S3IVIEWING DOCUMENTS

View the Full Document Text

« After you successfully perform a search, you are taken directly to the results screen listing the search results based on
your search query.

«To access the full text of a document from the search results list, click on the blue hyperlinked heading of the document
(e.g. case, statute, regulation, etc).
Click on the title to pull up the text of the case.

Results Interactive Timeline
Jurisdiction: =5 Print List of Results
CEEEE T BT = Print/Save Documents in Queue [V Authority @

Decision Date  Entire Database

September 5, 2000 5 -

I, nd capricious” standard of review. See infra. 1 An arbirary and capricious standard of review of @ discretionary ERISA
it=d to an xamination of the administrative recard generated by the plan administrator. See Periman v. Swiss Bank Com. Comprehensive Disabilty Protection Plan, 195 F.3d 975,

n is specfically

(sdopting this postion and collecting

=5 13% 4. Krolik v. Prudential Ins. Co. of America, 570 F 3d 841 (%h Cir., 2009) June 29, 2009 4
Krolnik propesed to take discoveryin order to generate evidence about his medical and mertal condtions, and the extent (f any) to which his mental condition affects his abilty to work. Prudential opposed al
discovery, contending that the suit should be resolved on the adminisirtive record. Citing a decision that discovery may be imited to what is necessary for an infomed judicial decision, see Patton v. MFS/Sun Life
Financial Distrbutors, Inc.. 480 F 34 he

=5 13% 5. McQueen v (e Ins Co_of North America 595 F Supp 24 752 (E.0 Ky 2009) January 27, 2009 0

2.In a separate section of his motion, the plaintif also requests discovery of LINA diaims handing guidelines, procedures, and reference copy of the Fergusan Electical Compary Plan. To the extent that any of the
materials requested are documentation of the types of palicies discussed in this paragraph and provide detail of LINA'S cortiict of interest, discovery is permitted. However, to the extert the plaintif secks discovery of
broad categories of information. such as plaintis requast

m

«All of your search terms will be highlighted in the text of the case (including every term in a phrase search).

Jurisdiction: [ Authority Check A Highlight A Navigate to the previous case. net case. 5 Print/Save
Entire database: 5 Find: previous term [P], next tem [N]. Jump tothe most relevant parsaraph [M]. <5 Add to My Print Queue
4 4 Tto 200f 51 resuts b M Shepardize (Les)® - KeyCie West)® e
= Emal Betal
Hughes v. Life Ins. Co. of North ‘_ Hughes v. Life Ins. Co. of North America. 112 F.Supp.2d 780 (S.D. Ind.. 2000)
3 Amerca, 112 F Supp 2d 780 (5D -
ind... 2000) Scroll through H
f Kol v. PrudentialIns. Co.of your search 112 F-Supp-2 TED Scroll through the
4 America, 570 F.3d 841 (Ah Cir., | P
2009) FESUItS USin the Mark HUGHES, Plaintiff, .
: 8 V. case using the
McQueen v. Life Ins. Co. of North LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF NORTH AMERICA, Defendant. .
5 America. 595 F.Supp.2d 752 (ED. scroll bar at left. scroll bar at right.
Ky.. 2009) No. IP 99-1143.C.BJS.
Miller v Ameritech Long Tem United States District Court, $.D. Indiana, Indianapolis Division.
& Disabilty Plan, 584 F Supp 2d 1106
(C.D. 0. 2008) September 5, 2000.
Exelon Generation v. Local 15, Al-
7' Gio. 540 F 3d 640 (7h G 2008) Page 781
g Poush v_Sbe Communications, Inc., |2 James D. Crum, Coots, Henke & Wheeler, Carmel, IN, for plaintiff.
570 F.Supp.2d 1006 (ND. IIL, 2008) . )
Cynthia M. Locke, White & Raub, Indianapoalis, IN. for defendant.
Bartel v. Sun Life Assur. Co. of
9 Canada, 536 F.5upp.2d 623 (D. ENTRY GRANTING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO STRIKE AND DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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BARKER, Chief Judge.
Nunnery v. Sun Life Financial
10 Distrbutors, Inc., 526 F.Supp.2d Plaintiff, Mark Hughes ("Hughes"), alleges that Defendant, Life Insurance Company of North America ("LINA"), in bad faith denied Hughes long-term disability benefits.
862 (N.D. .. 2007) In our Entry of February 29, 2000, we held that Hughes’ claims were completely preempted by the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 ("ERISA”"), 29 U S C.
Sullvan v. Willam A. Randolgh §§ 1001 ef seq., and that the factual allegations in plaintiffs complaint were sufficient to state a claim for benefits under ERISA § 502(a)(1)(B) (29 U.S.C. § 1132(a)(1)(B)).
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«All of your search results will appear on the narrower panel on the left.
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Navigate Within a Document

Use the navigation toolbar to navigate within a document.

Highlight: | all search terms E| Mavigate to the previous case, next case.
Find: previous term [P]. next term [M]. Jump to the most relevant paragraph [M].

«Jump to the paragraph with the densest concentration of search terms by clicking the “most relevant paragraph” link.
Note: This feature is currently compatible only with Internet Explorer.

«To search within your case, use your browser’s find command by pressing Ctrl + F.
«Jump to the next search term by clicking the “next term” link.
«Jump to the previous search term by clicking the “previous term” link.

Fastcase Tip: These options are also available under the “Document” menu.

Bonus: Copy and Paste

If you are using Internet Explorer, Fastcase can help you save time drafting legal briefs and other pleadings with two
handy copying tools.

. . « Copy the text of the document you are viewing to your clipboard by selecting “Copy
- S WS Document to Clipboard” from the Document menu.

-Or-
Goto Next D rt
ot peume » Copy the citation for the document you are viewing to your clipboard by selecting
Go to Previous Document “Copy Citation to Clipboard” from the Document menu.

Jump to Most Relevant Parmgraph |, Next, open the brief or pleading that you are working in the appropriate word

Copy Document to Clipboard processing program (e.g. MS Word or Word Perfect).

Copy Citation to Clipboard - Then use your program’s paste function to paste the text into your document. If
you are using MS Word, you can paste using the shortcut CTRL+V.
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Case Headnotes by Justia

Email Documert
Select cases dated after April 2011 will include headnotes provided by Justia.
Headnotes appear below the case header and can be identified by their light grey background.
Summaries: Source: Justia

After defendant pled guilty to federal drug trafficking, the district court held that his prior state comictions for marijuana possession, for which he faced
no possibility of imprisonment, was for an offense "punishable by imprisonment for more than one year,” triggering a sentencing enhancement under
the Controlled Substances Act, 21 U.S.C. 841. This enhancement doubled defendant' s minimum sentence. The court affirmed in an unpublished
opinion. The Supreme Court vacated that judgment and remanded the case to the court for "further consideration in light of Carachuri-Rosendo v
Holder.” A panel of the court then held that Carachuri did not require any change in the court's prior holding. The court voted to rehear the case en
banc and subsequently vacated defendant's sentence and remanded for further proceedings.
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