Exercises:  Cost Effective Westlaw and Lexis Use
Professor Broering –Jacobs’ Legal Writing Class, March 22, 2011

1.  Examine the research log below and make at least four suggestions as to how to save money.  Do not include suggesting research outside of LexisNexis, such as in books or on the Internet.  Also, “call the Reference Attorney” does not count.
Fact Pattern:  Tanya Davis was seen driving down the road 30 miles over the posted speed limit and screaming into her cell phone.  She ran a red light and collided with Juan Gonzales, as Gonzales proceeded through the green light.  Witnesses told the police that it did not appear as though Davis even tried to apply the brakes and she had a clear view of the oncoming vehicle.  Mr. Gonzales died within hours.  Davis has no prior criminal record and her license is not under suspension.

What is the highest level offense which prosecutors can charge Tanya Davis?   (Is it a felony? Misdemeanor?  Of what degree?)

	Research Log
Submitted by:  Angela Associate

To:  Paul Partner

Issue:  What is the highest level offense for causing the death of another because of running a red light when defendant was speeding, did not try to stop, had a clear view of oncoming traffic and was on a cell phone?
1.   Searched the Ohio Revised Code Database on LexisNexis.  Natural Language Search = Homicide running red light.

2.  Typed in vehicle as a focus term

3.  Clicked on hit 4, Negligent Homicide, Section 2903.05.

3.  Went back to the search results and clicked on hit 5, § 2903.06. Aggravated vehicular homicide; vehicular homicide; vehicular manslaughter 

4.  Reading the statute, 2903.06(A)(2) (aggravated homicide) may apply if the defendant acted recklessly. 2903.06(B)(3) says that violation of division (A)(2) of this section is a felony of the third degree. 

5.  Looked at the annotations to find out the definition of recklessness in an aggravated homicide case.   Under the cross references, there is a statute defining recklessness, ORC 2901.22.  Read the case annotations under 2903.06 concerning recklessness and then the annotations in ORC 2901.22.

6.  Ran a search in the Ohio case law database for "Aggravated vehicular homicide” and reckless!  And speed!

7.  There were too many hits, so ran another search for "Aggravated vehicular homicide” and reckless!  And speed! And red light or cell phone or brak!

8.  Needed to look at ORC 2901.06 again, so typed ORC 2901.06 into the find by citation box at the top to pull it up.

9.  Two weeks later, I went into my history and ran the case law search again to see if there were any new cases.




ANSWER:  Ways to save money:

1.  Instead of doing a search of the ORC database, go to the Table of Contents.  Click on Title 29, Criminal Code, Chapter 2903, Homicide, Section 2903.06, Aggravated Vehicular Homicide.   

2.  Instead of going back to the search results and clicking on hit 5 (charges a find), use book browse (free).  

3.    Instead of running another search at step 7, do a focus
4.    Step 8 – instead of find by citation, pull up the statute from your history.
5.    Instead of running the case search again (step 9), save the search as an alert. 
2.  Examine the research log below and make at least ten suggestions as to how to save money for cost recovery purposes.  Do not include suggesting research outside of WestlawNext, such as in books or on the Internet (but of course that is always a cost saving option!).  Also, “call the Reference Attorney” does not count.  It will help to go on WestlawNext and follow the steps taken by Sam Summer to see if his method was cost effective.
Fact Pattern:  Mary Johnson’s grandchildren, ages 7 and 9, live with Mary as agreed to by their mother, Mary’s daughter.  Mary is looking to rent a house in Strongsville, Ohio.  The home’s owner tells her that it will cost Mary $15 more in rent per month for every person living with her who is under 18.  Mary asks you, “Is that legal?”
	Research Log

Submitted by:  Sam Summer 
To:  Paul Partner

1.  On WestlawNext, selected Ohio as Jurisdiction, and typed in: rent house children discrimination
2.  I clicked on the first case that came up,  Ohio Civil Rights Commission v. Harlett.  The facts did not concern charging a tenant more money for children.  But, the case cited to the federal Fair Housing Act, 42 U.S.C.A. § 3604(c) and Ohio R.C. § 4112.02(H)(7).
3.  Clicked on the first hit in the statutes section in the overview, ORC 4112.02.  (H)(4) appears to be the relevant section: “Discriminate against any person in the terms or conditions of selling, transferring, assigning, renting, leasing, or subleasing any housing accommodations ….because of …..familial status”
4.  Clicked on Notes of Decisions tab, read annotations under Familial Status, Housing Discrimination, State and Federal Claims, and also annotations under  Family status, children, discrimination in public accommodations.  In re Brewer, CRC 8063 (11-19-99) may be a relevant administrative decision.
5.  Clicked on the green back arrow near the section symbol (next to Table of Contents) to get to the previous code section. RC 4112.01 has definitions of Housing Accommodations and Familial Status.  “(15) “Familial status” means either of the following: (a) One or more individuals who are under eighteen years of age and who are domiciled with a parent or guardian having legal custody of the individual or domiciled, with the written permission of the parent or guardian having legal custody, with a designee of the parent or guardian;…”
6.  Wanted to look at ORC 4112.02 again, so clicked on the green forward arrow near the section symbol (next to Table of Contents).
7.  Wanted to see the sections after ORC 4112.02, so clicked through to three more sections using the green forward arrow near the section symbol (next to Table of Contents).
8.  Keycited ORC 4112.02, and opened up two of the cases. The two cases were not very on point, so limited the keycite results to "familial status" /p house or home and rent.
9.  Went to lunch and then came back and ran the same search again - On WestlawNext, selected Ohio as Jurisdiction, and typed in: rent house children discrimination

10.  Clicked on cases and filtered them by: more or additional or increase! /5 rent or charge or cost

11.  Clicked on the Tomsu case

12.  Tried the same filter with administrative decisions:  more or additional or increase! /5 rent or charge or cost.   

13.  Clicked on the Brewer decision and printed out the decision using the icons in the upper left corner of WestlawNext.
14.  Added more words to the filter: more or additional or increase! /5 rent or charge or cost and child! Or “familial status” or “family status”

15.  Selected the first 5 administrative decisions and downloaded them.
16.  Also tried using 4112.02(H)(4) as a filter.
17.  Then, I remembered that Federal Law could apply too, so I ran the search again selecting Sixth Circuit as the jurisdiction.
18.  Two days later, I went to my history and pulled up the Brewer decision again.

19.  Two days later, my boss told me to look at 42 USCA 3604 to see whether it applied or not.  So, I re-ran the search in the federal materials to pull up the statute.

20.  Three months later, I ran my search again to see if there were any new cases.




Ways to Save Money:
· (1) In the initial search, check the box that says Related Federal Cases ($60)

· (2) Instead of just clicking on the first case, take the time to examine the results.  ($13)
· Be sure to select MOST DETAIL when doing so

· (5) A good idea to click on the Table of Contents button to see what the previous code section is before clicking on it, but here, it is relevant

·  (6) Instead of clicking on the green forward arrow, go to the history and pull up 4112.02 from there.  Better yet, save ORC 4112.02 in a folder. ($16)
· (7)Look at Table of Contents first to see if the subsequent sections are even relevant.  The next 3 sections are not.  ($16 x 3 = $48)

· (8) Really an OK idea to do the Keycite.  Could just go back to the original search and search the cases there.  But not a bad idea to check whether the statute is still valid.  Also, the original search only pulled 21 cases, where the Keycite pulls up a bigger set, that can be narrower.  However, it is harder to tell what the cases are about with the Keycite results than with the case search.  HOWEVER, should not have just randomly clicked on a few cases without reading them or trying to limit the keycite.  (2 x 13=$26)
· (9) use HISTORY instead of rerunning the search ($60)
· (10) Tomsu case is kind of iffy because you can see that the merits were not actually reached due to failure to exhaust remedies, although it is on point.  It is some what helpful, as it says the charging of $100 for the two additional children above 2 children may have been a meritorious claim. ($13)

· (13)  Could print from browser ($16.50)

· (15) – While Brewer and Gerity cases are relevant, (although in Gerity, additional fee applied to additional persons, not just children), the other 3 cases are not.  (($16 x 3 = $48) + ($16.50 x3=$49.50)= $97.50)

· (16) – Trying additional filters is fine, does not cost anymore
· (17)  see (1)
· (18) could have saved Brewer in a folder, or print it out with your browser.  ($13)
· (19) – do a find instead of a search.  ($60)

· (20) – Do an Alert to get new results ($60)

3.  Added bonus fun:  How much money would you save using your suggestions in question 2?  Assume you are using Transactional pricing and per document costs for document delivery.  
