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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF ROWAN

IN THE GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE
SUPERIOR COURT DIVISION
08 CVS 2223
WALLACE AND GRAHAM, P.A., 

Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant,

v.

GARY W. JACKSON and 
GARY W. JACKSON, ATTORNEY AT LAW, PLLC, d/b/a THE JACKSON LAW GROUP, PLLC,

Defendants and Counterclaimants.





ORDER

	Before the Court is (1) Plaintiff’s unopposed Motion to Seal All Pleadings, Motions, Briefs, and Exhibits Pursuant to Settlement Agreement (the “Motion to Seal”), and (2) Brief in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to Seal All Pleadings, Motions, Briefs, and Exhibits Pursuant to Settlement Agreement (the “Supporting Brief”).  Plaintiff filed these papers with the Court electronically and under seal.   
	A request to seal all court-filed pleadings, motions, briefs, and exhibits is inconsistent with the North Carolina Public Records Act, N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 132-1 to 132-10 (2007) (“the Act”).  The Act provides for liberal access to public records.  See News & Observer Publ’g Co. v. Poole, 330 N.C. 465, 475, 412 S.E.2d 7, 13 (1992).  Absent “clear statutory exemption or exception, documents falling within the definition of ‘public records’ in the Public Records Law must be made available for public inspection.”  Id. at 486, 412 S.E.2d at 19.
	Court filings are “public records,” and to that end, the public’s right of access to court records is provided by section 7A-109(a) of the North Carolina General Statutes, which specifically grants the public the right to inspect court records in criminal and civil proceedings.  See N.C. Gen. Stat. § 7A-109(a) (2007).  Accordingly, a trial court may limit the public’s right of access to civil court proceedings and records only “when there is a compelling countervailing public interest and closure of the court proceedings or sealing of documents is required to protect such countervailing public interest.”  Virmani v. Presbyterian Health Servs., 350 N.C. 449, 476, 515 S.E.2d 675, 693 (1999).
	The Motion to Seal states that the pleadings, Motions, briefs, and exhibits in this case “necessarily disclose plaintiff’s and defendants’ clients’ identities, details of clients’ cases, and details of the parties’ investigations into potential claims/cases” and, therefore, that filings in this case “include attorney work product, confidential financial information, and information that is otherwise sensitive or confidential.”  (Mot. Seal ¶ 2.)  The Court will consider the merits of that claim in due course.
But at least with respect to the Plaintiff’s Motion to Seal and the Supporting Brief, there is no “compelling countervailing public interest” that needs to be protected.  Because these papers do not contain any “information that is . . . sensitive or confidential,” sealing them is not “required to protect [any] countervailing public interest.”  Virmani, 350 N.C. at 476, 515 S.E.2d at 693.
	Accordingly, the Court will unseal the Motion to Seal and the Supporting Brief.
	
SO ORDERED, this the 16th day of December, 2008.

/s/ Albert Diaz
Albert Diaz
Special Superior Court Judge

