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3 in America. 

The 50 most innovative companies in the world 
count on these law firms to protect their patents, 
copyrights, and trademarks.-By Erik Sherman 

Top Guardians 
Of the IP Nest 
These law f~rms were 
rnent~oned most frequently 
in four categories of IP work. 

is the second year that we've made the match 
between BwimssW@k's 50 most innovative com- 
panies and the law f i rms  that do their IP work. 

The data is even more intriguing this year, because for the 
&st time we have broken the IP litigation category into 
three component parts: copyright, trademark, and patent 
This lets finns with strengths in each specialty stand out. Pat- 
ent prosecution, meanwhile, continues with its own separate 
&g of firms. 

Despite consohdation in the legal industty, not all the work 
goes to big intematrond powerhouses. Smaller I? boutiques 
s h e  in patent prosecution, and medium-sized general prac- 
tice fhm still do work for big companies. But sometimes the 
connection is forged indirectlx through webs of formal and 
informa1 indemnification agreements between big compmes 
and Lrde companies. 

For instance, in copyright iitigatrron, two two bbssed in 
Manhattan with a handful of lawym each, Eurgang &Adwar 
and Galvin & Palma; handled cme for Wal-Mart Stores, Inc; 
Target Brands, Inc; and Amazon.com, Inc. The two f;ms have 
a 30-year buslness relationship and are of counsel for each 
other. So how did they land such big clients? A matter of 
circumstance. 

One of Gdvin &Palmeris clients is Unisar, Inc, a U.S.-based 
distributor of Taiwanese manufadurn Avita Corporation, 
which makes, among other things, a mwcous extractor for use 
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Law Firms on the Cutting Edge 
This yeah go-to firms for the world's most forward-thinking companies. 
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on infants that is sold by Wal-Mart, TTarget, and Amazon. 
An individual alleged that Avita had viokted his copyright 
on the device, suing the manufacturer, the rtsuibutor, and 
the retailers. Umar had p r o m d  the three retail giants to 
indemnify and defend them in the case of litigation. And 
so Galvin & Palmer as well as Furgang & Adwar found 
themselves defending the copyright iitigation. [It was easy 
to win on summary judgement because the inventor only 
had a drawngg and no patents.) 

Sudarly, SIX-lawyer Manhattan-based Eisenberg, Tan- 
chum & Levy has had Ramones Produchons, which owns 
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the rights to the recordings made by the pioneermg punk 
r o d  group The Ramones, as a client for a broad range 
of matters. A former contract muadan sued Ramones 
Productions m a copyright dispute involving the Agital 
& d u b o n  of the recordings The musician also sued Wal- 
Mart, Apple, Inc., (and Real Networks, Inc which is not on 
our list), for distributing the songs. So Elsenberg, Tanchum 
was lead counsel, wen though the retaden had tha  own 
lawyers 

Getting a chent by proxy isn't limited to small Eums. 
Mitchell Silberberg & Knupp, a well-known IP power, rep- 
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