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passed in response to the bombing of the Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, 
with the reform of habeas corpus law being a rider to it. The AEDPA does not eliminate 
inmates’ rights to habeas corpus, but it does restrict its availability (Alvarado, 2009). 
It does so by limiting successive petitions and judicial review of evidence and may now 
apply only to inmates who have sought but have been denied state court remedies 
available to them. The AEDPA thus takes habeas corpus partially back along the road 
to again becoming the preconviction remedy against unlawful imprisonment that it 
was initially.

A review of Supreme Court decisions on habeas corpus since the AEDPA found that 
they have upheld the reforms largely as intended by Congress (Scheidegger, 2006). 
Although civil rights groups, such as the American Civil Liberties Union, tend to 
decry both statutes, the Court’s attitude toward them is probably a good thing for 
all involved for a number of reasons. First, it frees up the federal courts to deal with 
pressing inmate issues that are really repugnant to the Constitution, as well as the 
numerous other matters it must deal with. Second, we all know that crying wolf too 
often leads to the dismissal of genuine claims, and if the situation continued as it was 
before the 1996 reforms, the solution may just have been the return to a completely 
hands-off policy. Third, it saves the taxpayer literally millions of dollars in frivolous 
legal exercises whose benefits were only to relieve the boredom of mischievous inmates. 
(Again, this does not mean that there are no substantively meaningful claims filed.) 
Many states, aware that the courts could swing back to more active involvement and 
of the high cost of defending lawsuits, have established internal mechanisms to more 
effectively deal with inmate concerns, such as outside mediators and the creation of 
ombudsmen. Although PLRA and AEDPA have limited inmate access to the courts, 
then, in a roundabout way, they have given inmates more immediate and local ways to 
make their grievances known.

Source: U.S. District Courts, Judicial Business 2014 (2014). Civil Filings. http://www.uscourts.gov/ 
statistics-reports/us-district-courts-judicial-business-2014
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