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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
894559 

[PROPOSED] ORDER 

The Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (“Motion”) brought by Plaintiff 

LegalZoom.com, Inc. (“LegalZoom”)  came on for hearing before the Honorable 

Gary A. Feess on August 18, 2014. 

Having read and considered the Motion filed by LegalZoom, including all 

evidence and argument submitted in support thereof; the Opposition to the Motion 

filed by Rocket Lawyer Incorporated, including all evidence and argument submitted 

in support thereof; and having considered all other pertinent evidence before the 

Court: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that LegalZoom’s Motion for Partial Summary 

Judgment is GRANTED, based upon the following: 

[  ] Counts IV, V and VI of the Counterclaim being asserted by Defendant 

Rocket Lawyer Incorporated fail because Legalspring.com’s website is not actionable 

as false advertising or unfair competition. 

[  ] Defendant Rocket Lawyer Incorporated does not have an affirmative 

defense based on the doctrine of unclean hands because there is no linkage between 

the alleged inequitable conduct and the claims being pursued by LegalZoom. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 

DATED:    By:  

       Hon. Gary A. Feess 

       U.S. District Court Judge 

 


