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Ravel View in case search results

See the citing relationships between cases in your Lexis Advance® search results. Use Ravel™ View to get

the “big picture” as you start research. Find key cases faster and uncover overlooked cases. Plus Ravel View
incorporates Shepard’s® treatment so you can also determine how cases have been treated positively or negatively.

This integrated view is available only through the Lexis Advance service.

How to display Ravel View in case search results

Select the citation map icon in the upper right corner of your case search f"g
results screen. (Note: Ravel View is not the default display for case results. ——

You must select the icon.)

Ravel View graphically presents the top 75 results from your search. Each circle represents one case. The lines
connecting cases indicate a citing relationship between the cases in your results list. Line color represents Shepard’s

treatment, e.g., green for positive. The overall view shows how case results are connected in four ways.
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How to use Ravel View

1 Click a case circle. The case name
and cite displays, and the case
connections from your top 75
search results are highlighted.
You'll also see that the Shepard’s
treatment colors on the citing

connection lines are highlighted.

On the right side of your screen, your
results list shifts the case you selected
to the top of the results list so you can

quickly open and review the full text.

2 View the precise language from
decisions in your results that
negatively or positively treated your
selected case. Hover over the circle
of a citing case to see the point of
law discussed and to determine if the
other court’s analysis is relevant to

your research.

To return to the full view of all
available case connections, click

anywhere in the view background.

At this time, the Ravel View graphics
cannot be saved to a Lexis Advance

work folder or delivered with
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Lexis Advance delivery options. You can copy

and save screens using your keyboard functions.
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Supreme Court of the United States
Us. 455

Feb 27,2013 | 568

Overview: Proof of materiality of
misrepresentations was not a prerequisite under
Fed. R Civ. P. 23(b) to certification of a class of
investors in a securities-fraud class action, since
materiality could be proved ihrough evidence
common to the class, and a failure of proof of
materiality thus would end the action rather than
simply prevent certfication
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Overview: In securities fraud action, stockholders
established by a preponderance of evidence Fed. R
Civ. P 23(a) and (b)(3) requirements for class
certfication. Court found no reason why Basic fraud-
on-market presumption of reliance should not apply
here, and investment bankers did not rebut that
presumption.
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24 539 (1675). .. To recover damages for violations of
section 10(b) and Rule 10b-5, & plaintiff must prove *(1) a
material misrepresentation or omission by the defendant;
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misrepresentation or omission and the purchase or sale
of a security (4) reliance upon the misrepresentation or
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Funds, 568 US S.Ct 1184, 185 L Ed. 2d
308, 316 (2013) (quanng et sl latven, i ¢
Siracusano, 563 U.S. 315 Ct 1309, 179 L
Ed. 2d 398, 409 (2011])

f proof of
2 rather than

9 1993 | 5Cal 4th 1

a0k and

- wrepresentations
ould not bring an action for decett under state
securities law without alleging actual reliance on
defendants’ misrepresentations

4 In re HealthSouth Corp. Sec. Litig.

United States District Court for the Northern District of Alab.
ama, Southern Division | Mar 31, 2009 | 257 FRD. 260

Overview: In securities fraud action, stockholders
established by a preponderance of evidence Fed. R
Civ. P. 23(a) and (b)(3) requirements for class
certiication. Court found no reason why Basic fraud-
on-market presumptien of reliance should not apply
here, and investment bankers did not rebut that
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There are more ways to use Ravel View; turn the page.



Refining Ravel View (filtering case results)

You can refine your view to more closely match your matter

specifics. The case filtering options currently available through _

Lexis Advance are also available for Ravel View. Just select the

Filters pull-down menu in the upper-left corner of the map. I

(To close the filter pane, select Filters again.) Friter secrch ferms

wr Court
Here are some examples of how you can refine your view: Select courts to disploy ot the top of thislist. X
Edit Settings
o Add another concept to your Ravel View and results:
Federal 455
Use the Search Within Results filter. Just enter your search words, 15t Circuit 12
e.g., Enter: undue hardship and click the magnifying glass search button. EROT o L
3rd Circuit 29
4th Circuit 12
o Refine Ravel View to specific jurisdictions: Sth Circuit 2
= Maore

Select a specific state(s), federal jurisdictions or a federal/state combination,

Select multipl
e.g., California and Ninth Circuit. Select from the Court filters. SO

State 43
Alaska 2
¢ Refine Ravel View to a specific time frame: Califomia 15
Use the timeline sliders to select a specific date range. Or enter specific lowz
. L - . Kaniucky
dates in the timeline box. (Calendar selection is also available.) v
~ More

Select multiple

wr Timedine
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