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Our Methodology
1. Start with the jurisdiction.

2. Filter by date.

3. Filter by “case type.”

4. Identify the top 20 participants in that case type.

5. Remove unknown parties (e.g. Does 1-10).

6. If two parties of the same name appear in the top 20, their totals were added.



Click on Litigation Analytics in Westlaw Edge



1. Start with the Jurisdiction







2. Filter by Date
If you are using this tool, place date 
restrictions first. WestLaw occasionally 
times out due to the number of cases 
being processed.



3. Filter by 
Case Type

“Civil” cases may not contain all civil cases, 
but is a catch-all category.

For California, debt collection cases 
appeared primarily in the “Collections” 
category, but this was not perfect. For some 
counties, WestLaw placed most civil cases in 
the “Civil” category.



4. Identify Top
20 Participants



You can also see top 
attorneys as well as 
parties.



Participants
5. Remove unknown 
parties. (yellow)

◦ “Does 1 10 John”

◦ “ABC”

◦ “XYZ”

6. Combine parties with 
the same name. (green)

◦ “Bank of America” with “Bank of 
America NA”

◦ “Capital One Bank” with “Capital One 
Bank USA NA”

Data on this slide from 2021 New Jersey cases.





Limitations of the Tool



Limitations to Litigation Analytics
Coverage is limited in state courts.



Tagging “case type” is inconsistent.
Depending on the jurisdiction and coding, results may vary.

◦ Debt collection lawsuits could appear under “Collections” or 
“Contracts” or “Civil.” 

◦ May be different for different years? Or different counties?

◦ “Civil” does not necessarily include all civil cases.



Case Type Tagging Varies by Jurisdiction

California New Jersey New York



“Civil” cases filtered to 
California trial courts 
(all-time)

Important to start 
with “Court” tab, not 

“Case Type.”



WestLaw Provides County-Level Data
◦ If you need a smaller geographic region than state-wide, WestLaw 

allows you to filter on a countywide basis.
◦ Data accuracy varies depending on whether WestLaw can successfully 

read filings of a particular jurisdiction. 

We observed differences between counties in:

◦ The ability to read participant names, leading to more errors

◦ How collections cases were tagged



Limitations in Participant Data
Precision vs. Replicability
◦ To ensure that you capture every member of the top 20 accurately, you can take 

additional steps.
◦ You can search top participants by county, then add the values for each county.
◦ You can search the top participants by name to look for duplicates that did not make the 

top 20 list.

◦ Each additional step may make results more difficult to replicable.

Participant does not mean “filer” or “plaintiff.”
◦ Westlaw only categorizes as “Participant” and does not provide data for common 

“plaintiffs” or “defendants.”
◦ Without further analytical work, we cannot confirm that members of the top 20 filed 

all of the cases.
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