


INTRODUCTION
This case is on discretionary review from a to-be-published opinion by the Court of
Appeals, in which the Court of Appeals expanded the res judicata doctrine to bar not only

subsequent claims that could have been brought in an earlier action but to bar as well non-

judiciable inchoate claims that were merely foreseeable at the time of the prior action.




STATEMENT CONCERNING ORAL ARGUMENT

Mrs. Moorhead welcomes the chance to argue this case before this honorable Court.
While the issues presented are fairly simple, the question of how to properly preserve a
contractual claim for post judgment and appellate attorneys’ fees is an important question of

statewide significance that deserves the full attention of the Court.
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