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by the clients). 
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4 Reasons to Take a DOVE Case

“A lawyer is often the domestic violence 
victim’s last best hope for protection.”

Attorney Donald F. Hebert

“One reason many of us went to law 
school was the prospect of representing 
the downtrodden and abused. � at is 
exactly what the DOVE cases involve. 
I fi nd it very rewarding to spend some 
time helping someone who has been 
abused and has no real chance without 
our help.”

Attorney Jack B. Middleton

“As lawyers, we have a unique 
opportunity to help vulnerable people. 
DOVE is a great program that enables 
lawyers to advocate for survivors 
and have an immediate and positive 
impact.”

Attorney David L. Nixon

“DOVE provides the opportunity for 
me to provide short-term service to the 
victims of domestic violence at a time 
when they need help and support the 
most.”

Attorney Kysa Crusco

For more information contact Pam Dodge, DOVE Project, 2 Pillsbury Street, Suite 300, Concord, NH 03301 
or call Pam Dodge @224-6942 Ext. 3230 or email pdodge@nhbar.org


