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. 
referenced below available through dial-in a6cess, as set forth .. 
i-n·a-tt-aehed E--xh-i-bi-ts-A:··e.nd· B·.·· ••• ·······-· 

It i_s further ORDERED • that a copy of this order be entered 

by the District Clerk of-Tarrant Countyf Texas in the minutes of 

a1i courts referenced below.L 

SIGNED THIS 4- day of~~-~~L----- ' 1995 • 

• ~~ V ~A-~~ 
IOI ~~ A t:r4LA~ 

!"/th 01s·trict. Courc 48Ln District Coui:'t 

11 ,-&,· 6..,..., .-C: . - ,L / 
~ IDING JUDGE • ~ 
6{:tth Distrlct Court·· . 

PRESIDING J D GE 
213th ·ourt 

p 
2 

P RF.SIDING('JUDGJ} 
297th Distr~ct Court 

~ Id~ 
PRESIDING JUDGE 
3~3rd Dlstrict Court 

PRESIDING JU 
153rd District C 

~ 

t 

324th Distric·t Court· . 

ORDER .APPROVING DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT RECORDS -PAGE 2 



. ,,..,. -- -:--- -------·( - --- - ·--;--.- ----- --------
... ,' 

, . 
. . 

. . 

l-'R1:a N JUDGE 
Criminal District Court No. i 

E ~~~C2 
ict Court No. 2 Crimin~! DLstrict Court Ne. J .~ 

inal Di Court No. 4 

dwtDBll9Sdw01.or 

= 
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Exhibit A. · . 

The __ 9om_puter __ d.!~:'J:=~-~-----~g_9e_~~ .. .t.cL. the .. recor-ds -of. ... the ---District·" · 
··c·o'tir·ts in Tarrant county will occur. in the followin~ way: 

. . 
l.. Computer dial-in access is a method by which the electronic 

records of . the dist:t::ict courts for which the • Tarrant county 
District Clerk is custodian may be viewed by an . eligible subscriber 
from their own . computer through the use of telephone J.ines and 
computer modems. • 

2. The District Clerk as custodian of the records of the 
district courts· is resp·onsible for determining which records may be 
made availab~e through the clerk's computer dial-in access system 
as well as adhering to any restrictions which may be placed on such 
access by the District J'udges. The clerk is :responsible for · 
assuring that ·adoption records·, expunged :records, and other records 
sealed by tb.e co'Urts are not lnade available for viewing through the 
computer dial-in access system. 

3. The District Clerk shall be resp~nsible for contracting 
with subscribers; maintaining funds on deposit, recommending to 
commissioners' Court a fee schedule for the service, tracking 
account balances I notifying subscribers of the ~mounts of funds 
needing to be placed on .deposit and ensuring appropriate security. 

4. The in'f ormation that will be availabl.e through this 
computer dial-in access system will be that information pertaining 
to civil district court records and family law district court 
records that was being made available through the District clerk's 
computer dial-in access system on September l, 1995 and those 
criminal district court records, including but not limited to that 
information entered by the Sheriff's Office and District Attorney's 
Office, that were available from public browse termina1s tn the 
District Clerk's Office on Septe~ber 1, 1995. 

5. The Tarrant County Data Servic.es Department shall. provide 
any ass'i~t!3,nce necessary .to assure that the ~ec?rds _described. abo':'e 
are available and accessible through the existing computer dial-in 
access system of. the District Clerk including but not l.ini:t~d to· 
additional telephone line~ as may· be requiFed, -c9mputer 
programming, computer software, and computer hardwa~e~ 

.. 

. . . .. 

F 31493PAGE O 0'6 
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"EXHIBIT B11 ••• • . . 
---- ·--···· -·--·- -····-------

PUBLIC ACCESS-COMe-ir-.rERS ·- ······-··-·- ··-

. . 
The general public has ~cce.s~ to any pers!Jn's crim.hial record iu Tariant Corinty on • 
ma.in£:rame terminals in the District Clerk's Office. This imormation is acces·sed by the 
person's name and date of birth. The following information is available as of 9-1-95: 

NAME 
DA'm OF BJR'IH 
AGE 
RACE 
SEX 
ADDRESS 
CASE NUMBER 
CID NlJ:MBER 
COURT 
NOT m JAIL/JN J.All, STATUS 
FILING AGENCY 
REPORT NUM13BR • 
BOOKING NUMBER . 
TRN (DPS Tracking ~umber) 
CHARGING OFFENSE 
DISPOSITION OFFENSE (Cases disposed after May 92) 
OFFENSE DATB 
FILBDATB 
DATE IlIDICI'BD 
DEFENSE A,'ITORNBY 
APPOlNTED (Yes or No) 
REVIEWING ATI'ORNEX 
PROSECUTOR 
NEXT COURT DATE 
BOND STATUS 
BOND AMOUNT 
BONDSMAN 
SENTENCE 
APPEAL (Yes or No and Date) 
DRAWER NUMBER (Location of file after disposition) 
DISPOSffiON (lype and Date) . 
ACTION (~story of last 3 transactions) . 
COMPANION CASE NUMBERS· 
CASE UST (List of all cases filed on a person)° 
SETTINGS JOURNAL (History of court settings) 
WARRANT JNFO (If active warrant) • • 
JAIL POPU1ATION (Number of prisoners by classification) 

.. .. 

f ~ 14 9 3 PAGE O O 7 
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ORDER DIRECTING THE COUNTY ADMllYJSTRATOR, THE COUNTY'S. 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOaIES DEPARTMEN r AND THE TARRANT COUNIT 

DISTRICT CLERK FROM PROVIDING ACCESS TO JUDICIAL RF.CORDS 
IN ANY f\t.-uiNER NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE ORDER Al!F.RO.VING- ·-
. _ .. .. .. . ... . · .. DIAL-IN ACCtss·To· COlfitr .RECORDS 

WHEREAS onSeptewber6.199.S#·the Order Appro\in~ J?ial-L-i Access To Court Recozd.s 

\\ as signc-d by chc 17th, 46lh., 671.b. 96th. 141st, 153rd. 21.l!b. 231st, 233rd. 236th, 297th. 322nd. 

323rd, 324th. J2.5lh. 342:1d. 340th, 352nd, 360th. 37lsl and 372nd District Courts and Criminal 

DlsL,;,:t C.ow1s Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4. Said Or.der Approving Dial-In A«t:ss To Coun Ruoids prcwidcs 

limited computer dial:.in access to subscribers while not waiving any c.onstitutioaal, common la\\ 

or ~l:ilutozy protections or ex.emptions afforded the r cords. 

\\'H.EREAS Tc.x. Go\'·t Code§ 552.0035 provides (hat infom1ation coUcclcd. assembled, or 

maintaincJ by or for lhcjudiciary is go\"Ctncd b)' rules adopted by the Supreme CoW1 of Texas or 

by ether applicable laws and ru:cs. The Supreme Cowt ofT exas holds 1.bat lbc Public lnfonnation 

Acl [fonui:ily the Open Records Act] docs nol apply to the judiciary. Supreme Cowt ofTexas Mjsc. 

l>ocketNo,97-Sl41 (1997). 

WHEREAS Tc.'t. Loe. cJuw't Code§ 191.00S(a) provides that while a c.orumissioners court 

may provide !or the establishment and opcrcltioo of a compulelizc:d electronic information system, 

the comntis:;ionc.rs court mny make recurds available through the systuu ooly if the custodian of the 

ri;eords ~grecs in writing to.allow s.iid public access. Sec also Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. J!-d-1224 ( l 990J; 

Tex. AU)' Gen. Op. JM•l275 (1990). 

THEREFORE, IT 1S ORDERED that James Schander, Duet:Lor of the Tarrant CoWlty 

lnformatio11 Tcchnulogies Dep~ent, his successors md assigns, and the larraul County 

Wonnati~11 T cchnologics De.partmeol deny public access to rccords of the judiciary maintained on 

the County's mainframe by said Information Technologies Departmeot in any rna.nner not 

C.)ntemplated i.n tru: Dial-In Order first l!)proved on September s. 1995. 

F 63421PAGt002 
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THEREFORE. IT IS ORD~ that the G.K.Maeaius. County Admiwstrator, his 

su~cessor.s and assigns, de~y p,J.blic access to records of the judiciary main•.aincd on th·c County's 

mainframe b~ the Tarrant County Info,mation TechMlogies Departmcnl in any mannci r_1ot 

coniemplaied in'the Diai:iz. Order first approved on Stplember 6, 1995. 

THEREFORE. IT IS ORDERED that the Tarrant County Dislric! Clerk deny public access 

to records of the Judiciary maintained on the County's mainfran1c by the Tenant C:.Ounly Infonnation 

T ecbnoJogies Departmen: m any manner nol contemplated in the Dial .Jn Order fiist approved ou 

September 6, 1995. 

J1 IS FURTHER ORDERED th3t a copy of this order be entered by the District Clerk of 

Tarrani County in the minutes of all of courts listed below 

SlGNED this~ day of October, 2000. 

PRESIDING JUDGE 
• , 

~ ]~/-{ __ 
--t::ft· fRI.Jl· al District Court No. 2 

~_lL~~~~~•/ ___ _ 
~ PRP~IDING IlIDGE 

No. 3 Criminal District Coun No. 4 

_ _&t-i/4~ 
PRESIDING JUDGE 
;,it.31h • 'clC~urt 

M,a#:i, .Ji:J~ 
PRESID G ruDGE 
3~6111 District Court 

:~g;;aurt \()~ 
PRESIDING ruDGE 
372nd Disuict Coun 

f 6 ~ 4 21 PAGE O i) 3 
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INTERNET ACCESS ADDENDUM TO ORDER APPROVING 
DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT RECORDS 

... ~ -- ·- --
-·· BB WREMEMBEREDlliafon.th:C ii m·day ofiu~;~· 2·003:·fu; C~~~il of District Judges met 

and approved the Order as set out below. BE IT FURTiiER REMEMBERED that the Council of 

District Judges authorized the Local Administrative Judge to sign the Order as set out below on 

behalf of all of the Tarrant County District Judges. 

BE ITFURTIIBR REMEMBERED that on September 6, 1995, the Order Approving Dial-In 

Access to Court Records was signed by the 17th, 48th, 67th, 96th, 141st, 153rd, 213th, 231st, 233rd, 

236th, 297th, 322nd, 323rd, 3~4th, 32_Sth, 342nd, 348th, 352nd~ 360th, 371st and 372nd District 

Courts and Criminal District Courts Nos. l, 2, 3 and 4. BE IT FURTHER REMEMBERED that on 

March 6, 2000, the Addendum to Order Approving Dial-In Access to Records of the Judiciary was 

signed by the 396th District Court. BE IT FURTHER. REMEMBERED that on October 3, 2000, the 

Order Directing the County Administrator, the County's Information Technologies Department and 

the Tarrant County District Clerk from Providing Access to. Judicial Records in An.y Manner Not 

Consistent with the Order Approving Dial-InAccess to Court Records was signed by the 2131\ 2971n, 

371 st, 372nd and 396th District Courts and Criminal District Courts Nos_. 2, 3 and 4. BE IT 

FURTHER REMEMBERED that said Order Approving Dial-In Access to Court Records and 

Addendum to Order Approving Dial-In Access to Records of the Judiciary provide limited computer 

dial-in access to subscribers while not waiving any constitutional, common ·law or statutory 

protections or exemptions afforded the records. 

BE IT FURTHER REMEMBERED that the Tarrant County District Judges desire to give 

limited internet access to their records to subscribers in addition to dial-in computer access while not 

waiving any constitutional, common law or statutocyprotections or exemptions afforded the records. 

· PAGE I OF2 court's Minutes 
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Said intemet access shall include the categories of information currently available vfa computer dial- . ------·-
in access as provided-~ ~; . .9.m~r.Approlling. Dia.1-In-A-ccess-tci""GouffRecords. IT IS FURTIIBR. 

·--··-· -··---···- ··· ··-•-•" ••··- -· . . • 

ORDERED that computer dial-in an~ internet access shall include access to those documents 

contained in the Clerk's paper court records kept for individual causes which have been scanned and 

which are available for public viewing. BE ITFURTHER.REMBM13ERBD that the Tarrant CoWlty 

District Judges intend to retain the ability to restrict the availability of a scanned document to 

computer dial-in and.internet access subscribers. See Attachment "l 11 hereto. 

TIIBREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that internet access be provided to subscribers to the 

judicial records kept, stored or maintained by the District Clerk of Tam.nt County, Texas. IT IS 

FURTHER ORDERED that the Tarrant County Jnfolll13tion Tecbncilogy Department CQoperate fully 

with the District Clerk of Tarrant County, Texas in making the judicial records of the Tarrant County 

District Courts available through internet access. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the District Clerk of Tarrant County designate specific 
-. 

documents as "unavailable for viewing" or "sealed" on both the dial-in and internet access systems 

when directed by a court via written notification. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of this Order be entered by the District Clerk of 

Tarrant County in the minutes of all Tanant County District Co~s. 

SIGNED this _!L day of ~ M-L 2003. 

LOCAL ADMm!ST~ JUDGE 
COUNCil., OF DISTRICT JUDGES 
TARRANT COUNTY,°TEXAS 

PAGE20F2 
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AObENOOM fO ORDER DIRECTING THE COUNTY AD"i'\IIJNISTRATOR1 

THE cou~rv·s INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES DEPARTMENT AND THE 
TARRANT COUNTY DISTRICT CLERK FRO.M PROVIDING ACCESS TO JUDICIAL· 

RECORDS IN ANY MANNER NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE ORDER 
APPROVING DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT RECORDS 

WHEREAS on September 6, 1995, .the Order Approving Dial-In Access To Court 

Records was signed by the 17th, 48th, 67th; 96th, 141st, 153rd, 213th, 231st, 233rd,. 

236th, 297th, 322nd, 323rd, 324th, 325th, 342nd, 348tli, 352nd, 360th, 371st and 372nd 

District Courts and Criminal District Courts Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4. Said Order Approving Dial

In Access to Court Records provides limitec:tcomputer dial-in access to subscribers while 

not waiving any constitutional, common law or statutory protections or exemptions afforded 

the records. Said Order provides limited computer dial-in access to court records, 

including defendant's name, case number, court, disposition offense, not in jail/in jail status 

and settings journal. 

WHEREAS on October 3, 2000, the-Order Directing the County Administrator, the 

County's Information Technologies Department (hereinafter "the County's IT Department") 

and the Tarrant County District Clerk From Providing Access to Judicial Records in Any 

Manner Not Consistent with the Order Approving Dial-In Access to Court Records was 

signed by the 213th
, 2971

\ 371 5
\ 372nd

, 396th
, District Courts and Criminal Courts Nos. 2 

and 3. Said Order directed the County Administrator, the County's IT Department and the 

District Clerk to deny access to records of the judiciary maintained on the County's 

mainframe by the County's IT Department in any manner not contemplated in the Dial-In 

Order first approved on September 6, 1995. 

WHEREAS the Texas Attorney General Office's Texas VINE progra·m provides 

limited information and notification to victims of crime via an·automated phone service 

1 



. . . \ 

provided by APPRISS. Texas VJNE coritempl~tes the provision of the following limited 

.. information to. victims of crime through. its provider APP RISS: .. 1) D.efendant's n~me; 2) ·the 

case number; 3) the disposition; 4) next court setting; and, 5) the court location. 

WHEREAS the District Court Judges trying felony criminal case!? desire to provide 

Texas VINE the following information contained in records of the felony district court 

-records: 1) Defendant's name; 2} the case number; 3) the disposition; 4) next court setting; 

and, 5) the court location. 
C 

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Steve Smith, Director of the Tarrant County 

Information Technologies Department, his successors and assigns, and the Tarrant County 

Information Technologies Department provide Texas VINE the following limited information 

' 
contained in.the felony 9 istrict cpurt records: 1) Defendant's name; 2) the case number; 3) 

the disposition; 4) next court setting; and, 5) the court location. 

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Tarrant County District Clerk provide Texas 

VINE the following limited information contained in the records of the judiciary: 1) 

Defendant's name; 2) the case number; 3) the disposition; 4) r_,ext court setting; and, 5) the 

court location. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that APPRISS shall not sell, deliver or otherwise 

provide this information from the felony court records of Tarrant County to any other party 

or entity not contemplated by this Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Texas VINE provide the Tarrant County District 

Clerk with the appropriate affidavits following the expunction of records in compliance with 

Texas law. 

2 



·-·-·-----· -•·- -·-------- ·- . 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of this ordetbe entered by the District Clerk 

• of-Tarrant County in.the minutes of all of court$. listed. l;>_elgw 

SIGNED this ~day of May 2004. 

p~ 
Criminal District Court No. 1 

ct Court No. 3 

PRESIDING JUDGE 
213th Dist • Court 

~~ PRESIDIGJUDGE 
396th District Court 

3 

~~1-.-/ 
PRESIDING JUDGE 
Criminal District Court No. 2 

·· PRESIDING JUDGE 
Criminal District Court No. 4 

PRESIDING JUDGE 
372nd District Court 



-------

ADDENDUM TO ORQER DJRECTING THE COUNTY-ADMINISTRATOR, 
THE COUNTY'S INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES DEPARTMENT AND THE 

TARRANT COUNTY CLERK FROM PROVIDING ACCESS TO JUDICIAL RECORDS 
IN ANY MANNER NOT. CONSISTENT WITH TH~ ORDER • • 
APPROVING DIAL-IN ACCESS TO COURT RECORDS 

WHEREAS on ·December 7, 1995~ .the Order In Re: Agreement to.Provide Dial-In' 

Access To Court Records was signed by County Criminal Courts 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 & ·1 0 

and the Tarrant County Criminal Court of Appeals .. Said Order Approving Dial-In Access to 

Court Records provides limited computer dial-in access to subscribers while not waiving 

any constitutional, common law or stat1.1tory protections or exemptions afforded the 

records. Said Order provides limited computer dial-In access to court records, Including 

defendant's name, case number, court, disposition offense, not in jail/in jail status and 

settings Journal. 

WHEREAS on October.3, 2000, the Order-Directing the County Adm_inistrator, the 
. . . 

County•s· Information Technologies Department (hereinafter "the County's IT Department") 

and the Tarrant County District Clerk From Providing Access to Judicial Records in Any 

Manner Not Consistent with the Order Approving Dial-In Access to Court Records was 

signed by the 213th
, 297th

, 371 st
, 372nd

, 396th
, District Courts and Criminal Courts Nos. 2 

and 3. Said Order directed the County Administrator, the County1s IT Department and the 

District GJerk to deny access to r~corps of the judiciary maintained on the··6ounty's 
. . 

mainframe by the County's IT Depart~ent in any manner not contemplated In the Dial-In 

Order first approved on September 6, 1995. --· . ~ v, ~ 

• WHEREAS the Texas Attorney General Office'.s Texas Vl«E 9-@.gra~provjes 
I •~-::.. ~ 

limited information and notification to victims of crime via an autohlaticfpho~ se~ee 
: . • .. I ':;:· 

• ... \D .... -

provided by APPRISS. Texas VINE contemplates the provision of the following liniiJ~d 
: :.:. -: . :.::, -. 

...... , .. , ~;;:., ,·~ur. l'.'ND .. .. . ~ !;"Oi'Y of' ;: : 
::-~· ,;:),,'\) t1it1G!NA!-?~ ~Ui IN~ :!'; 1 i 'le.,,/ )-c .,., "~" '.-fr COU- • T!=XAS: ;;> 
t,t ~.:!,, ~ .: ... ,~..,_,, • • lf\•rvc• rr,;r, 

:;.-1~ f.)J.~ !;\;.!:.',!-~UE~bND-£ •• :;0:-1, C!Ju,, ......,..,_ 

... ~~~..... ff': ll.,__/..------ DEPUTY 



._{ .: - - ( 

informati9n to victims of crime,through it~ provider APPRISS: 1) Defendant's n~me.; 2) the 

case number; 3) the disposition; 4} next court setting; and, 5) the court location. 

W~EREAS t~e County Criminal Co~rt Judges trying criminal cases desir~ to provi~ 
. . . . . . . .. aou..~"\""'-f c...<Ll~ . . 

·Texa~ VINE tpe following ln~ormation conta~ned Jn records of the.felony dislllcl court 

records: 1) Defendant's name; 2) the case number; 3) the disposition; 4) next court setting; 

and, 5) the court location. 

THEREFORE. IT IS ORDERED that Steve Smith, !Jirector of the Tarrant C~unty 

Information Technologies Department. his successors and assigns, and the Tarrant County. 

Information Technologies Department provide Texas VINE the following limited information 

contained in the county criminal court records: 1) Defendant's name; 2) the case number; 

3) the disposition; 4) next court setting; and, 5) the court location. 
, 

THEREFORE., IT IS ORbERED that the Tarrant. Qo~nty Clerk provide Texas VINE 

the following limited information contained In th~ records ot'the judiciary: 1) Defendant's 

name; 2) the case number; 3) the disposition; 4) next court setting; and, 5) the court 

location. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that APPRISS shall not sell, deliver or otherwise 

provide this info~mation from the court records of Tarrant County to any other party or entity 

not c9nteff1plated by Jhis Order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Tex~s VINE provide th'e•Tarrant County cierkwith . . . . . . 

the appropriate affidavits following the expunction of records In compliance with Texas law . . 

. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED t~at a copy of this order be .entered by the County Clerk 

of Tarrant County in the mir:iutes o all of courts listed below 

SIGNED this T:-day of _..,,,._..;....:....-=-

2 
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-PRESIDING JU E 
C 

PRESIDING JUDGE 
CCC2 

PRESIOI JUDGE 
CCC .... 

SIDING JUDGE 
-CCC4 

-----··-------- - ·----("·- --····- ---- -~-

. 3 

SIDING JUDGE 
CCC7 

RESIDING JUDGE 
CCC9 

~~-
PRESIDING JUDGE 
CCC10 

,·· . 



,.... .; . ·---------.- . 
·r--· •• ___ __,___;:,_ _____ ----------~-=:·.:~-----~'.-~ --· .. ·····--- ---····-·---- -----~---•-----·-.. -·· • 

f 

A CERTIFJE~ OPYn Qr/ 
ATTEST: lft_ - ~ ,20~-=.-~~ 

SUZANNE HENDERSON, County Clerk 
Criminal Courts 

Tarrant County, Texas 

9 r»i:/!?OJ?lo--.t:;• ~
W2l:J2,111je:_ ---1.Y..ll~ty 



January 18, 2007 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Tarrant County district judges hearing criminal cases wish to explain 
the circumstances leading to our withdrawal of earlier ORDERS permitting dial-in 
and internet access to criminal district judicial records. 

In 1995 the Tarrant County district judges hearing criminal cases signed 
an ORDER which gave the Tarrant County District Clerk sole authority to 
disseminate criminal district judicial records. However, in giving the District Clerk 
this sole authority, the ORDER failed to recognize that criminal district judicial 
records are shcired throughout the Tarrant County criminal justice system. Since 
the signing of the 1995 ORDER records sharing technology has evolved to the 
point that the ORDER is outdated. The 1995 ORDER is also overbroad in that 
the ORDER gives the District Clerk sole authority to disseminate certain records 
that are not criminal district judicial records; but rather are records created by 
the Tarrant County Sheriff, the Tarrant County District Attorney, the Tarrant 
County county criminal courts and various municipal and justice courts. Thus, 
the 1995 ORDER is outdated and overbroad. Any subsequent ORDER relying on 
the 1995 ORDER as authority is also outdated and overbroad. 

We recognize the authority of the Tarrant County District Clerk as the 
custodian of criminal district judicial records. We further recognize the Tarrant 
County District Clerk as an agent through whom criminal district judiclal records 
may be disseminated. At the same time, however, we must recognize that other 
means of disseminating criminal judicial records are not only feasible and legal; 
but also to the judicial and public benefit. We wish to reserve the authority to 
disseminate criminal district judicial records for the benefit and use of th.e 
judiciary and public. 

It is our intent to maintain authority over our judicial records, while at the 
same time recognizing the authority of other criminal justice entities to control 
and disseminate their records. By withdrawing these ORDERS the judges do not 
assert control over any information that is not a judicial record of the Tarrant 
County district courts hearing criminal cases. 

The Eight District Judges Hearing Criminal Cases Signing the Order dated 
January 18, 2007 



ORDER 
OFTHE 

DISTRICT JUDGES OF TARRANT COUNTY 

HEARING CRIMINAL CASES 

The undersigned district judges of Tarrant County hearing criminal cases hereby 

withdraw from the '·Order Approving Dial-In Access to Court Records" of September, 

I 995 and each succeeding and subsequent Order and Addendum pertaining to access to 

criminal district court records. 

Signed this i '6:V> day of -,];u1 u ~ >:: '- l . 2007. 

~·· ~ - ~ < ~-/4 
JueShareJSon Judge Wayne Salvant CDC#2 

Judge Robert Gill 213th Judge Everett Young 297th 

. <? 1J...--1· Y. 
;___:;:J C'i)V ½J"tjr. ~ ..,.,-

Judge Scott Wisch 372nd 
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