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1 220 REELHA—FK ] LexisNexis
g 4R )

v | [ Explore Content
Content Type Federal State Practice Area or Industry International Find a Source Find a Topic
Cases | j Secondary Materials | News | | Intellectual Property | |
Statutes & Legislation | Treatises & Practice Guides | j Dockets | Practical Guidance %
Statutory Codes | j Law Reviews & Joumnals | Scientific | { Public Records
Archived Codes | j Forms | j Company & Financial | j Custom Pages | j
Administrative Codes & Regs | Jury Verdicts & Settlements | j Directories | FoRarir §
Jury Instructions | Expert Witness Materials | | e
REERR, &
Administrative & Agency Materials | Legal News | | ) Xj(.—%[l u:tglégga\ 7‘)?@
N A
Briefs, Pleadings & Motions | { 2ARSEN




1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
R

Source description W

Cases H|fil

All available Federal and State case law. Includes U5, Supreme Court, U.S. Court of Appeals, Federal District Courts and State case
law for all 50 States plus the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands and other LS. territories. Also includes specialty courts
such as Military Appeals, Customs, Datents Tax, Trade Commerce, Veteran Appeals and Bankrupicy.
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1 27k EA MK @ LexisNexis
EHEOR

Source description 74

Statutes & Legislation &} irit

Statutory codes, municipal codes, constitutions, court rules, court rulemaking orders, treaties, model acts, pending and enacied

legislative enactments, legislative history information. Includes Federal/Congressional, 50 states, the District of Columbia and select
content for Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands.

TERR T el R 0, I 0, TR R

Content Type Sf

Codes | j Congressional Record | Court Rules | Municipal Codes |
ikH RCR =B R hIEHLE

Bill Text | Constitutions | j Legislative Histories | Public Laws/ALS | |
EREX ik A7 L | i

Bill Tracking | | Court Orders | j Model Acts and Uniform Treaties | |
=B iLbRan S Laws ElFFRERLY
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
R

Source description )4

Administrative Codes & Regs {TEREI &40 30

Administrative codes, reqgisters, regulation text and regulation tracking. Includes Federal/Congressional, 30 states, the District of
Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands.
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Source description )4

Administrative & Agency Materials {TEF #9774}

Agency Decisions and Administrative Materials from over 3,000 sources. It includes various Federal and State agencies, and the
District of Columbia and Puerto Rico.
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1 = F 5k £ A 5L @ LexisNexis
R

Source description X

Jury Instructions &R

The set of legal rules that jurors ought follow when deciding a case. Jury instructions are given to the jury by the jury instructor, who
usually reads them aloud to the jury. Includes Modern Federal Jury Instructions (Civil and Criminal) as well as Jury Instructions from
40+ states.
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
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Source description 4

Secondary Materials —rrgftsl

All available Federal, State and International Treatises, Practice Guides, Jurisprudence, Law reviews & Journals, Restatements, Expert
Analysis, Legal Topic Summaries, Dictionaries, 50 State surveys and CLE Course of Study Materials.

AT AT A E’UHHIE L mﬁ{ KEIEr. ZHEE, WHeFIERT, EEER, TES. SEIEEE
%gﬂﬂi SOMEE iu%f% REEES) (CLE) ﬁ %ﬁ

Content Type

Treatises, Practice Guides & 20 State Surveys | j Dictionaries | j

Jurisprudence | j 50N iEAEIRS LR

g5, *Eﬁ?aglﬁlﬁfiﬁﬂ- Law Reviews & Journals | j CLE Course of Study Materials |
Fipert Analyss & Emerging fssues A IO R AT R SRR

’5% SRR e Restatements | Legal Topic Summaries | j

EEE LS AR ERRE

Tax Practice Insights | j
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
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Source description ) 4

Forms ~7H3j5=+

Federal and state Forms, spanning a comprehensive collection of more than 220,000 forms derived from established and respected
IMatthew Bender publications.

BRFPATHI S BICA, HE T R BHERMNat thew BenderHhRFIAI220, 0002 FH3C AR 2 H INE-

Source description 4

Briefs, Pleadings & Motions &3k, iFEF0shiv

Federal and State Briefs, Motions, Pleadings and other court filings, spanning a collection of more than 28 million documents.

BRI RHR, 2, SRR b, RN oR00 T ST
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
R
I

Source description

X
Jury Verdicts & Settlements FaERFHR LML=

Federal and State Jury Verdicts and Settlements, including Expert Witness Verdicts and Settlements (Including IDEX), American
Lawyer Media (ALM) VerdictSearch, American Association for Justice verdicts and settlements, Dolan Media Verdicts and Settlements,
What's It Worth? A Guide to Personal Injury Awards and Settlements, and LexisNexis Jury Verdicts and Settlements.

?E?FD PR SR R L 5, BT eI AH N#%H 3 (BFEIDER) ERITE A (ALN) Thihjlz
%& %?%& % %, Dolanff %&lﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ%g ﬁ%’fﬂ%éﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ@?%ﬁ, 4 J2 Lexi sNexi spS ]

Source description

Expert Witness Materials &ZiEA 414

Federal and State Expert Witness Summaries, Challenges, Testimony and Reports, and Resumes and Curricula Vitae.

BFPMINEREASES, PEAE, IERAIRS. R AR
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
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Source description p4

Legal News &i#H

All available legal news, including publications from Matthew Bender, Mealey's, Law360, Tax Analysts, ALM, CCH, ABA and more.
B HRIEFEEE, BNatthew Bender. Mealey, Law360, Tax Analvsts, ALN, CCH, ABASEAYNTRRED.
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
R

Source description e

Dockets FE{FHIE

Federal and State full case Dockets from the court systems: U.S. Supreme Court, U.S. Circuit Courts of Appeals, U.S. District Courts,
U.=. Bankruptcy Courts, U.5. Tax Court, U.S. Court of Federal Claims, U.S. Court of International Trade, U.3. Judicial Panel on
- Multidistrict Litigation, as well as more than 30 state c:}uns and the District of Columbia.

B RN B R 7 SR, EEWE LR, TEMRERE, TERTEk IE
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Source description pd

[ Company & Financial = a5 &/

Company Profiles, Analyst Reports, Mergers and Acquisitions and SEC Filings.

AR ET, ks, FRLREEEFRE HERESHE
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1 & 50k £ A5 A @ LexisNexis
EL=)5S
Source description

X
Directories g+

All available Directories, including Attomey, Judge, Expert Witness, Business Leader, Government Official, Scientist and Newsworthy

Directories. Includes well-known directories such as Zoom Pecople information, LexisNexis Law Directory, Ié’mfessil:nnal Contacts
MNetprospex Contacts Database, ALM Expert Witness Directory and ALM Judicial Profiles.

gggﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ% "@DEE“ EEDE% THILA, %’Jk EEJT %fﬁj%ﬁﬁlﬁﬁlﬂﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ

=8, LexisNexisi®

: %%: Netpros E:{Hﬁ%
Skl LR A, SRR T e, e
Source description

Intellectual Property #1iE1Y

U.S and International Patents, U.S and International Trademark Registrations, and U.S. Copyright Registrations

EEFERER, EEMEFEFEMR, DUREERTEEM .
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< FREfRERCEFRRERREIS, EEEERRFIEM. ARk E=—ELAR EREIEX

Content Type Federal State Practice Area or Industry International

Cases | | Secondary Materials | Mews | | %f‘ Directories | j

Statutes & Legislation | j Forms | Legal News | | Intellectual Property | j
Administrative Codes & Regs | § Briefs, Pleadings & Motions | j Dockets | j Practical Guidance &
Administrative & Agency Materials | j Jury Verdicts & Settlements | Scientific | Public Records [

Jury Instructions | Expert Witness Materials | Company & Financial | j
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2.1 T 2R EEA» L —F HEEARREIN @ LexisNexis:

BN

Top Sources

All Federal Cases | | USCS - United States Code Service | ngerg_lAdministrative Materials | |

Bl EEFHHS EEE e

U.S. Supreme Court Cases, Lawyers' Edition | CFR - Code of Federal Regulations | j USCEW- Federal Rules Annotated

ZESSERAGE, 2R EP A FEER— PR

USCS - Public Laws | Federal Register | j Presfg%nnal Dncuments and Executive Orders |

EEER— T A RATE
~ederal B AT &AM 2R

All Federal | j Jrd Circuit | j 6th Circuit | Sth Circuit | D.C. Circuit |

1st Circuit | j 4th Circuit | Tth Circuit | j 10th Circuit | Federal Circuit | j

2nd Circuit | oth Circuit | th Circuit | 11th Circuit |
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Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

AFEHSEIS

California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia
Florida

Georgia

Guam
Hawaii
ldaho
lllinois
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey

New Mexico

Mew York

Morth Carolina
Morth Dakota
Northern Marianas
Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island

South Carolina

@ LexisNexis

BN

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virgin Islands
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming
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2.2 FZIREEEAN»E AR IAT L @ LexisNexis

R BRI
Content Type Federal State Practice Area or Industry International
Administrative Law {TBUXE Construction 3257, % Governments BURF Patent Law
EZA)EN
Admiralty & Maritime Law 825805 Contracts Law S ENA Healthcare Law EFTIRIEIR Pensions & Benefits Law
FETRBAE

Antitrust & Trade Law RZEWTINBRZIE  Copyright Law kA& immigration FZES Public Contracts

. . R B R AT AR
Banking Law WA Corparate Counsel EAlESS Insurance Law {RFEIA Public Health & Welfare Law

R \ \ NHDESERE
Bankruptcy Law A=k Criminal Law & Procedure R IR International Law EIfRi% %igﬂg%m Law
. _ . I
Business & Corporate LR N EE Educ’@an Law B International Trade Law EIFRERZiE gen%igiis Law
O BbE /Nt e . M=y
Civil Procedure FREFFIL Energy & Utilities Law;ﬁiA N Labor & Employment LawTG IR EMIE  TaxLaw
/ N BO%
Civil Rights Law E&AX Entertainment & Spors 42 0k T3 1= 5]] Legal Ethics ;E{R(CTE }gﬂ;
Commercial Law (UCC) ﬁfi (55 Environmental Law IS Life Sciences/Pharmaceutical HTE_} Trade Secrets Law
- s== T Y : 1=, mal—i . . RE7aLp dpuny)
Communications Law JEB1F|j%& Estate, Gift & Trust Law RIS Manufacturing liE&Ml Trademark Law
= / —_
T ENE [ELaNES

Computer & Internet Lawr! =<1 Evidence 1F3E Mergers & Acquisitions i Trans‘ﬁc:nrtation Law
Constitutional Law 225 Family Law RKEEIL Military & Veterans Law = = Workers' Compensation & SSDI

FNE T ARBERERA SRR




2.3 TEMREERA,PE—EHERRHE (KEEI) @ LexisNexis

EEET
Content Type Federsal State Practice Area or Industry International
i )
ArgentinL\s China & Hong Kong Germany IMalaysia Russian Federation
Australia England & Wales India Mexico South Africa
Canada France Ireland New Zealand United Kingdom

View All Countries | B S5 ASESR

< Lexis® NEEFIBIGR N AITRVEGERE, Hthbinternational EZ2 ASEEAIMIEZR KX
* SPEFRMEXKERERASSS, IH—25E

REZRERMRBEFEZAS:

2EEEN. B, LR, [TEEEL. RE. FESFREEER

KBLERE:

BERAEEEEN. =0, EBRWREBD IRSGER. ALEMPNFRSFRIR;

FSHr R R AR N E R AR ZAL.
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All Countries
Afghanistan Pl EF
Albania fI/RERBIL
Algeria  BR]7/RCFITL
Andorra  E/R
Argentina PaJfREE
Armenia ZERBITF
RSB
Australia JEAFIE
Austria  BEFIIB
Azerbaijan PAIZEFFEE
Bahamas EBI§5

Bahrain EEfK
Bangladesh ZaJIFIE

Aruba

A—HEHEHMR

El Salvador F=/RELZS

England & Wales ZH& =N /Rt
Estonia /0BT

Ethiopia IREFELTY

European Union RXER

@ LexisNexis

Libyan Arab Jamahiriyaggﬂtbﬂ
Liechtenstein 323 1&

Lithuania SZFE%E
Luxembourg FAZRRE

Macedonia SER

Falkland Islands (t-ﬂaNinasﬁEﬁ:ﬁ“% (Sh1acagascar DAL

IRYEZNEREES)

Fill 355

Finland 3=

Foreign Law ASIRFTBEZRIBX
France ;£E

Gabon JIE

Gambia XEELIL

Georgia (Former Republic of Georgia)
BESY (AMESSIEE)

Malawi 4
Malaysia ShFHIF

Maldives SRR
Malta ShEHAh
Mauritania SEIEEIL
Mauritius FEERSKHf

Mexico S=paEf

BN

Romania

=R

Russian Federation

B HRERFS

Rwa r]da

J=]iE 57N
Saudi Arabia
pa = GEaVE | =
Scotland
'73‘1: 0—
Senegal
ZERNN/R
Serbia
FEIRHET
EELFEJ. Leone
FERFI 8
Singapore
FTINIE
Slovakia
Hmg (k5
Sll:?'l.fEﬂIEl
& 2l
Somalia

RoE

South Africa

MiE




2.3 TERZTRASE—EHRXHIMHX

Belarus EIFERZHR
Belgium EEFIRTS

Benin U5

Bermuda EH&mA
Bhutan A~F4

Bolivia IA4ETT
Bosnia and Herzegmrma
Botswana 18% ELZA
Brazii E2FR

Brunei Darussalam M RIAEFFE=[E
Bulgaria fRONFIIE

Burkina Faso ThEHNER
Cambodia SRifZE

R eIV
A R ST

Germany {8[F]
Ghana JJ0¢A
Greece S
Greenland &&=

Guatemala Bt S

Guinea ﬂ[gﬂ
Hond L|rasfl \%‘BTTL,HE

Hungary &) 7]
Iceland K5
India EQFE

Indonesia ENEEFGIE
ran  {FBA

raq {FI5e

Moldova BE/RZEL
Monaco PEEZNET
Mongolia SR
Montenegro 21|
Morocco BE/RET

Mozambique Egitlﬁﬁ
Myanmar k)|
Namibia FIKELIT
Nepal ):'l:,/E?‘J_'\
Netherlands faf—

New Zealand Fipg=
Nicaragua [EI0RLI
Nigeria [fEéHBFIF

@ LexisNexis

EEER
Spain PRIESF
SriLanka HfEE=-F

sudan 7O+
Sweden IpHl
switzerland Fgt

Syrian Arab Republic

B—H_L{ EI?WFIJZII SAE

Taiwan

VAN 1
(==

Tajikistan

= oot

Tanzania

===
Thailand

%J\l

0

25

Trinidad and Toba

EAVA AN I

Tunisia

Rfekh
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2.3 TRXMRATCHPE—H KRR

Cameroon UEEBE%_

canada JIIEXK
chie EF

China & Hong Kong EP&%,%

Colombia EHMESELIE

congo MR

Costa Rica BIEMAZE/N
Céte D'Ivoire RHFIEEL
Croatia 5o HHIL

Cyprus SEIFIERHT

Czech Republic FEeILFIE
Denmark &

Ecuador JBJNEZIR

Egypt 1R

RV
Ireland &=/R=

israel LABB

italy TRAK]

Japan HZA

Jordan 298

Kazakhstan uﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂﬁiﬁ
kenya B /BE

Korea, Republic of E5[E, HEF0E
Kuwait EHEHTF

Kyrgyzstan £ /08 e ATHTIE
Latvia ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁé&ﬂ]z

Lebanon 22 EEHH

Liberia F|ELEETE

Morthern Ireland jtf%?‘.l_'\z

Norway HB/EY

Oman Poj£

Pakistan E‘;E,Hﬁ yi=|

Palestinian Territory, Dctupied%&ﬁsﬁ
Panama BE4

Papua New Guinea BB LFT LY
Paraguay EOf/==

peru WE

Philippines SERE

~

EB&HmE

Poland ,}SEE %

Portugal BET

Qatar RI&/R

@ LexisNexis
BN

Turkey THHE
Turkmenistan T EEEHf1E

Uganda 94K
Ukraine %ﬁz

A

W\EEI'tEd Arab Emirat/es
(G AVE | SNk NES
United Kingdom

Fi[E]
Uruguay

SHE
Uzbekistan

524 5)5e iR

YWenez |I_LE'|§_
ZRIRAL
Yietnam

e
Yemen
o]
Zambia

BRLLTT

Zimbabwe

E{mYiTh =
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3.1 #&Z5=L—: Find a Source @ LexisNexis
R

practice areas favorites

All Practice Areas v View Favorites v

Advanced Search | Get A Doc Assistance | Tips

Home / Startseite / American Jurisprudence 2d (AMJUR)

American Jurisprudence 2d (AMJUR) | i ¥ || O || Actions™
Advanced Search | Search Tips [
~ | [ Explore Content
Enter search terms American Jurisprudence 2d (AMJUR)
Content Type Federal State
® Search All Documents in this source ' Table of Contents {TOC) only Search Selected
View All Sources American Jurisp
By =2 4 8D
American Jui
Warren's Forn f Abandoned, Lost, and Unclaimed Property
The American } Abatemeant, Survival, and Revival
Abduction and Kidnapping

Abortion and Birth Control

Absentees

Abstracts of Title

Abuse of Process
Accession and Confusion
Accord and Satisfaction

Accountants

23




3.2 l &I _: Find a Topic @ LexisNexis
EEET
v | [ Explore Content

s —— =
Content Type Federal State Practice Area or Industry International Find 3 Source Find a Topic ,r\'—‘__'\aiﬂ n d ato p I CZE IR

B aTEE

SearchforaTopic ~ Home / Antitrust & Trade Law
Antitrust & Trade Law | Actionsv
Administrative Law

I
Admiralty & Maritime Clayton Act

y [-]  Consumer Protection
Antitrust & Trade Law

. [=]  Consumer Product Safety Act
Banking Law
Claims

Bankruptcy Law General Overview

Business & Corporate 1S Consumer Product Safety Commission TS
N o HEGE XA
usiness & Corporate + Deceptive Labeling & Packaging . ﬁ r'_'_| a-:I E 1:_ e E
AN
Civil Procedure Deceptive & Unfair Trade Practices 'Eeﬁ' _IH_ 7A5YY é Z;TD }
) RRFRENEE INZAETHYTE
Civil Rights Law tl FalseAdvertising

By oI
N
Flammable Fabrics Act == Ij\] =
Commercial Law (UC

General Overview

Communications Law Home Solicitation

+ Likelihood of Confusion

+ Magnusen-Moss Warranty Act

Telemarketing

+ Tobacco Products

24




{ftJESource¥ErF: AMJUR RBHIZE @ LexisNexis:

EAEESEN
Abandoned, Lost, and Unclaimed Property i3, 1EXFTAIATRINAF=
-Abatement, Survival, and Revival Bl EFSE
Abduction and Kidnapping #p28%%iFEi5 -Affidavits Z&
Abortion and Birth Control BERAR RIS -Agency {CIEHS
-Absentees FREE *Agreed Case BERMH
*Abstracts of Title fRRAFHE Agriculture Rk
Abuse of Process EHER -Aliens and Citizens M2 AFI2E
«Accession and Confusion B AN 5;REL -Alteration of Instruments Z{EEHE
Accord and Satisfaction 1iHES e -Alternative Dispute Resolution E{UIEMLFR
-Accountants &1t -Ambassadors, Diplomats and Consular Officials Af. JFZERMSEER
«Accounts and Accounting MKBS5&i1t «Americans with Disabilities Act Analysis and Implications _
«Acknowledgments Ei5 «Amicus Curiae EE[E XERENERBTRERT
*Actions IFiA «Animals TI4%
*Act of God EHHITTH Annuities &
-Adjoining Landowners At4BEYLIEEREE -Annulment of Marriage JEIEFER
«Administrative Law {T A Appearance Hill
-Admiralty g5 -Appellate Review LIFEHE
Adoption 7% *Architects FEAIP
«Adultery and Fornication B#F5iEEL *Arrest il
-Advancements j&E{f Arson and Related Offenses MK BIHXZE
«Adverse Possession 1#fUZ & Assault and Battery BIEESEEF]

Advertising & «Assignments 93

25




{JLEaSource¥EF: AMJUR RBEFIER

«Assignments for Benefit of Creditors {RIXAFIERSED

«Assistance, Writ of 88, Sk

«Associations and Clubs & 5E5ER
«Attachment and Garnishment A= S5I0IRS
Attorney General B2 E

*Attorneys at Law {BIHZE5ZhR

«Auctions and Auctioneers ¥HZESIAZERS

-Audita Querela iNIfEE

-Automobile Insurance SRS

Automobiles and Highway Traffic iSER 2 R3ZIE
Aviation fin=

*Bail and Recognizance {REFIRIES
Bailments FfEA

*Bankruptcy ffiF=
Banks and Financial Institutions $R{37¥1EatH143

*Barbers and Cosmetologists IB&IPFIEZD
‘Bigamy 1§

*Bills and Notes MEE 5=z

*Blasphemy and Profanity (&5 %%5E

*Boats and Boating fg5%IB5

‘Bonds (&35

-Boundaries A%

@ LexisNexis'
EE B

‘Bounties thOEkIE

-Breach of Peace and Disorderly Conduct EEFIEREFTH

-Breach of Promise ERRIE

-Bribery =MW

-Brokers 24CH

*Building and Construction Contracts ¥ERS[E

*Buildings 542

Burglary ##

-Business Trusts MIMEHE

-Canals &l

«Cancellation of Instruments o

-Carriers 5=

-Cemeteries 1%

«Census AOEE

Certiorar EHS

«Champerty, Maintenance, and Barratry @#iiFi2, 4, IFilF0E

«Charities Z&=&

-Civil Rights 22E#Fl

-Civil Service SR

*Clerks of Court iZPRER&

Collection and Credit Agencies IErFI{S 3

Colleges and Universities ZfRFIASE

26




L.

hSourceiE=: AMJUR

Commerce @Ik

-Commercial Code ik

«Common Law EiEix

-Community Property #tEN4i7=
*Composition with Creditors ==ty A F1fiR

«Compounding Crimes E&8IBSE

=

«Compromise and Settlement ZiHSFIHE

«Computers and the Internet &S EEXM
«Condominiums and Cooperative Apartments 222 & -Credit Cards and Charge Accounts {SFB-EfIIZEMA

-Conflict of Laws jX4&;thze

«Conspiracy g
-Constitutional Law g%
-Consumer and Borrower ProtectionEiZ5ZFI{EER AR Customs and Usages 1BFIFNAE

Consumer Product Warranty Acts id &l Customs Duties and Import Regulations A5 5
Contempt =i

«Continuance IFiAZEHA

Contracts S

Contractors' Bonds iIREE{&FH
«Contribution I8k

-Conversion ZTE

-Cooperative Associations S1E#t

-Copyright and Literary Property FREUR SZENA 7= *Deposits in Court iL&PRFRIEE

WERVIIES @ LexisNexis

EE)ST
-Coroners or Medical Examiners &P BXFEERKHIE
«Corporations 1EMV
“Costs R4~
«Cotenancy and Joint Ownership It ARERBFFEI
«Counterclaim, Recoupment, and Setoff Rif, #MZ, FIIEE
Counterfeiting {5

«Courts %R
«Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions 3228, 53k, FOFEHl

BIERE -Creditors' Bills {RINAZEE

«Criminal Law i
*Crops {E42

‘Damages W&

Dead Bodies P

Death JET=

*Declaratory Judgments E&1$¥)R
*Dedication &)k

‘Deeds 324y

-Depositions and Discovery iiEia SiiEiE

27




{ft/FSource¥ETF: AMJUR RBEFZE @ LexisNexis:

BN

*Federal Employers' Liability and Compensation Acts BX¥EERESHEESE

Federal Taxation BXFBHINL

Federal Tax Enforcement BX¥PFisZHiE

-Federal Tort Claims Act BXFBERINEIEER

Fences =

Ferries iE¥e

*Fidelity Bonds and Insurance {REf&FH R IRIE

*Fires KB

*Fish, Game, and Wildlife Conservation 1, &g, REE
*Fixtures EIFEMF= SN¥RIP

*Flag HEIR

‘Food B

*Forcible Entry and Detainer 3&8{37aBNIELEEE
*Foreign Corporations JME1EIL

Forfeitures and Penalties iZUI A TN

Forgery {B1&

Fortunetelling Eap. & b

Franchises from Public Entities 23S AFIFE=I
Fraternal Orders and Benefit Societies EFE& 55Nt
Fraud and Deceit BXVEFIVEIR

*Fraudulent Conveyances and Transfers BRVEIEEEIESEERS
Freedom of Information Acts EE2BEHIEZE

*Fright, Shock, and Mental Disturbance 1RIF, ¥JE, BRIGHZEEL
*Funeral Directors and Embalmers T&ZE#73 R FEE

*Gambling Mg

-Garages, Service Stations, and Parking Facilities ZEEE, BRS3U,
*Gas and Oil KIASRGiH RIEEH
-Gifts ¥Lmm

-Good Will &=

Governor M

*Grand Jury KFSEH]

*Guaranty $8{F

Guardian and Ward P ASHEIEIRA ABFRIPFIETE
Habeas Corpus and Postconviction Remedies fa#MitEhtE
Habitual Criminals and Subsequent Offenders RIBMFEFAISTEIR
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... since. again. Al has not sufficiently pled a basis to hold SLinx responsible ...

... Jerabeck's alleged misrepresentations. As for Verizon's motion, Verizon contends that Al's contractual claims must fail, because there
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[#¥17] One objective of both farmers and their communities that remains consistent over the years is improving local economic conditions. In @Tg% J-LEE?
order to accomplish this, the agricultural industry has witnessed a changing form of business organizationalstructure over the past couple * Shepard’s® E *Ei’iﬁﬁ
decades| Dnce popular agricultural cooperatives are facing challenges in today's commercialized world. As a result of these

Shepardize® this document

challenges, the business entities are looking for different organizational structures in order to reap much needed legal and fingncial Penefts

E In the case of ethanaol plants, many entities, namely traditional farmer cooperatives, are forming limited liability companies .-"-'-1 TE L )
wkiEf2 | > About This Document

& modem ethanol plant costs an average of $ 50 to $ 100 million to build. Traditional cooperatives would require this funding to be rensed by

farmer-owners alone, which proves to be an often unbearable burden. Limited liability companies allow the farmer-members of a

cooperative to be involved in the ethanol plant, but provide opportunities for outside investment from non-farmers and permit [*18] L\}
applicable partnership tax rates. This shift by ethanaol plants structured as cooperatives to LLCs affects not only the farmers and investors

involved, but also but also the communities in which they are located and the nation’s economy as a whaole.

Arguments have been made that illustrate the benefits of both forms of business structures. Cooperatives benefit the local community, and

continue the cooperative tradition of oparating for "mutual benefit.” While the rationale seems ideal, operating under this organizational

structure is just not possible for many ethanol plants. The financial benefits of an LLC often outweigh the principle considerations of operating

as a cooperative, and in many cases usage of the LLC organizational form is the only way to build and operate an ethancl plant. Generally, the

purpose of this Article is to provide a basic understanding of the changing business organizational structure trend from traditional agricultural

cooperatives to LLCs. This Article will explain the comparative differences between agricultural cooperatives and LLCs. This Article will then

examine the ethanol industry, and illustrate the requirements for building an ethanol plant. Also, this Article will provide examples of new

ethanol plants and those currently being built under this new LLC business form. Finally, this Article will describe the effects of the changed ch
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