formmg “traditional divorces 10 exClusively -
- offering collaborative divorces, he knew he'd
feel better about the work e was domg, but he dldnt
realize how profound the effect would be..

‘He was used to the ex-spouses.of clients avmdmg

himy; now they come up to Ousky m the grocery store
and shake his; hand or TUOVE. indfora hug And signing

the final papers9 The
tears . and - resentment eaméegmvs msfar«zss;

were replaced Withec}i— - A method of divorce

ents sharing émall gifts, in which spouses and

or. tuming the -signing - {- attcmeys work together
nto. & small cer emony L cooperatwely ) negot;ate
to honor the end of the a—seﬁlement without going
mar rlage “The idea that to-gourk. ' :

you can . advoeate. for

your chent mthout becorning the enemy of the other
person— and infact you can advocate more effecmvely
if you're not the enemy of the other .per,son —=1s really

refreshmg, says Ousky.
Hugs? Glfts‘? And ... divoree? These aren t words we
often see together In fact, this sounds more like a fam-
] hering than. the dlssolu ion. of & ma:cnage Which
g ds Wha msp_red aneapohs lawyer Stu Webb to create ‘
‘ collabor ve dlvome m 1990 after. 18 years of working

wzth amlhes Who spent monthq (or even years) ﬁght— =
ft veryone, including

g and Was' all set to smtc» Aree 1 :
Sught struck him What i

oratwe dlvor e_ lawyer and Ousk an Edmawbased at~ B
tomey was quxck {o Jom h].m ' Wasvgomg through the
same thmgs that St Was‘ T-wa drawn to famﬂy law
because 1 hked Workmg with farmhes and I thought T -

uld make 2 difference for chﬂdren yet 1.was ﬁndmg -
: that wasn t happemng in iy pracmce explams Ousky
*No matter howwelll did my _}Ob Tcouldnt help but feel
1 ‘e 1 1eft the famﬂy a httle more damaged than When,

they started the divorce because of the’ ammosxty.”
es the typ al conﬁl i




Iawyers to keep' :
gomg o trial. *1

easy to negotlate mth your spo'
lawyers. have gbne :hdme; ‘you,. ar

am ivpproach can also mciude out31de profes~
address ﬁnances pal entmg, and the ematlonal

al dlvorces by around






