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In the aftermath of the country’s economic woes at the turn of the
century, corporate scandals have come to plague the nightly news.
Volume 2 A.L.R.6th contains two annotations dealing with such corpo-
rate transgressions. One annotation deals with the “Intracorporate
Conspiracy Doctrine” as it is applied to a corporation and its employees.
The other annotation deals with the acceptance and application of
reverse veil-piercing as it pertains to third-party claimants. Volume 3
A.L.R.6th contains a wide variety of topics including family law (the
right to credit on child support for contributions to travel expenses),
product liability (products liability for home and office furnishings), and
criminal law (lesser-included-offense charges of voluntary manslaughter
to juries in state murder prosecutions).
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CORPORATIONS

Corporate Veil—Reverse Piercing
While a corporation and its indi-
vidual owners are distinct legal en-
tities, in appropriate circumstances,
a corporate identity may be disregarded and the
“corporate veil” may be pierced. Traditionally, the
corporate veil is pierced so that a shareholder may
be held liable for the conduct of a corporation. In
a number of jurisdictions, it has been recognized
that a corporate veil may be pierced in “reverse,”
so that a corporation may be held liable for the
conduct of a shareholder. This annotation collects
and discusses the cases that have considered the
availability and application of the doctrine of re-
verse piercing of the corporate veil in the context
of third party claims seeking to hold a corpora-
tion or other entity responsible for actions or li-
abilities of an individual with an ownership inter-
est in the target entity. 2 A.L.R.6th 195
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SEARCH AND SEIZURE

Knock and Announce

Government agents often seek search
warrants authorizing an unannounced
entry or determine at the time of ex-
ecuting a warrant that exigent circumstances exist
which excuse compliance with the knock and an-
nounce requirement. Under the exclusionary rule,
evidence obtained from a search, which did not com-
ply with the Fourth Amendment, was not admissible
at trial. Application of the rule was intended to en-
courage law enforcement personnel to obtain a war-
rant authorizing a search, and to deter misconduct
by those individuals in conducting searches. How-
ever, a good faith exception to the exclusionary rule
was established by U.S. v. Leon, 468 U.S. 897, 104
S. Ct. 3405, 82 L. Ed. 2d 677 (1984), where even if
the no knock provision in a search warrant was not
properly supported by the affidavits submitted in
applying therefor, the evidence obtained in the search
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may yet be admissible provided the officer reason-
ably relied in good faith on the warrant issued by
aneutral magistrate. This annotation collects and
analyzes cases addressing the applicability of the
Leon good faith exception to the exclusionary rule
where law enforcement officers execute search war-
rants without knocking and announcing their pres-
ence. 2 A.L.R.6th 169

INSURANGE
Propriety of Insurers’ Use of Staff Attorney to
depresent Insureds

Typically, corporations cannot practice law and are
thus prohibited from engaging in the unauthorized
practice of law. A corporation, however, may
employ lawyers in any matter in which it has a
direct primary interest, or in any litigation in
which it is a party. The issue has arisen as to
whether the representation of an insured by a
licensed attorney who is a full-time employee of
the insured’s insurance company constitutes the
unauthorized practice of law or violates rules of
professional responsibility. This annotation
collects and analyzes all of the cases discussing

Coming

Listed below are a few of the topics
scheduled to be published in volume 3
of A.L.R.6th in April, 2005. Some of the
annotations listed may be rescheduled.

ATTONEYS AT LAW

Admission to Bar—Criminal Record

It is axiomatic that an individual who desires ad-
mission to a federal or state bar must demonstrate,
prior to admission, that he or she is of “good moral
character.” Character encompasses both a person’s
past behavior and the opinion of members of that
person’s community arising from it. The issue
arises as to whether an applicant’s criminal record
affects the applicant’s “moral character” for pur-
poses of admission to the bar. This annotation
collects and discusses the cases in which state and
federal courts have considered whether the crimi-
nal record of an applicant for admission to the bar
so adversely affects the applicant’s moral charac-
ter as to preclude admission. 3 A.L.R.6th

the propriety of an insurers’ use of staff attorneys
to represent insureds. 2 A.L.R.6th 537

CONSPIRACY
Intracorporate Conspiracy Doctrine
Cases

State

Under a basic principle of agency, a corporation can
act only through the authorized acts of its corpo-
rate directors, officers, and other employees and
agents. The intracorporate conspiracy doctrine
(sometimes referred to as intracorporate immunity)
holds that a corporation, acting through its agents,
cannot conspire with itself. This annotation collects
and analyzes the state court cases applying this prin-
ciple to corporate employees and discussing whether,
in general or under the particular circumstances,
multiplicity of actors exists, supporting the exist-
ence of a civil conspiracy, between a corporation or
governmental body and one or more of its employ-
ees, or between two or more employees of the same
corporation or governmental body. This annotation
shall collect and analyze the state court cases apply-
ing the principle of intracorporate conspiracy doc-
trine to corporate employees. 2 A.L.R.6th 387

WITNESSES
Rule 607—Impeachment of Party’s
Own Witness

The common law rule forbidding the
impeachment of a party’s own witness
has been abolished by Uniform Rule of Evidence 607.
Rule 607 provides that the credibility of a witness
may be attacked by any party, including the party
calling the witness. Many authorities have criticized
the voucher rule that a party vouches for the cred-
ibility of its own witness. The reason for the rule
traces back to ancient times, when witnesses were
not like witnesses in the modern sense of the term,
but were persons who attended trials on behalf of
the parties as “oath-helpers” who would “swear off”
on their party’s case. As such, they were ex officio
partisans. Given the evolution of the trial into a
search for the truth, many have characterized the
rule as an unneeded remnant. Courts have construed
the propriety, under Rule 607, of impeachment of a
party’s own witness with different results depending
on circumstances and the particular form of the rule
adopted by the jurisdiction. This annotation collects
and discusses all of the cases decided under the
Uniform Rule of Evidence 607 concerning the im-
peachment of one’s own witness. 3 A.L.R.6th
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DIVORCE AND SEPERATION

Professional Degree or License as Marital Property

Some courts hold that a professional degree and/or
license earned or achieved during the marriage of the
parties, is a divisible marital asset or otherwise sub-
ject to distribution, or that the enhanced earning ca-
pacity resulting there from may be considered in con-
nection with alimony or support awards. Similarly,
other courts consider that in such circumstances, the
non-titled spouse may be entitled to restitution, reha-
bilitative or reimbursement alimony, or other forms of
compensation as a result of the contributions and/or
forbearances made. Other courts, however, hold that
such a degree and/or license may not be considered
to have any distributive value, while other cases have
reached contrary results depending upon the circum-
stances presented and the varying rules applied by the
courts. This annotation collects and analyzes the state
and federal cases that consider whether a spouse’s pro-
fessional degree and/or license constitutes marital
property or may otherwise be considered with regard
to alimony, support or other forms of compensation
upon dissolution of the marriage. 3 A.L.R.6th

Index

The following is a complete list, ar-
ranged alphabetically by topic, of
annotations contained in the cur-
rent volume 2 or scheduled for pub-
lication in volume 3 of A.L.R.6th.
Some of the annotations listed may
be rescheduled.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
Criminal Record as Affecting Applicant’s Moral

Character for Purposes of Admission to the Bar. 3
A.L.R.6th

CHILD SUPPORT

Right to Credit on Child Support for Contributions
to Travel Expenses of Child While Child is Not Liv-
ing with Obligor Parent. 3 A.L.R.6th

COCAINE

Propriety of Lesser-included-Offense Charge in
State Prosecution of Narcotics Defendant — Co-
caine Cases. 2 A.L.R.6th 551

CONSUMER PROTECTION

State and Federal Regulation of Prescribing Medi-
cation Over the Internet State and Federal Regu-
lation of Prescribing Medication Over the Internet.
3 A.L.R.6th

LIBEL AND SLANDER

Defamation By Internet Publication

The emergence of the Internet age has affected
many causes of action, including defamation
claims. Computer access enables any individual to
send or post electronic communications to indi-
viduals, websites and Internet chat rooms basically
stating anything that the user pleases. Assuming
proper jurisdiction, a cause of action for defama-
tion on the Internet may be brought against the
author of the statement that was posted on a
website or transmitted by an E-mail, an employer
if the individual that wrote the allegedly defama-
tory statement did so at work, a company or state
agency whose website contains the allegedly defa-
matory statement. This annotation will examine
when liability arises for defamatory statements
sent or created electronically. Issues of jurisdic-
tion over defendants that send, or post, allegedly
defamatory statements, obligations to seek retrac-
tions and general defamation liability are also af-
fected by the Internet and are discussed herein. 3
A.L.R.6th

CORPORATIONS

Construction and Application of
“Intracorporate Conspiracy Doctrine”
as Applied to Corporation and Its Em-
ployees—State Cases. 2 A.L.R.6th 387

Acceptance and Application of Re-
verse Veil-Piercing—Third-Party Claimant. 2
A.L.R.6th 195

CRIMINAL LAW

Lesser-Included-Offense Charge of Voluntary Man-
slaughter to Jury in State Murder Prosecution—
Twenty First Century Cases. 3 A.L.R.6th

CUSTODY AND SUPPORT OF
CHILDREN

Right to Credit on Child Support for Contributions
to Educational Expenses of Child While Child is
Not Living with Obligor Parent. 2 A.L.R.6th 439
DIVORCE AND SEPERATION

Spouse’s Professional Degree or License as Mari-
tal Property for Purposes Of Alimony, Support, or
Property Settlement. 3 A.L.R.6th

EVIDENCE

Admissibility and Use of Evidence of Nonuse of Bi-
cycle Helmets. 2 A.L.R.6th 429

Electronic Spoliation of Evidence. 3 A.L.R.6th
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INSURANCE

Propriety of Insurers’ Use of Staff Attorneys to Rep-
resent Insureds. 2 A.L.R.6th 537

Insurance Coverage for Claims of Violations of the
Telephone Consumer Protection Act (47 U.S.C.A
§227). 3 A.L.R.6th

LIBEL AND SLANDER

Criticism and Disparagement of Veterinarian’s or
Animal Trainer’s Competence, or Conduct, as Defa-
mation. 2 A.L.R.6th 657

Individual and Corporate Liability for Libel and Slan-
der in Electronic Communications, Including E-mail,
Internet and Websites. 3 A.L.R.6th

OFFER OF JUDGMENT
Application and Construction of State Offer of Judg-

ment Rule—Determining Whether Offeror Is Entitled
to Award. 2 A.L.R.6th 279

PRODUCT LIABILITY

Products Liability: Home and Office Furnishings. 3
A.L.R.6th

SEARCH AND SEIZURE

Application of Leon Good Faith Exception to
Exclusionary Rule Where Police Fail to Comply
with Knock and Announce Requirement during
Execution of Search Warrant. 2 A.L.R.6th 169

TAXATION

State Income Tax Treatment of Partnerships and Part-
ners. 2 A.L.R.6th 1

WITNESSES
Propriety, Under Uniform Rule of Evidence 607, of

Impeachment of Party’s Own Witness.
3 A.L.R.6th

Have questions or need help? Please call customer support at 1-800-225-7488, or e-mail at ar@westgroup.com.
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West, a Thomson business has created this publication to provide you with accurate and authoritative information concerning the
subject matter covered. However, this publication was not necessarily prepared by persons licensed to practice law in a particular
jurisdiction. West is not engaged in rendering legal or other professional advice, and this publication is not asubstitute for the advice
of an attorney. If you requirelegal or other expert advice, you should seek the services of acompetent attorney or other professional.
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