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WELCOME IRA! 

Ira Zarov joined the PLF as its new CEO on 
November l, 2000 . He replaced Kirk Hall, who 
resigned this year after serving the PLF for 13 years . 

Ira Zarov grew up in Chicago and attended the 
University of Wisconsin, receiving a Bachelor of 
Arts degree in 1969 and a Jaw degree in 1974. He 
moved to Oregon in 1974, serving as a VISTA and 
staff attorney for Coos-Curry Legal Services in Coos 
Bay. He became a program assistant with Legal Aid 
Services of Oregon in 1976 and remained with that 
organization except for a two-year stint in private 
practice from 1985 to 1987. Over the years, Zarov 
rose through the ranks at Legal Aid Services . He 
served as the Executive Director from 1989 until 
October of this year when he accepted the position 
as Professional Liability Fund CEO. 

As Executive Director of Legal Aid Services of 
Oregon , Zarov supervised a staff of 120 employees, 
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including 50 staff attorneys, in 10 Legal Aid Services 
offices around Oregon. He reported to a 25-member 
board of directors made up of lawyers and Legal Aid 
Services clients. In addition to his supervisory 
responsibilities, Zarov was responsible for 
fundraising , strategic planning , budgeting, public 
relations, coordination with other advocacy ·groups 
and legislative matters. 

The PLF staff and Board of Directors are pleased 
to have Ira on board. We all look forward to 
continuing to provide professional liability coverage 
and assistance to lawyers under his leadership. 

The Oregon Attorney Assistance Program 

announces its move to a new location ... 

520 SW Yamhill Suite 1050 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

effective January 1, 2001 

and a new look ... 

0 
OAAP 

lawyers helping lawyers 

Our staff 
Meloney Crawford Chadwick, Mike Long, Shari R. Pearlman, 

Michael Sweeney, Liisa Gardner and our phone numbers 
503-226-1057 and 1-800-321-0AAP (to page) 

will remain the same. 

DISCLAIMER 

This newsleuer includes claim prevention techniques that are designed to mtmmJZe the likelihood of being sued for legal 
malpractice. The material presented does not establish, report, or create the standard of care for attorneys. The articles do not 
represent a complete analysis of the 10pics presented and readers should conduct their own appropriate legal research. 



DOMESTIC RELATIONS ALERT: 
STIPULATED JUDGMENTS 

AND CONTRACTUAL 
RIGHTS OF PARTIES 

There is a significant issue in Family Law that 
has arisen recently in light of the Oregon Supreme 
Court opinion in Webber v. Olsen, 330 Or 189 (2000). 
The Supreme Court held in Webber that stipulated 
judgments of dissolution of marriage cannot be 
enforceable as contracts. Parties are limited to 
enforcement of judgments by an Order to Show 
Cause for Contempt or through garnishment. Under 
certain circumstances, these remedies may not be 
available at all. Contract remedies, according to 
Webber are unavailable unless they are preserved in 
a side agreement outside the judgment of dissolution 
of marriage. 

Historically, parties settling a domestic relations 
case executed a marital settlement agreement, and 
the settlement agreement was submitted to the court 
along with a judgment of dissolution of marriage. 
The judgment incorporated the settlement agreement 
by reference. This method created a lot of paperwork 
that clogged up the court file. Gradually, 
practitiOners began to eliminate the settlement 
agreement in favor of a "Stipulated Judgment" that 

NEW PLF DIRECTORS 
APPOINTED 

The Board of Governors has appointed two 
new members to the PLF Board of Directors. Be
ginning January 1, 2001, the PLF Board of Directors 
will include Gary R. Ackley (Chairperson, Cottage 
Grove), Karen C. Allan (Vice Chairperson, 
Medford), William H. Martin (Eugene), Mary Alice 
Bjork (Public Member, Secretary-Treasurer, Salem), 
Albert J. Bannon (Portland), Robert W. Nunn (Port
land), Bob Thuemmel (Portland), and new Board of 
Directors members Stephen M. Bloom (Pendleton), 
and Ron Palmer (Public Member, Cottage Grove). 

We extend our deep gratitude to outgoing 
board members Thomas C. Peachey (Chairperson, 
The Dalles), and Ric Weaver (Public Member, 
Dallas) for their extraordinary contributions to 
the PLF over the last five years. 

set out the agreement of the panies . The court 
approved and adopted the parties' agreement by 
signing the judgment. This method was preferred by 
the courts because it reduced paperwork and 
streamlined the procedure. 

Marital settlement agreements are still used; 
however, typically they are more often reserved for 
special situations such as where the parties have 
agreed to delay submitting the final judgment of 
dissolution in order to achieve some mutually 
agreeable goal such as filing joint tax returns. 
Lawyers who used the traditional method believed 
that the marital settlement agreement preserved the 
parties' contractual rights to enforce their 
settlement. Webber v. Olsen, supra, suggests that 
thinking is not correct. Webber says that once a 
marital settlement agreement is incorporated into the 
judgment, the parties lose their contractual rights 
and are left with contempt as their only enforcement 
remedy. 

In summary, Webber says that whether the 
practitioner uses a stipulated judgment or a marital 
settlement agreement incorporated into a judgment, 
all that is left is a judgment and the parties lose their 
contract remedies. 

PRACTICAL PROBLEMS 

Unfortunately this merger issue can present 
problems for parties and attorneys who develop 
thorough, and in many instances, creative 
settlements. Such settlements often include a party's 
commitment to do things which current law does not 
permit a court to order. Common examples are 
commitments to pay tuition and housing expenses 
for a child's college education, or a commitment to 
pay for private school tuition. Under current law, a 
spouse is not required to pay for these types of 
obligations. The law only authorizes a court to order 
the payment of child support to a minor child or a 
child attending school. Child support as calculated 
by the Uniform Child Support Guidelines does not 
provide enough income to cover these expenses. 

Often the willingness of one spouse to pay these 
extraordinary expenses results in the other spouse 
making certain concessions. For example, a custodial 
parent may agree to take less child or spousal 
support per month or terminate child support once 
the child reaches age 18, as opposed to age 21 when 
the child is attending school. Other examples of 
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creative settlements include such matters as (a) the 
insertion of warranty provisiOns; (b) a party's 
commitment to maintain disability insurance to cover 
support if the obligor spouse is injured; (c) the 
commitment to maintain life insurance until the 
children graduate from college or graduate school; 
and (d) the commitment to maintain medical and 
dental insurance until a child graduates from college. 

The Webber case says that if the spouse who 
committed to innovative provisions fails to follow 
through on the commitment, the innocent spouse will 
be limited to an Order to Show Cause for Contempt 
as a form of remedy. Some practitioners believe that 
Webber may lead some judges to refuse to enforce 
the creative portions of a judgment which are not 
authorized by statute. Others are concerned the 
contempt statute may not apply at all. ORCP 78C 
provides that contempt is not available for "an order 
or judgment for payment of money." It does provide 
an exception for "orders and judgments for the 
payment of sums ordered pursuant to ORS 107.095 
and 107.105(l)(i) and money for support, 
maintenance, nurture, education or attorney fees ... " 
Some practitioners interpret this exception to be 
limited to actual ex1stmg support orders and 
interpret the term "education" as not including 
college expenses and private school expenses. 

Webber creates another area of concern for those 
practitioners who insert contractual terms in their 
settlement documents for purposes of enforcement. 
A common example is the agreement to mediate or 
arbitrate future disputed issues such as disputes 
over the sale of a home. These types of provisions 
would appear to be unenforceable given the holding 
in Webber. 

INTERIM SOLUTIONS 

Lawyers who are concerned about protecting 
their clients' contractual rights should consider the 
following suggestion by the Webber court: 

"If parties who are dissolving their mar
riage wish to retain contractual remedies as 
well as the remedies that are available un
der the dissolution judgment, then they 
may do so by entering into an agreement 
and identifying which, if any, of the terms 
of their agreement they wish to have sur
vive as separate agreements (Emphasis 
added)." Webber, supra at page 196. 

Confidential Help". People Who Care. 
Lawyers Helping Lawyers In All Kinds Of Ways. 
Procrastination and ~ Alcohol & Chemical 
Time Management . Dependency 

Career Change Gambling 
Addiction & Transition \ ~ J 

Stress Management ~ PY llelatianship Issues 
Depression, Anxiety, & Mental Health Issues 

Call The Oregon Attorney Assistance Program (OAAP) today. 
It's confidential. It's free. It's lor you. 

Meloney Crawford Chadwick, Mike Long, 
Shari R. Pearlman, Michael Sweeney 

503-226-1 057 • To page: 1-800-321-0AAP 

In order to implement the court's suggestion, 
attorneys should consider which, if any, of the terms 
of a settlement they want to survive and be 
enforceable as separate contractual rights. The 
attorney should then draft a separate marital 
settlement and incorporate it into the dissolution 
judgment using language similar to the following: 

Incorporation of Marital Settlement 
Agreement. Except for Sections _, __ and 
__ , the marital settlement agreement of the 
parties which is attached hereto is hereby 
ratified and approved and made a part of 
this judgment of dissolution of marriage as 
if fully set forth herein, and the parties are 
ordered to carry out all of the terms of said 
agreement. 

Survival of Contract Rights. Sections __ , 
__ and ___ of the parties' marital settle-
ment agreement are not incorporated into 
this judgment. The contractual commit
ments and obligations of the parties set 
forth in those sections shall not be deemed 
to have merged into the judgment and shall 
survive entry of the judgment as indepen
dently enforceable contractual rights. The 
pursuit of a contractual remedy shall not 
be deemed an election of remedies prevent
ing pursuit of other remedies. 

In order to preserve all rights of your client, a 

separate agreement is probably necessary, even 

though: 1) it is currently unclear which provisions 

should be in the agreement and which should be 

incorporated into the judgment of dissolution of 

marriage, 2) a side agreement produces additional 
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paperwork, and 3) the process creates additional 

expense to the parties. 

POSSffiLE LEGISLATIVE SOLUTIONS 

Family law practitioners are working together to 
address this issue . (See, December 2000 issue of 
Family and Juvenile Law Newsletter for text of 
proposed legislation.) In the meantime, carefully 
think through the rights of your client under the 
Webber case. 

Shawn M. O'Neil 
Gevurtz, Menashe, Larson & Howe, P.C. 

Paul DeBast 
Adams, DeBast, Helzer, McFarland, 
Richardson & Uffelman LLP 

~SURANCECOVERAGEAND 
~TELLECTUALPROPERTY 

CLAIMS 
It is well known that automobile liability 

insurance is required in Oregon and its neighboring 
states. It is also well known that most businesses 
have some form of liability insurance . Yet the extent 
of insurance available for most businesses is often 
misunderstood. 

Most business lawyers realize that their business 
clients have general business liability policies 
covering such things as personal injury on business 
premises, negligent acts by employees causing 
injuries, and the like. It is, therefore, common 
practice to tender these types of claims to the 
insurance company when a business client is sued . 
In addition to these claims, lawyers should be aware 
that a variety of intellectual property claims may be 
covered under a client's general business liability 
policy. When advising a business client, a business 
attorney should determine whether a business 
client's insurance carrier will accept the defense of 
all intellectual property claims or whether additional 
riders are needed. This will allow the client to 
purchase proper coverage, if desired. 

When defending a client on allegations of 
patent, trade dress, copyright, trade secret, or trade
mark infringement, be certain to ask about the 

client's business liability insurance coverage. Claims 
against the client should be tendered to the insur
ance carrier at the earliest time possible. In 
Northbrook Property & Casualty Insurance Co. v. 
Applied Systems, Inc . , No. 1-98-1170 (Ill.App.Ct., 
May 17, 2000) (action for misappropriation of trade 
secrets), an Illinois appellate court found that an 
insured's notification to the insurance company , 17 
months after the filing of the underlying complaint, 
was "unreasonable delay." The insurance company 
was, therefore, not required to indemnify or defend 
the defendant. 

There is a split of authority as to whether the 
advertising injury section of the typical general 
liability policy covers infringement claims for all 
forms of intellectual property. Some courts have 
held that coverage extends to patents, trademarks 
and copyrights, while others have denied coverage 
for some or all of these forms of intellectual 
property. Indeed, there appears to be confusion 
within jurisdictions, even in the interpretation of 
identical language. Thus, in one federal case, it was 
held that the advertising injury clause of the general 
liability policy covered defense of a claim for patent 
infringement, while the state court in that same 
jurisdiction held to the contrary. 

MaxConn, Inc. v. Truck Insurance Exchange, 88 
Cal. Rptr. 2d 750, 75 Cal.App. 4'\ 1037A (Cal.Ct.App. 
1999), held that patent infringement is not covered 
by an advertising injury clause which states that it 
covers defense of claims of "infringement of 
copyright, title or slogan." MaxConn had argued 
that "title" included legal ownership of property, 
such as a patent, but the court held that, in the 
context, "title" meant a distinctive name. The federal 
court in the same jurisdiction, while interpreting 
virtually the same policy language, held that 
"infringement of the title" is ambiguous and 
resolved the ambiguity in favor of the insured to 
cover patent ownership of rights. Homedics, Inc . v. 
Valley Forge Insurance Co., 1999 U.S . Dist. Lex is 
17317 (C.D.Cal. 1999), reversed on reconsideration, 
No . SA CV 99-1352, SA CV 99-928 (C .D.Cal. 2000) . 
On reconsideration, however, the court determined 
that coverage was not available, citing California 
state cases holding to the contrary . Still another 
federal court in California, in Everett Associates, 
Inc. v. Transcontinental Insurance Co., 57 F.Supp . 
2d 874 (N.D.Cal. 1999), found a duty to defend the 
insureds in a patent infringement case. There is 
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NEW FEDERAL COURT RULES 
New federal rules of evidence, criminal 

procedure and civil procedure will go into t>ffect 
on December 1, 2000. Changes to the rules 
include: 

CRIMINAL FORFEITURE: Under the new rules, 

proof that the assets belong to the defendant will 

be submitted to a judge in an ancillary hearing. 

RULE 701: The rule is changed to state that a lay 
witness' opinion can not be based on "scientific, 

technical, or other specialized knowledge within 

the scope of Rule 702." The committee note 

states that the change was made to "eliminate the 

risk that the reliability requirement set forth in 

Rule 702 will be evaded through the simple 

expedient of proffering an expert in lay witness 

clothing." The committee note also states that 
the change does not affect many types of 
testimony. 

RULE 702: Expert testimony is admissible only if 

( l) the testimony is based upon sufficient facts 

or data, (2) the testimony is the product of 

reliable principles and methods, and (3) the 

witness has applied the principles and methods 

reliably to the facts of the case. 

RULE 703: The former rule provided that experts 

could rely upon otherwise inadmissible evidence, 

such as hearsay reports, in forming their 

opinions. The new rule continues to allow 

experts to rely on such facts or data, but states 

that such facts or data shall not be disclosed to 

the jury "unless their probative value 

substantially outweighs their prejudicial effect." 
The committee note further states that, if sucli 

facts or data are revealed to the jury, the judge 

must give a limiting instruction upon request that 

informs the jury that "the underlying information 

must not be used for substantive purposes." 

FRCP 26(a): Under the new rules, the disclosure 

requirements are amended so that a party must 

identify only witnesses and documents that the 
party "may use to support its claims or defenses"· 

(unless used for impeachment purposes). 

FRCP 26(b)(l): The scope of discovery rule is 

changed from allowing all discovery relevant to 

"the subject matter involved in the pending 

action" to matters that are relevant to the "claim 
or defense of any party." The committee note 

states that the change is intended to narrow the 

scope of discovery in order to eliminate the 
situation where a party's discovery request goes 

beyond the claims and defenses of the parties . 

However, the court may order discovery "of any 

matter relevant to the subject matter involved in 

the action" for good cause shown. 

SANCTIONS: Failure to amend a discovery 

response as required by FRCP 26(a)(2) may result 

in sanctions under Rule 37(c)(l). 

FRCP 30: The length of any deposition is limited 
to one day of seven hours unless the parties 
otherwise stipulate or the court so authorizes. 

Our thanks to Steven 0. Rosen and Tammy A. Hinderman, 
The Rosen Law Firm, for their assistance with this article. 

similar confusion with respect to trademark and 
copyright claims . 

Because of the uncertainty in this area, an 
attorney is well advised to promptly tender any 
intellectual property defense which could potentially 
be covered and to research the latest cases in the 
applicable jurisdiction. 

Under Oregon law, if an insured party is 
successful in establishing that an insurance carrier 
is not fulfilling its contractual obligation , the insured 

is entitled to recover the attorney's fees incurred in 
proving its case . If the carrier is successful, no 
attorney's fees will be awarded. 

Leonard D. DuBoff 
DuBoff Dorband Cushing & King, PLLC 

The author would like to thank Christy 0 . King , DuBoff 
Dorband Cushing & King, PLLC, and Emil Berg, Yturri 
Rose LLP, for their assistance with this article. 
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WAGE/INCOME AWARDS: 
TAX CONSEQUENCES 

You and your client have just signed a $500,000 
settlement for wages under the Federal Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967, Pub. L. 
90-202, sec 2, 81 Stat. 602. The Court transfers the 
settlement proceeds directly to you for deposit into 
your trust account. In distributing the settlement, 
you retain $200,000 in attorney ' s fees pursuant to 
your contingent fee agreement. You distribute 
$300,000 to your client. 

At first glance it may seem that the taxpayer 
should claim $300,000 as gross income. Unfortu
nately, the court in Kenseth v. Commissioner, 114 TC 
399 (2000), recently held that attorney's fees, contin
gent or otherwise, must be included in the income of 
the taxpayer who earned the settlement. This means 
that your client should include the full $500,000 in 
gross income and take a $200,000 deduction. Al
though you may expect that these scenarios come 
out the same, they don't because of the way the Jaw 
treats itemized deductions and because of the impact 
of the alternative minimum tax. 

What is the difference to this taxpayer between 
including $300,000 in gross income and including 
$500,000 in gross income with a $200,000 itemized 
deduction? Assume that your client is a typical 
American taxpayer: married with two children Jess 
than eighteen years of age. Your client and her 
husband will incur $15,000 in mortgage interest, 
$3,000 in property taxes, and $2,000 in charitable 

contributions during the year of settlement. Their 
adjusted gross income before the settlement would 
have been $150,000. The difference is caused 
substantially by the federal alternative minimum tax 
as demonstrated by the chart at the bottqm of this 
page. 

From a pure fairness point of view, the client's 
displeasure is justified. Although the economics of 
the distribution of the settlement between you and 
the client are identical, the client will have to pay 
$43,751 more, of which $35,259 is attributed to the 
alternative minimum tax. In short, scenario #2 listed 
below is the correct tax treatment. 

CLIENT RECEIVED BENEFIT OF FEES 

According to the IRS and the majority opinion in 
Kenseth v. Commissioner, Mr. Kenseth received the 
benefit of the fees even though they were paid 
directly to the attorney for services rendered . In the 
words of the majority, attorney's fees paid under a 
settlement "come with the ambit of the assignment of 
income doctrine and do not serve, for purposes of 
Federal taxation, to exclude the fee from the 
assignor's gross income." Under the assignment of 
income doctrine, income is distributed to the person 
who is entitled to receive the income whether 
through (1) the performance of personal services or 
(2) ownership of property that produces the income. 
A person is entitled to receive the income if the 
person has control or dominion over the income, has 
the use of the income, or directs the receipt of the 
income. The Internal Revenue Service treats 

Scenario No. 1: 
Before Settlement $300,000 added to AGI 

Scenario No. 2: $500,000 
added to AGI; $200k 

in itemized deductions 

Taxable Income 

Federal Income Tax 

Federal Alternative Minimum Tax 

State Income Tax 

Total Tax 

Total Tax Caused by Settlement 

Amount Paid to Attorney 

Settlement Available to Client 
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$108,831 

24,859 

0 

10,601 

35,460 

0 

N/A 

N/A 

IN BRIEF 

$401,768 

131,768 

0 

37,864 

169,632 

134,442 

200,000 

165,558 

$418,719 

138,481 

35,259 

39,913 

213,653 

178,193 

200,000 

121,807 
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assigned income as if the taxpayer had first 
received the income, included it in gross income, 
and then transferred an equivalent sum to the 
assignee. The assignment of income doctrine 
specifies which taxpayer must include certain items 
in gross income. In short, Mr. Kenseth effectively 
received the attorney fee portion of the award, and 
then paid the fees over to his attorney pursuant to 
their binding contingent fee contract. 

The attorneys representing Mr. Kenseth before 
the Tax Court refused to yield to the assignment of 
income doctrine and advanced several arguments, all 
of which the court rejected. They included: 

The taxpayer's claim was not "perfected;" the 
attorney's efforts perfected the claim into a 
judgment. The Kenseth majority held that even if 
perfection of the claim is a prerequisite to 
application of the doctrine, the claim was 
perfected at the moment of inquiry. At that 
point, the client was entitled to the award that 
must be included in income. What was in doubt 
after the injury was only the amount of the 
award . The lawyers merely carried out their 
fiduciary duties to the plaintiff and the entire 
award still belon&s to the client. 

• The cause of action had no value when the client 
and lawyer signed the contingent fee agreement. 
The taxpayer argued that if the assigned income 
has no "value," then the assignment of income 
doctrine should not apply. The court rejected 
this rather clever argument on two grounds . 
First, they were unable to find a requirement of 
"value" in the doctrine itself. Second, even if the 
assignment of income doctrine required a finding 
that the assigned income had value, the cause of 
action generating the income must have been 
valuable. If the case had no value, then the 
lawyer and the client would not have agreed to 
pursue the matter on a contingent fee basis. 

• The taxpayer had "no vested interest in the 
claim, only a hope to receive money from the 
lawyer's efforts and the client's right, a right 
yet to be determined by judge and jury." 

• The taxpayer could not, under applicable state 
law, receive the attorney's fees. 

• Both the client and the attorney earned the 
right to the damages, and income should be 
taxed to the persons who earn it. 

• 

• 

• 
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Based upon the attorney fee statute, the client 
and the attorney are essentially joint venturers 
or tenants in common in the cause of action. 

This is not a case where the client wants to split 
income to avoid taxation. 

Even if the fees are taxable to the client, the 
application of the AMT makes application of the 
assignment of income rule in this area too 
harsh. 

The Ninth Circuit in Brewer v. c;ommissioner, 
127 F. 3d 875 (9'h Cir. 1999), has already held that a 
taxpayer must include, in income, attorney fees paid 
directly to the attorney. The opinions by the 9'h Cir
cuit and the Tax Court in that case, however, did not 
address all of the possible arguments against appli
cation of the assignment of income doctrine dis
cussed by the Kenseth court. The Kenseth opinion 
is a scholarly, well-reasoned opinion and, in my 
opinion, states the correct application of the assign
ment of income doctrine in this area. Therefore, this 
case should be reviewed by counsel carefully before 
giving any advice in this area. There is a split of au
thority in this area (the 5'h and 6'h Circuits are "pro" 
taxpayers; the 9'h and Federal circuits are "pro" IRS), 
so this issue is probably destined for the Supreme 
Court. Attorneys should use extreme caution in is
suing any advice that causes clients to exclude from 
income any portion of a taxable award representing 
attorney fees. 

Jay Richardson, CPA, CMA, CFM 
Ambrose Law Group, LLP 

Our thanks 10 John Draneas, Draneas & Huglin PC for 
his assistance with this article. 
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TIPS, TRAPS, AND RESOURCES 

COLLECTING A JUDGMENT? Spare yourself ag
gravation and exposure to lawsuits . Get a copy of 
the judgment from the courthouse. OJIN gives you 
names of defendants - but not all of them neces
sarily have the judgment entered against them. 

QUICK-REFERENCE CRIMINAL DEFENSE 
GUIDES: Guide Publishing of Eugene is offering a 
package of four quick-reference guides covering 
expungement, collateral consequences, Oregon 
driver restrictions, and selected constitutional pro
visions. These laminated guides include case law 
and statutory footnotes, where applicable. The 
guides range in price from $9.95 to $14.95 plus 
shipping, or can be purchased as a package for 
$39.95. 

For more information, contact Guide Publishing, 

PO Box 11061, Eugene, OR 97440. 

LAW SITES: 

www.jurjsline.com is a great site for free research. 
It does not contain Oregon cases at this time, but 
you can look up federal cases, and once you regis
ter, you can copy text directly into your word pro
cessing program. 

www.findlaw.com is a law-related site that allows 
you to search for legal sites. The site includes 
links to court websites and other legal resources, 
legal news, and US Supreme Court decisiuns that 
are posted within hours of their release. 

www.anywho .com is a people finder that works 
like a giant telephone book. It includes ad
dresses, phone numbers, and a reverse directory. 
You can get names and addresses using a phone 
number, and an alphabetical listing of all the 
neighbors on the person's street. It also links to 
mapquest.com. 

www .llrx.com contains a wealth of information 
commonly overlooked because it is a site for law 
librarians. It has some great monthly columns and 
feature stories. (Recent examples include: Locat
ing Company Information on the Internet, Finding 
an Expert Through the Internet, and Strategies for 
Online Legal Research.) In addition, the site of
fers federal and state court rules, forms, dockets, 
and links to over 700 resources. You can search 
by keyword, court type, state, jurisdiction, or 
type of information. 
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