
 

 

No. 18-1150 
================================================================ 

In The 

Supreme Court of the United States 
---------------------------------  --------------------------------- 

STATE OF GEORGIA, et al., 

Petitioners,        
v. 

PUBLIC.RESOURCE.ORG, INC., 

Respondent.        

---------------------------------  --------------------------------- 

On Petition For A Writ Of Certiorari 
To The United States Court Of Appeals 

For The Eleventh Circuit 

---------------------------------  --------------------------------- 

BRIEF OF THE STATES OF ARKANSAS, 
ALABAMA, IDAHO, KANSAS, MISSISSIPPI, SOUTH 

CAROLINA, SOUTH DAKOTA, AND TENNESSEE 
AS AMICI CURIAE IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS 

---------------------------------  --------------------------------- 

LESLIE RUTLEDGE 
 Attorney General 
NICHOLAS J. BRONNI 
 Solicitor General 
 Counsel of Record 
DYLAN JACOBS 
 Assistant Solicitor General 
OFFICE OF THE ARKANSAS 
 ATTORNEY GENERAL 
323 Center Street 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 
(501) 682-6302 
nicholas.bronni@arkansasag.gov 

Counsel for Amici Curiae 

[Additional Counsel Listed On Signature Page] 

================================================================ 
COCKLE LEGAL BRIEFS (800) 225-6964 

WWW.COCKLELEGALBRIEFS.COM 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

 
QUESTION PRESENTED 

 

 

 Whether the government edicts doctrine extends 
to—and thus renders uncopyrightable—works that 
lack the force of law, such as the annotations in the 
Official Code of Georgia Annotated. 
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