Lexis Advance™ Quick Tips

Welcome to Lexis Advance™—designed to transform the way you conduct legal research. Reference

these quick tips to get the most out of Lexis Advance.

LANDING PAGE

When you click on the logo
it will take you back to the
home page.

+ Analyzew

The search box allows

you to run a search without
having to select a specific
source. This improves your

time.

ease of use and reduces traini

ne

Pre-search filters allow
you to filter answer sets
according to content,
jurisdiction, and/or practice
area or topic, dramatically
improving your search time
and results.

My Workspace carousel
welcomes you to Lexis
Advance™ and directs you
to some quick links. This is
a great resource to use to
navigate quickly around
the product.

RESULTS PAGE

The anchor tab shows you
the initial search characters
you used to run your search
and remains there until you
run a new search. This allows
you to return to your original
results quickly.
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By clicking on a content
type, you search content
from Lexis® and Lexis® Web—
giving you a comprehensive
search without incurring any
additional charges.
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Use the post-search filters to
further narrow your search
results so you can quickly drive
to the information you need.

With the Lexis Advance™
Search within results feature,
you can search for specific
text within your results and
quickly get to the issues that
are mostimportant.
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Skepard's®

Global navigation appears
on every page so you can
easily navigate the site and
get to where you want to

go quickly.

Search Options gives you
the ability to run a specific
search of your choice.

Click the Shepard’s®

tab and it automatically
populates the search box with
shep:. Enter your

citation and click to retrieve
your Shepard'’s® report.

Lexis Advance requires Internet Explorer® 8, Firefox® 3.5 or Google Chrome™ 7.x browsers
for optimum performance.

Options =

Document Title Jurisdiction

Int’l Bhd. of Teamsters v. United States, 431 U.S. 324

o, Texas, 347 U5, 475 Norris v, Alabama, 284 U5, 587, Statistics
are competent in proving employment discrimination. Statistics are
nat irrefutable; they come in infinite wariety and, like any other kind of
svidence, they may be rebutted, In short, their Usefulness depends

on al of the surrounding facts and circumstances, Statistics are equally

in proving discrimination. z0Petitioners argue

that statistics, at least those comparing the radal composition of an ..,

U5, Fedetal

McDonnell Douglas Corp. v. Green, 411 U.5. 792

. otherwise justifiable reason for refusing to rehire, See generally
United States v, Bethlshemn Stes| Corp., 312 F.Supp. 377, 992
(WDNY 1970}, order modified, 446 F 2d 652 (CAZ 1971). Blumrnsen,
supra, n. 19, at 33, In shart, on the retrial In an employment

U5, Fedetal

Click on the Work Folders to
save your information right
where you are working.

egs | Admin Materials | Analytical | Forms | Briefs and Pleadings | Jury Instr | Yerdicts | Expert Witness [¥| | web

Sort b @Retevarmce (v

Court

US Supreme
Court

US Supreme
Court

Date

May 31,
1977

Sort documents a number
of ways using the Sort by
menu or click the column
headers to sort.

May 14,
1973

discrimination suit under Title VIT of the Civil Rights act of 1964, a
plaintiff must be given a full and fair oppartunity to demonstrate by
competent evidence that the presumptively valid reasons for his
rejeckion were in fact a cover-up ..

Griggs v. Duke Power Co., 401 U.5. 424 U5, Federal

.. employment practics for an employer to limit, segregate, or
classify emplayees to deprive them of employment opportunities or
adversely to affect their status because of race, color, religian, sex,
or national origin, § 703 (h suthorizes the use of any professionally
developed ability test, pravided that it is not designed, intended, or
used to discriminate, The District Court found that respondent’s
former policy of racial discrimination had ended, and that Title VIL,
being prospective ...

US Supreme
Court

Download, email and create
a printable page of results.

WMarch 08,
1971

Swierkiewicz v. Sorema N.A., 534 U.5. 506 U.5, Federal

... case of employment discrimination because the M cDonnell Douglas
framewark daes nat apply in svery employment discrimination case.
If & plaintif is sble to producs direct evidence of discrimination, he

may prevail mithout proving all the elements of a prima facie ese

under 2 notice pleading system, it is not appropriate to require &
plaintiff to plead facts esteblishing 5 prima facie case because the
WcDonnell Douglas framework doss not apply in every employment
discrimination case. For ...

US Supreme
Court

February 26,
2002

The results list shows you
an excerpt from the search,
helping you determine which
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FULL TEXT DOCUMENT

Lexis*Advance employment di

Use the Jump to...menu to

r~ Terms &
4 employment discri... || |My Folders B Dukes v. Wal-Mart... . pe
‘ il gall s ‘ - Conons go to a specific segment of
[ @ Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 603 F.3d 571 Shepardize® | | Tools = | About this Document ¥ | Properties =
=1 1" = Reporter | 603 F.3d 571 v ‘ page | | Navigate 4 [Passages v | [ump to... o the document.

About this document By clicking here it allows
® Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 603 F.3d 571 (Copy citation) Related court materials

Briefs you to navigate to the next
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

Legal Issue Trail @ B
March 24, 2009, Argued and Submitted, San Francisco, California; April 26, 2010, Filed What's this? Instances Of \/OUP’ SearCh
Select a reporter at the top Mos. 04-16688, 04-16720 =22 [ Activate Pass| terms.

of the document or with the
reporter menu to change
the pagination.

@Reporter: 603 F.3d 571 2010 U.S. App. LEXIS 8576 109 Fair Empl. Prac. Cas. (BNA) 15 | 93 Empl.
Prac. Dec. (CCH) P43,872 76 Fed. R. Serv. 3d (Callaghan) 928 Lega\ Issue Trail allows you

to view similar documents
BETTY DUKES; PATRICIA SURGESON; EDITH ARANA; KAREN WILLIAMSON; DEBORAH GUNTER; )
CHRISTINE KWAPNOSKI; CLEO PAGE, on behalf of themselves and all others similarly situated, onanissue or point of
Plaintiffs-Appelless/Cross-Appellants, v. WAL-MART STORES, INC., Defendant-Appellant/Cross-Appellee. law showing the many

‘Subsequent History: US Supreme Court certiorari granted by, in part Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Dukes, relatlonShlpS re‘atmg to \/Our
131 S. Ct. 795, 178 L. Ed. 2d 530, 2010 U.S. LEXIS 9588 (U.S., 2010) legal issue.
Reversed by Wal-Mart Stores v. Dukes, 2011 U.S. LEXIS 4567 (U.S., June 20, 2011)

@ Prior History: Appeals from the United States District Court for the Northern District of California. D.C.
No. CV-01-02252-MJ]. Martin 1. Jenkins, District Judge, Presiding.
Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 222 F.R.D. 137, 2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11297 (N.D. Cal., 2004)
Dukes v. Wal-Mart, Inc., 509 F.3d 1168, 2007 U.S. App. LEXIS 28558 (9th Cir. Cal., 2007)

Disposition:

AFFIRMED in part; REMANDED in part.
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The editorial analyses Positive (586) 130°S. Ct. 2971 p.3020; 177 L. Ed. 2d 838 p.893
and headnotes in citmg Fallawed by 3 2. Cited in Dissenting Opinion at: us 2010
) Fallowsd in Cancur... 5 Holder v. Humanitarian Law Project
decisions appearin the left Neutral (624) || 130 5, Ct, 2705, 177 L, Ed. 2d 355, 2010 LS, LEXIS 5252, 22 Fla, L, Weekly Fed, 5 535
panel filter Cited in Dissentin... 287 Headnates: HH17
: Cited in Concurrin... 256 130°S. Ct. 2705 p 2732
Explained by a7
3. Cited in Dissenting Opinion at, Cited by: us, 2010
Cited in questiona... 18 Citizens United v. FEC
=@ Interimd t 4 130 S, Ct, 876, 175 L, Ed, 2d 753, 2010 U,S, LEKIS 766, 22 Fla, L, Weekly Fed. § 73, 187
This allows you tofilter L H:::m:ls;in : 5 L.R.R.M. (BNA) 2961, 159 Lab. Cas, (CCH) P10166 ° e
'a®
Shepard S@ reports b\/ Court Followed by questi... 2z Cited in Dissenting Opinion at:
Explained in Cancu.. . 130§, Ct, 876 p.875; 175 L Ed. 2d 753 p.866
“Cited by" (5202) Cited by:
Py 130 S, Ct, 876 p.891; 175 L. Ed. 2d 753 p.773
Federal Courts {2780) 4. v 2008
U.5. Supreme Court 186 Hetlo
2nd Circuit 7 « Mz2/s]4][5].. & Items per page |2

(g : :
@ LexisNexis® | about Lexistiexis  Privacy Policy | Terms & Gonditions | Gapyright 20108 Lewistexis, All rights reserrad

www.lexisnexis.com/advance é L exisNexis®



Lexis Advance™ Quick Tips

SHEPARD'S® GRAPHICAL

Every attorney understands
how critical itis to cite good
law. Shepard’s® Citations
Service is exclusive to
LexisNexis®. With the new
Shepard’s® Graphical, just
click on the Citing Decisions
tab to see the history of the
citing decisions in an easy
visual grid or map format.
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The Camplete set of citing decisians is graphically depicted in the two grids below. When you select and individual item (2 cell, row label, or column label), you will go to the
List view with Narrow by selections displayed. Hote that: 1) any prior Natrow by selections will be replaced and 2) some citing decisions contain multiple phrases, so the
total of the numbers displayed by a column label may not match the number availabls for that label.
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With ResearchMapyougeta
step-by-step graphical depiction
of your prior research history so
you can quickly pick up where
you left off. Research Map
assists you in seeing the bigger

non-explored paths allowing you
touncover new results that may
have been missed, but are still
relevant to your case.

picture by identifying explored vs.
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[Ssarch fistory | [Search| | 12i8i11 FM | March 11, 2011 | Client: -Hone- | Right to Counsal [
Yiew by: Last modified date | right to counsel | | Cases 1( New York | [ Elliot Laurencs
Spitzer
Client: -Mone- L 1
Date: March 11, 2011 = Z = 4
[ all searches /\—/

[oi silvestro v, United States ew York County Lawyers As...

Weterans' Admin, 339 .S, 989
[“I right to counsel
effective assistance of counsel

| Statutes& |
Legislation
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By clicking on the Compare
Search Results tab, you can
compare results from two to
three different searches. You
canthenseeif there are any
commonalities between the
two searches. If there aren't,
you can move forward with
confidence knowing you've
uncovered the most relevant
documents for your case.

1113523 AM | March 11, 2011 | Client: -Mone- | efffective assistance of counsel
of counsel

pc ) ‘/ )L y )
/U W % Actions

@ Feople v, st OPEN Document
Save to Folder

Seled this document to find similar

| effective assistance ‘ ‘ Cases ‘ ‘ Hew York ‘

Document

@ Feople v, Baldi 75 AD.2d 259

> 8

Find all sccurances in history W

In addition, you can drill down
and look for commonalities
between documents by
selecting adocument within
Research Map then clicking on
Find Similar Documents. This
gives you similar documents to
the most relevant ones in your
initial search, leaving no stone
unturned in your research.
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FREE PREVIEW AND OUT-OF-PLAN NOTIFICATION

Lexis Advance™ new Free
Preview allows you to
preview a document prior
to purchase so you can get
greater insight as to whether

the document is relevant to ree Praview | Sut of Plan $X
\/Ouf SearCh Document Title: Class Certification under Dukes al. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc, 2010 Emerging Issues 5306
|f \/OU decide \/OU dOI’]/t Client ID: ABCD-1234

Price: <

With our Out-of-Plan
notification we will notify
you if the document you
want to buy is not within
your plan. We'll let you know
how much it will cost so you
can make a decision.

want to buy it immediately,
you can save it in your work
folder and purchase it later.

Emerging Issues Copyright 2010, Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group.
All Rights Reserved.

Class Certification under Dukes al. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc

Summary

Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., is a landmark class action opinion. The Ninth Circuit, en banc, affirmed a
panel decision that approved the certification of a sweeping dise class,
and described and darified the standards under which class actions may be certified. The defendant has
petitioned for certiorari, and the opinion raises several critical issues that have divided the courts of
appeals.

A
Get the full document now Save to a folder for later access
=a [Seectafoger ] New rolder [_soue | | Bamgal
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