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General Search Information 
This service provides case briefs (or, often for the earlier years, simply topics and citations) 

published in Bond Case Briefs (or in its sister publication, Local Government Law Weekly) from 

1972 (for cases relating specifically to state and local borrowing), from 1990 (for those topics 

related to bond finance but not directly involving borrowing), and from 1993 (for other cases as to 

municipal law) to a date within three months of today, the date of your inquiry. 
  
The cases may be accessed by state, year, series, and topics.  You may select no more than 10 

items in any one area, and if you do not make a selection all items are included from that section.  

  
Select all search criteria from the list boxes.  Use the "Ctrl" key to select multiple items from a 

box. In the case of States, Series, and Year, OR is the default operand.  For example, if you select 

FL and AZ as the states, any case brief from either Florida OR Arizona will be displayed.  In the 

case of Topics, AND is the default operand.  For example, if you select, 65ti (tax increment bonds) 

and 49 (elections), the case brief must be coded with both topics to be included in the search 

results.   When you select criteria from multiple list boxes, AND is the default operand.  For 

example, if you select FL as the state and 65ti (tax increment bonds), the case brief must be coded 

with the state of Florida AND with a topic of 65ti (tax increment bonds) to be included in the 

search results.   

 

You can display the full brief, the citation and first lines of the brief or the citation only on your 

results screen.   

 

Explanation of Citations 

 

The following case brief is an example to explain the fields included in the brief: 
 State Topics Citation Volume (50) and year (01) case was briefed 

AR 18 41 42 59    60 SW3d 443 50 01 

City of Barling v. Fort Chaffee Redevelopment Authority (SC)  
 Court of Appeals or Supreme Court 
City enters into agreement with other cities and county to create trust to develop former federal 

military base, portions of which city has annexed. Trust, rather than the city, has authority to 

control development of the property. However, trust's argument that city's annexations of areas of 

the former base are invalid fails. (12/6/01) Case date 

 

If you'd like help as to selection of topics, please call the author, Charles Carlson, 

at 630-323-7578 or e-mail him at bcbmad1@comcast.net. 
  

  

 


