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Fabian & Clendenin, PC. ™

From 1919 when Fabian & Clendenin was started, to 1926 when Harold Fabian helped the
Rockefeller Family acquire the land to create Teton National Park, to the present, Fabian has had
local, national and international impact. Our attorneys enjoy expertise in a wide range of practice
areas. Each of us, individually, recognizes the legacy of quality and integrity established by our
founders. As a firm and as individuals, we are committed to always doing our best as we honor
the tradition of the Fabian name. The practice of law obligates us to public service at every
opportunity. But foremost, our focus is on our clients — to whom we offer our dedication.
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Preservation of the Privilege
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Walver of the Privilege
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Waliver of the Privilege (continued)

Federal Rule of Evidence 502 (continued)
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Waliver of the Privilege (continued)

Federal Rule of Evidence 502 (continued)
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Waliver of the Privilege (continued)

FRE 502 Non-Waiver Cases:
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Waiver of the Privilege (continued)
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Waliver of the Privilege (continued)
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Waiver of the Privilege (continued)

Lessons from FRE 502 (continued)
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Lessons from FRE 502 (continued)
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Privilege Logs
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