Be confident in your
cases with Shepard’s®

Your legal argument is only as strong as the authority you cite to support it.

When you have an important research assignment and you want your work to be impressive, you'll need several
cases for your argument. They must be the strongest authority, and you have to be confident that none of the
points of law you're relying upon have been overruled in the courts.

LexisNexis® Shepard’s® has remained the industry’s premier legal citator for the past 140+ years, so much
so that the process of verifying the validity of a case is referred to as Shepardizing™ by attorneys and
judges alike.

Use Shepard’s® to understand and analyze the usefulness and nuances of each relevant point of law in the
cases you cite to build your argument.

Three ways to access a Shepard’s® report
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Shepard’s® quickly gives you more useful analysis

A Only Shepard’s® easily shows you splits of authority.
Quickly understand the treatment of specific parts of a case
by its citing references.

B Quickly find supporting secondary materials.
Identify treatises, law reviews and other sources that cite
your case on Shepard’s®, making it easy to learn more about
your legal issue.

C Spot weaknesses in your, or your opponent’s, argument.
Exclusively on Lexis+®, Shepard’s® At Risk allows you to go one
step deeper and find situations where, even though a given case
might still be good law, it might need reconsideration based on
subsequent treatment of a case it relies upon.

D Understand analysis faster with Shepard’s® graphical reports.
Shepard’s® Graphical options show you Citing Decisions in a
Grid View so you can see citing trends across courts and time
periods. For example, Analysis by Court makes it easy to see
where the case is overruled in part and followed on separate
points of law by the court.

E Shepardize® more than cases.
Shepardizing™ a headnote will bring you to other cases that
mention that point of law. In this example, 2 cases.
Click Shepardize®—Narrow by this Headnote to Shepardize® just
the rule of law which speaks to that issue.

Shepardize® statutes, codes, including the IRS Code and
Administrative Decisions, to be sure a point of law remains good
and has not been amended or treated negatively by the courts.
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United Statesv.Howze 4 343r3d919  showmore 6
e 7th Cir. Wis. =~ September 22, 2003

m Overruled in part by

343F.3d 919p.924

Lee neglected to apply Taylor's framework (indeed, did not cite that decision)
and did not inquire whether it was significant that every street theft entails a
close encounter between criminal and victim, an encounter that creates the
potential not only for violence but also for injury caused by the act of taking. A
purse snatching may dislocate the victim's shoulder or elbow, or lacerate her
arm; a bicycle theft may injure the owner if the thief blocks his path or shoves
the bike over to dislodge its rider; and so on. It was logical arguments of this

kind, and not data, that won the day in Taylor and our escape cases.
Show more
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In order to bring harmony both within and among the circuits, we now overrule
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Exceptions to Exclusionary Rule, Inevitable Discovery

Under the inevitable discovery exception to the exclusionary rule, evidence obtained as the result of
unconstitutional police procedure may still be admissible provided the evidence would ultimately have been
discovered by legal means. In adopting the inevitable discovery doctrine, the U.S. Supreme Court has explained
that exclusion of physical evidence that would inevitably have been discovered adds nothing to either the
integrity or fairness of a criminal trial. In making a case for inevitable discovery, the State must demonstrate
that at the time of the constitutional violation an investigation was already under way. In other words, the case
must bein such a posture that the facts already in the possession of the police would have led to this evidence
notwithstanding the police misconduct. & More like this Headnote
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