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LexisNexis® is a leading global provider of content-enabled workflow solutions designed specifically for
professionals in the legal, risk management, corporate, government, law enforcement, accounting, and kearn more about ourl
academic markets. LexisNexis originally pioneered online information with its Lexis® and Nexis®
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LexisNexis® Case
Law

at Lexis Advance®

Get just the facts with the
comprehensive LexisNexis® case-law
collection. Expert attorney-editors
read, analyze and summarize cases,
faithfully following the lead and
holdings of the courts... more
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The CourtLink®
Service with
Alerts & Tracks

CourtLink™ docket and document
research tools help you conduct
thorough due diligence, monitor
litigation affecting your legal
practice and identify new business
opportunities. Search across the full
text of more than 168 million federal
and state court dockets and

documents in a single ... more
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Use convenient and sophisticated
tools to make sure your work is
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offers PatentOptimizer, the Global
IP Law Service, intellectual property
resources at Lexis Advance®, the
TotalPatent™ patent search and

retrieval service, ... more
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Lexis Advance™ Client: -None- ~ History = More ~
Research

s Advance®

Advanced Search | Tips | Get a Doc Assistance
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Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize® Search: Everything

Ty L

* | B Explore Content

Content Type Federal State Practice Area ar Industry International
Cases | 4 Secondary Materials | News | § Directories | 4
Statutes & Leqgislation | Forms | Legal News | Intellectual Property | 4
Administrative Codes & Briefs, Fleadings & Mofions Dockets | 4 Practical Guidance 12
Regs | i i

Scientific | § Public Records 13
Administrative & Agency Jury Verdicts & Settlements
Materials | § i Company & Financial | 4
Jury Instructions | 4 Expert Witness Analysis
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* | £ History
Searches

International Primary Law Content
Legal Search

133 s.ct. 1351
Legal Search

Fareign Laws
Legal Search

Litigatian
Legal Search

Lawe Firm
Legal Search

:= View all history

| W Folders

age discrimination in employment

TEST

Patent

American Law Reports

richard . Andrews

® View all folders

Daocuments

sheparndsl

 Research Map

* v Favorites

Q¢ All Content Types; All Jurisdictions; All Practice Areas & Topics
QF Cases

Qf secondary Materials

* & Alerts

You have not created any alers.
see Help to find out how to create an alert.

v |"’ Notifications

You have no notifications,

ki - i
& Archives

search a collection of archived codes, including statutory codes,
constitutions, administrative codes, municipal codes, and court rules.

Archived Code search

Tips
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Research

‘ Browse

Sources All Sources }E\ %ZB 5}5 ;}?

Search for a source

By Jurisdiction {7\ B B #EE

By Category X E 4B R
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Topics By Practice Area {{\ 3| £ &0 &’

Practice Centers By Publisher KB ERE
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Cases
Statutes and Legislation

Administrative Codes and
Regulations

Administrative Materials

Secondary Materials
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= Search Within Sources ALAIBIC|D|E|FIGIH|I[JIKILIMIN|O|P RISITIUVIW #
Enter a search term Q Add All These as Search Filters &
Narrow By AAA Consumer Arbitration Awards hd i
Administrative Materials *
Clear Ass Employment Arbitration Awards hd i
= Category )
AAA Employment Arbitration Rules and Mediation Procedures - 1
Administrative Codes 75
Administrative Materials 2 Table of Contents - AAA Employment Arbitration Rules and Mediation Procedures
Bill Text 1
Cases a4 o .
Codes 72 AAA |Labor Arbitration Awards - 1
¥ More
Select multiple ABA Constitution, Bylaws & Rules of Procedure - i
= Jurisdiction )
ABA Formal Ethics Opinions - 1
U.S. Federal 2,082
International 10 ABA Inf | Ethics Ooini .
Alabama = nformal ics Opinions 1
Alaska 10
Arizona 11 ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct and Code of Judicial Conduct - i
¥ More
Select multiple Agriculture Decisions hd i
= Practice Arzas & Topics
o . AR - Alaska Administrative Journal - Insurance - i
Administrative Law 3
Admiralty & Maritime Law g
Antitrust & Trade Law 10 AK - Alaska Insurance Bullstins & Motices - i
Banking Law 248

Bankruptey Law 4
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Browse

Sources

Topics

Search for a topic

® All Topics

© within Banking
Laww

Practice Centers

Administrative Laww
Admiralty & Maritime Law
Antitrust & Trade Laww
Banking Laww

Bankruptcy Laww

Business & Corporate
Compliance

Business & Corporate Law
Civil Procedure

Civil Rights Laww
Commercial Lav (LWCC)
Communications Laww
Computer & Internet Lawy
Constitutional Laww

Contracts Law

Bank Activities
Commercial Banks
Consumer Protection
Federal Acts

General Overview
Guidelines & Best Practices
International Banking
Private Actions

Public Enforcement
Regulated Entities & Practices
Regulators

Types of Banks & Financial
Institutions

Actions for Federal Acts
Bank Holding Company Act

Community Reinvestrment
Act

Depository Institutions
Deregulation & Monetary
Control Act

Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act

Expedited Funds Awvailability
Act

Fair Housing & Mational
Housing Acts

Federal Trade Commission
Act

Financial Institutions Reform,
Recovery & Enforcement Act
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( = ) Practice Centers

Browse

Sources

Topics

Practice Centers

Bvw Jurisdiction

Bvw Practice Area or Industirmy g

r Antitrust

Banking and Financial Services

Bankruptocy

Communications
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Legal
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Structuring and Drafting Commercial Loan Agreements

The Wall Street Journal

ACI Structural Journal

Advanced Practice Strategies Medical lllustrations
Allied Academies International Conference. Academy of Strategic Management. Proceedings

Anatomy of a Merger: Strategies and Techniques for Negotiating Corporate Acquisitions

Arthropod Structure & Development
strickland v. washington, 466 u.s. 668
strickler v. greene, 527 u.s. 263
wood v. strickland, 420 u.s. 308
strawbridge v. curtiss, 7 u.s. 267
strauderv.w.va., 100 us. 303
stringer v. black, 503 us. 222
martinv. struthers, 319 u.s. 141
strict liability

motion to strike

strict compliance

strictly construed

strict construction

strict scrutiny
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& Browse v first sale Search: Everything > @4 Client: ‘None- ~  History ¥ Help  More ~
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Select courts todisplay at the fopof thislist. X fnS

Cisatnes GriaimlLi®ld N AR ER(CERRI B E G o] B LS
E2ERNROEREENNEES

Federal 17,126 1. @ Lexmark Int'l, Inc.v. Impression Prods. 62
stCireut L United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit | Feb 12, 2016 | 816 F3d 721
2nd Circuit 1,939
3rd Circuit 1387 Overview: In this patent infringement action, the district court's judgment of infringement as to the cartridges first sold abroad was
sih Circuit 258 affirmed because a foreign sale of a U.S.-patented article, when made by or with the approval of the U.S. patentee, did not exhaust the
rreut > patentee's U.S. patent rights in the article sold.
5th Circuit 1,191
~ More Headnotes Opinions
Select multiple . .Jil_l_l_l_l_l_l
*
State 31,825 Terms: Opinion
Alabama 652 ) e )
. ... well as end users or the binding nature of the Lexmark-reseller agreements. J A 2562-64. When Lexmark sells its cartndges to end
Alaska 84 users, that sale is the first sale; when it sells to resellers, that sale is the first sale. When a reseller subsequently sells to end users,
Arizona 290 that sale is not the first sale. B Lexmark sued Impression , amang other companies, for infingement under ...
Arkansas 509 - ) o
- - \iew this passage in full document
California 1,903
~ More

Select multiple

2. 9 Simard v. White
Tribal 1 Court of Appeals of Maryland | Oct 07, 2004 | 383 Md. 257

Ho-Chunk Nation Trial Gt 1 , ) .
Overview: Purported Maryland commeon law rule allowing a defaulting purchaser at a foreclosure sale to receive any excess proceeds
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Select Category
Cases 10,000+v

Cases

Statutes and Legislation
Secondary Materials
Administrative Materials
Briefs, Pleadings and Motions
Administrative Codes and Regulations
Forms

News

Legal News

Dockets

Jury Verdicts and Seftlements
Jury Instructions

Expert Witness Materials
Company and Financial
Directories

Scientific

Intellectual Property

Web

Snapshot

Results for: st

10,000+
10,000+
10,000+
7.083
10,000+ |
1,723
896
Get |
10,000+ |
Get
03
2,997
618
Get |
1,798
152
32
Get .

¥ Category

Law Feviews and
Jdournals

Treatises
Jurisprudence
Feference Indices
Fractice Guides

CLE Course of Study
haterials

Expert Analysis
Restatements
Dictionaries

Legal Topic Summaries
Fractice Insights

S0 State Surveys

26 86

12 B3k
5,34
2,308
1,388

1,345

514
25
fii
b2
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v B Explore Content
ContentType | Federal | State
Cases

Statutes and Legislation

Administrative Codes and Regulations

Administrative and Agency Matarials

Jury structions

Forms

() EE®RER

Practice Area

Secondary Matenals

Briefs, Pleadings and Motions
Jury Verdicts and Seftlements
Expert Witness Analysis
Dockets

Sclentific

Advanced Search | Tips

News

Lagal News

Company and Financial
Directories

Public Records
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Content Type Federal State Practice Area
_a5es Secondary Materials Mews
Content Type
Treatises, Practice Guides & Jurisprudence 50 State Surveys Dictionaries
Expert Analysis Law Reviews & Journals CLE Course of Study Materials
Practice Insights Restaterments Legal Topic Summaries
Federal
Federal American Law Reports (ALR)Y | {1 American Jurisprudence 2d (AMJURY | 5= §
State
Alabama inois MWontana Fuero Rico
Alaska Indiana MNebraska Rhode Island
Arizona oIt Mewvada South Carolina
Arkansas Kansas Mew Hampshire South Dakota

Practice Area

Administrative Law Canstitutional Lawy Healthcare Laiy Fublic Contracts Lawy
Admiralty & Maritime Law Contracts Law Immigration Law Public Health & Welfare Law
Antitrust & Trade Law Copyright Law Insurance Lawy Real Property Law

Eanking Law Criminal Lawy & Procedure International Law Securities Law

Eankruptcy Law Education Law International Trade Law Tax Law
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Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize® Search: Everything v n

o PhiE Search EiZfE - EEIRMRIBER -

Narrow By: Clear | v¢ X
Jurisdiction US.Federal B "‘& = Fritories Al | Mone (] Include related Federal

By Court content
Category [ United Statcumm — | Louisiana | Oklahoma

= R R ER B

L Ead ol Coy ‘ IRAm == | Maine L/ Oregon
Practice Areas & | "U rea dl Dist - Maryland - Pennsylvania
Topics B el o EHEQERE 1) Massachusetts I PuertoRico

[ Military Col I Michigan | Rhode Island
Recent & : o

. [ Other Feder | Minnesota L SouthCarolina

Faoies (EFERmET &

] TaxCourt : J Mississippi .| South Dakota
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Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize®

-

AL; Fed. Cts. of q
App.; US. SupCt;

1 - WENEHEEEE - Ml -

Narrow By: | Alabama X H Federal Courts of Appeals % || United States St 2 E }@{%TEE@/\E@E@? ’ %ﬁ% ﬁgﬁﬁ °

Jurisdiction

Categary

Fractice Areas &
Topics

Fecent &
Fawvarites

U.S.Federal ai| naone

By Court
# United States Supreme Court
¥ Federal Courts of Appeals
Federal District Courts
Bankruptcy Courts
Military Courts
Other Federal Courts
Tax Court
Tribal
By Circuit
1st Circuit
2nd Circuit
3rd Circuit
4th Circuit
5th Circuit
éth Circuit
7th Circuit
gth Circuit
9th Circuit

States & Territories

< Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Dist. of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Guam
Hawaii
ldaho
lllinois
Indiana
lowa
Kansas

Kentucky

All | Mone

Louisiana
Maine
Marvyland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Mebraska
MNevada

Mew Hampshire
MNew lersey
Mew Mexico
Mew York
MNaorth Carolina
Morth Dakota

MNorthern Marianas

Include related Federal

Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
FEhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah
Vermont
Virgin Islands
Virginia
Washington
WestVirginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming
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Materials; Cases;
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Narrow By: | Secondary Materals X H Cases X H Statutes and Legisiation K‘ 2 s EHEZREG ABEEE - BEMZEE -

Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize®

Jurisdiction ¢ Cases [*

v Statutes and Legislation
Category Administrative Codes and Regulations
Administrative Materials
Practice Areas & ¢ Secondary Materials
Topics Forms
Briefs, Pleadings and Motions
Fecent & Jury Instructions
Favarites Jury Verdicts and Settlements
Expert Witness Analysis
Dockets
Directories
MNews
Legal Mews
Scientific

Company and Financial

" “rou have selected to initially view your results in Cases. You can change this in Settings.

22



3 HEHEREE

Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize®

Labor &

Employment Law; M

1 ~ HAENEHNAERLEIEE -

Q

Narrow By: | Labor & Employment Law X || Imrmigration Law > || Constiutonal Law 2 E* ?*[EHU/\E%%L% ,mljj 1{ F‘?—'\:fL

Jurisdiction

Cateqory

Practice Areas &
Topics

Fecent &
Favorites

Administrative Law
Admiralty & Maritime Law
Antitrust & Trade Law
Banking Law

Bankruptcy Law

Business & Corporate Law
Civil Procedure

Civil Rights Law
Commercial Law (UCC)
Communications Law
Computer & Internet Law
Constitutional Law
Contracts Law

Copyright Law

Criminal Law & Procedure
Education Law

Energy & Utilities Law
Environmental Law
Estate, Gift & Trust Law

Evidence

Healthcare Law

¥ Immigration Law

Insurance Law

International Law
International Trade Law
Labor & Employment Law
Legal Ethics

Mergers & Acquisitions Law
Military & Veterans Law
Patent Law

Pensions & Benefits Law
Public Contracts Law
Public Health & Welfare Law
Real Property Law
Securities Law

Tax Law

Torts

Trade Secrets Law
Trademark Law

Transportation Law
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1 - MESAONERECER °

Narrow By: | Fomna and Analysis X

2 - ERRE@ARES -

durisdiction

Categary

Practice Areas &
Topics

Fecent &
Favorites

All Content Types; All Jurisdictions; All Practice Areas & Topics

Cases

Farms

Federal Taxation of Intellectual Property Transfers
Yiew Table of Contents for Federal Taxation of Intellectual Property Transfers

Forms and Analysis
Yiew Table of Contents for Forms and Analysis

CA: Patent Law; Forms, CA; Patent Law: Forms, CA; Patent Law: Forms

Secondary Materials

Indiana, United States Supreme Court

Table of Contents for Delaware Code Annotated
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Research

Advanced Search | actions~
Home [ Advanced Search

Advanced Search | Tips | Get a Doc Assistance

US. Sup.Ct; Administrative
Codes and Regulations

Client: TEST ~ History ~ More

I Enter terms, sources, a citation, or shep: to Shepardize®

Search: Everything n

Search Everything Select a specific content type

¥ Terms

All of these terms

Enter just keywords to run as Natural Language. To run as Terms & Connectors,

Any of these terms

Enter just keywords to run as Natural Language. To run as Terms & Connectors,

This exact phrase

Enter just keywords to run as Natural Language. To run as Terms & Connectors,

Exclude these terms

Enter just keywords to run as Natural Language. To run as Terms &

@

Connectors, cl

CROO05e a COo

CRO05Ea Co

CRO0sE a €0

1005€ 4 €O

Add T

Add T

Add T

Add T

Use Connectors
" Exact phrase

and 2 or more words anywhere in the
document (alternative: &)

or Include one or more words

and notExclude documents containing the
word or phrase; should be the last
connector, or may produce
unexpected results

/n First ward within "n" words of the
second (alternative: w/n or near/n)

! Word variations using this as the root
word (alternative: *)

View all connectors and commands &
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v Terms Exact phrase

All of these terms and  2ormore words anywhere inthe

document (alternative: &)

damage
or Include one or more words
Any of these terms .
Y and notExclude documents containing the
absolute word or phrase; should be the last
connector, or may produce
This exact phrase unexpected results
strict /n First word within "n" words of the

second (alternative: w/nor near/n)

Exclude these terms Word variations using this as the

root word (alternative: *)
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View all connectors and commands &
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Select Category
Cases 10,000+~
”1’ Filters ~

~ Search Within Results

Enter search terms

~ Court

Select courts to display at the top X

of this list. Edit Settings

Federal
1st Circuit
2nd Circuit
3rd Circuit
4th Circuit
5th Circuit
~ More

Select multiple

State
Alabama
Alaska
Anzona
Arkansas
California

~ More

39,910
1,393
3915
4854
2604
4726

Results for: strict liability | &0 || Actions

Clear

Il
I|
8

Cases (10,000+) (@ |

strict liability

(] Dv @ = | 4, @ @ Sortby: | Relevance ~

o 1. BlGreenman v. Yuba Power Products, Inc.
Supreme Court of California | Jan 24, 1963 | 59 Cal. 2d 57

Overview: The doctrine of strict liability was imposed on & manufacturer because a plaintiff proved that he was injured while using a
product in a way it that was intended and as a result of a defect of which he was unaware and which made the tool unsafe.

Headnotes Opinions

_IEImIm] i N NN

*

Terms: Headnotes

... Theories of Liability, Breach of Warranty Theories of Liability, Strict Liability HNS Although strict liability has usually been
based on the theory of an express or implied warranty running from the manufacturer to the plaintiff, the abandonment of the
requirement ..

View this passage in full document

o 2 BlVandermark v. Ford Motor Co.
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Select Category

Cases 10,000+

Cases

Statutes and Legislation
Secondary Materials
Administrative Materials
Briefs, Pleadings and Motions
Administrative Codes and Regulations
Forms

News

Legal News

Dockets

Jury Verdicts and Settlements
Jury Instructions

Expert Witness Materials
Company and Financial
Directories

scientific

Intellectual Property

Web

Snapshot

10,000+
10,000+
10,000+
7,083
10,000+
1,725
896

Get
10,000+
Get

Marrow By
* Search Within Results
Q,

¥ Jurisdiction

¥ Court

* Timeline
| L
1808 2015
Jan01, 180¢ M |Dec 31, 201
¢ Timeline o[ E=:E%) -
[RAeEES EHABNER -

¥ Publication Status

= Sources

3rd Circuit - LS District
Court Cases
ath Circuit - US District
Court Cases
5th Circuit - US District
Court Cases
7th Circuit - US District
Court Cases
2nd Circuit - LS District
Court Cases

* More

Select multiple

3,503

3,112

2,786

2773

2767

¥ Practice Areas & Topics

r  Attorney
¥ Law Firm
» Most Cited
» Keyword

» Judge
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Cases (10,000+) K=&

strict liability

Graphical View
o B/ Iﬁl R %3 Sorthy: = Relevance -

o 1. [ Greenman v. Yuba Power Products, Inc.
Supreme Court of California | Jan 24, 1963 | 59 Cal. 2d &7

Overview: The doctrine of strict liability was imposed on 2 manufacturer because a plaintiff proved that he was injured while using a
product in a way it that was intended and as a result of a defect of which he was unaware and which made the tool unsafe.

Headnotes Opinions

_1nimini __[IN (N N

*

Terms: Headnotes

... Theories of Liability, Breach of Warranty Theories of Liability, Strict Liability HNGE Although strict liability has usually been
based on the theory of an express ar implied warranty running from the manufacturer to the plaintiff, the abandonment of the
requirement ..

View this passage in full document
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Cases (10,000+) < %—— ok

O ﬁ y &' < |i| gg? Sart k Relevance -

Full View
o 1. 1 Greenman v. Yuba Power Products, Inc.
Supreme Court of California | Jan 24, 1963 | 58 Cal 2d 57

Overview: The doctrine of strict liability was imposed on a manufacturer because a plaintiff proved that he was injured while using a
product in a way it that was intended and as a result of a defect of which he was unaware and which made the tool unsafe.

... A manufacturer is strictly liable in tort when an article he places on the market, ...
... being. (7) Id. Care by Manufacturers. --Although strict liability of 2 manufacturer has usually been based on the theory ...
... requirement of a contract between them, the recognition that the liability is not assumed by agreement but imposed by law, and ...

... its own responsibility for defective products make clear that the liability is not one governed by the law of contract warranties but by
the law of strict liability in tort. (8) Id. Care by Manufacturers.

. of commercial transactions cannot properly be invoked to govern manufacturers' liability to those injured by their defective products
unless those rules also serve the purposes for which such liability is imposed. ...

... Theories of Liability, BEreach of Warranty Theories of Liability, Strict Liability HNG Although strict liability has usually been based
on the theory of an express ..

... requirement of a contract between them, the recognition that the liability is not assumed by agreement but imposed by law, and ...

o 2. BlVandermark v. Ford Motor Co.
Supreme Court of California | Apr 21, 1964 | 61 Cal. 2d 256

Overview: The doctrine of strict liability in tort was extended beyond an automobile manufacturer to an automobile dealer, to which
the manufacturer delegated final inspections and adjustments in its process, after a defective car caused injuries to users.

... The doctrine of strict liability in tort was extended beyond an automobile manufacturer to an ...

... that it was error to grant nonsuit on issues of strict liability and negligence against the manufacturer and to direct a verdict ...
... the dealer. The court held that the manufacturer could be strictly liable in tort and could not delegate its duty to deliver .
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o 5. Carlin v. Superior Court
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= imposed on a manufacturer because a plaintiff
] ® e o .' e 0o, ,, 00O @ ’ o & proved that he was injured while using a product in a
way it that was intended and as a result of a defect of
which he was unaware and which made the tool
unsafe.

... —A manufacturer is strictly liable in tort when an
article he places on the market, ...
... being. (7) Id. Care by Manufacturers. --Although
strict liability of a manufacturer has usually been
based on the theory ...
[ ] ... requirement of a contract between them, the

® e® O ® recognition that the liability is not assumed by
agreement but imposed by law, and ...
... Its own responsibility for defective products make
clear that the liability is not one governed by the law of
contract warranties but by the law of strict liability in
tort. (2) Id. Care by Manufacturers. ...
... of commercial transactions cannot properly be
invoked to govern manufacturers' liability to those
injured by their defective products unless those rules
also serve the purposes for which such liability is

[ ] imposed...

... Theories of Liability, Breach of Warranty Theories of
Liability. Strict Liability HNG Although strict liability
has usually been based on the theory of an express ...
... requirement of a contract between them, the
recognition that the liability is not assumed by
agreement but imposed by law, and ...
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.. duties constituted "requirements” under the MDA.
Thus, petitioners’ negligence and strict liability claims
that related to safety and effectiveness were based on

1. EEMAFREMELR - LM N2 El&ASupreme -~ Circuit ~ District - State - th o] 4%

7 Sort byt]j# %Relevance -

2. BN S EFNREIINRE  URERIR -

3. BIB#A - NERHEEIAEMEZ -

4. Z@&{\o - BB _EE IR LA Bl
W%@H%V?ﬁ

5. Al 2IRZBEMRERER -

ZANBTAERE ; MLlRelevancefF © Bl 7



3. [1Barker v. Lull Engineering Co.

E1ﬁ\u g E}:’ EﬁE$§%ﬁﬁ_ ,mﬁ . . ZE 1§|J ?élprEmE Court of California | Jan 16, 1978 | 20 Cal. 3d 4

Overview: Under the strict product liability doctrine.
whether a product was unreasonably dangerous
should not have been incorporated into appellant's
burden of proof in his product liability action against
respondents.

4

Strict Liability in Tort Instructions Design Defect
Unreasonably Dangerous Product. —In a strict liability
action against the manufacturer of a high-lift loader by a

__trial court committed prejudicial error in instructing the
jury that "strict liability for a defect in design . . . i
based ...

.. OT CONsuUmer represents an undue restriction on the

£ [E] [ O] &5 5 I 32 B AL 36 2 B AR g
BEiEEREBNRIREREeNRS I B Z I EREER Protutis Liabity § 26
EEX: #BRIEH - A ERxH) eticton on the applcaion of srct Habily princpes
in both instances. The court further held that a ...
.. Under the strict product liability doctrine, whether a

product was unreasonably dangerous should not have

.. been incorporated into appellant's burden of proofin
—_— his product liability action against respondents.
Appellant was injured while he was operating ...

4. A Tincherv. Omega Flex

— Supreme Court of Pennsylvania | Nov 19, 2014 | 628 Pa.
20R
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o 2. € Simard v. White
Court of Appeals of Maryland | OctO7, 2004 | 383 Md. 257

Overview: Purported Maryland commoen law rule allowing a defaulting purchaser at a foreclosure sale to receive any excess
proceeds from a resale was not and never had been the law in that state.

__. to the original mortgage debt, a defaulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds _ .

... at the resale. If the sum bid at the second sale is both higher than the bid at the first sale and more than sufficient to pay off the
mortgage debt, the defaulting purchaser at the first sale |, absent fraud or extraordinary circumstances, still is not entitled to ...

__. to the original mortgage debt, a defaulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds _ .

... we hold that if the sum hid at the cacgnd sale is both higher than the bid at the first sale and is more than sufficient to pay off the
mortgage debt, i %ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ ser at the first sale | absent fraud or extraordinary circumstances, still is not entitled to ..

. to the original ¢ , faulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds .

o 2 € Simardv. White 60
L8  Recently viewed: Jul 17, 2018

P4 | 383 Md. 257

Overview: Furported Maryland common law rule allowing a defaulting purchaser at a foreclosure sale to receive any excess
proceeds from a resale was not and never had been the law in that state.

... to the onginal mortgage debt, a defaulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds .

... at the resale. If the sum bid at the second sale is both higher than the bid at the first sale and more than sufficient to pay off the
mortgage debt, the defaulting purchaser at the first sale | absent fraud or extraordinary circumstances, still is not entitled to .

... to the original mortgage debt, a defaulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds ...

.. we hold that if the sum bid at the second sale is both higher than the bid at the first sale and is more than sufficient to pay off the
mortgage debt, the defaulting purchaser at the first sale | absent fraud or extraordinary circumstances, still is not entitled to .

... to the original mortgage debt, a defaulting purchaser at the first sale is not entitled to claim any of the excess funds ...
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Kirtsaeng v. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 568 U.S. 519 568 U.S. 519 *

Syllabus

[1002] [***396] [**1352] [#*519] The "exclusive rights” that a copyright owner has "to distribute copies . . . of [a]
copyrighted work,” 17 U.S5.C. §106(3), are qualified by the application of several limitations set out in §5107 through 122,

including the “first sale” doctrine, which provides that "“the owner of a particular copy or phonorecord lawfully made under this title
. is entitled, without the authority of the copyright owner, to sell or otherwise dispose of the possession of that copy or
phonorecord,” §109(a). Importing a copy made abroad without the copyright owner's permission is an infringement of §106(3].

Kirtsaeng v. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 133 S. Ct. 1351 133 S. Ct, 1351 **

Syllabus

(100271 [***306] [##%1352] [*519] The "exclusive rights” that a copyright owner has “to distribute copies . . . of [a]
copyrighted work,” 17 U.5.C. §106(3], are qualified by the application of several limitations set out in 858107 through 122,
including the “first sale” doctrine, which provides that “the owner of a particular copy or phonorecord lawfully made under this title

. is entitled, without the authority of the copyright owner, to sell or otherwise dispose of the possession of that copy or

phonorecord,” §109(a). Importing a copy made abroad without the copyright owner's permission is an infringement of §105(37.

Kirtsaeng v. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 185 L. Ed. 2d 392|185 L. Ed. 2d 392 ***

Syllabus

[1002] [#**#*396] [**1352] [*519] The "exclusive rights” that a copyright owner has “to distribute copies . . . of [a]
copyrighted work,” 17 U.S5.C. §1068(3), are qualified by the application of several limitations set out in 88107 through 133,

including the “first sale” doctrine, which provides that "“the owner of a particular copy or phonorecord lawfully made under this title
. is entitled, without the authority of the copyright owner, to sell or otherwise dispose of the possession of that copy or

phonorecord,” §109(a). Importing a2 copy made abroad without the copyright owner's permission is an infringement of §105(3].
39
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Case Summary

procedural posture Procedural PostureE G il — S EN BEUTEZEREBIE ZAIRNES

Respondent publisher sued petitioner student/importer claiming unauthorized importation and resale of its books in violation
of 17 U.S.C.5. §5 106(3), 602. The district court held 17 U.S.C.S. § 109(a)'s first sale doctrine did not apply to copies of

American copyrighted works manufactured abroad, and a jury found willful infringement. The U.5. Court of Appeals for the

Second Circuit affirmed. The importer's petition for cartiorari was granted.

Overview Overview—R R AR B A TR RAVEARFZMAKHNEE -

The copies were, as authorized, manufactured abroad. When the importer moved from Thailand to the U.S. to study, he
asked friends and family to buy foreign edition English-language textbooks in Thai book shops, where they sold at low prices,
and mail them to him in the U.5. He then sold the books, reimbursed his family and friends, and kept the profit. The
language of § 109(a) read literally favored a nongeographical interpretation, that "lawfully made under this title” meant made

"in accordance with"” or "in compliance with” the Copyright Act. Section 109(a) said nothing about geography. 17 U.5.C.5. §
104 said that works “subject to protection under this title” included unpublished works "without regard to the nationality or
domicile of the author,” and works “first published” in any nation that had signed a copyright treaty with the U.S. Copyright-
related consequences, along with language, context, and interpretive canons argued strongly against a geographical
interpretation of § 109(a). History reiterated the importance of the “first sale” doctrine. The "first sale” doctrine applied to
copies of a copyrighted work lawfully made abroad.

Outcome Outcome— R FARHZRBIFTBREZRE -

The Second Circuit's judgment finding that the first sale doctrine did not apply was reversed, and the case was remanded for

further proceedings. 6-3 Decision; 1 opinion; 1 concurrence; 1 dissent.
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='= Apple's current motion follows multiple rulings regarding preliminary and permanent

tinjunctions in the two patent lawsuits between Apple and Samsung in this Court, including

Ethree opinions from the Federal Circuit. In its March 6, 2014 order denying Apple's request

Eﬁ::r a permanent injunction in the first lawsuit, this Court summarized the relevant

Epruceedings in both litigations, the appeals to the Federal Circuit regarding injunctions, and

Ethe Federal Circuit's guidance regarding the proper analysis for assessing injunctive relief in

Epatent cases. See Order Denying Apple's Renewed Mot. for Permanent Injunction at 5-14,
:Apple, Inc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., No. 11-CV-01846-LHK, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 29721
E-.’N.D. Cal. Mar. 6, 2014 [87] (ECF No. 3015, "1846 Injunction Order").

=-= Of particular relevance are the Federal Circuit's opinions in "Apple I" (678 F.3d 1314
i (Fed. Cir. 2012)), "Apple II" (695 F.3d 1370 (Fed. Cir. 2012)), and "Apple III" (735 F.3d
:1352 (Fed. Cir. 2013)){1&

Apple's current motion follows multiple rulings regarding preliminary and permanent injunctions
in the two patent lawsuits between Apple and Samsung in this Court, including three
opinions from the Federal Circuit. In its March 6, 2014 order denying Apple's request for a
permanent injunction in the first lawsuit, this Court summarized the relevant proceedings in
both litigations, the appeals to the Federal Circuit regarding injunctions, and the Federal
Circuit's guidance regarding the proper analysis for assessing injunctive relief in patent cases.
See Order Denying Apple's Renewed Mot. for Permanent Injunction at 5-14, Apple, Inc. v.
Samsung Elecs. Co., No. 11-CV-01846-1HK, 2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 29721 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 6,
2014)[87] (ECF No. 3015, "1846 Injunction Order"), Of particular relevance are the Federal
Circuit's opinions in "Apple I' (678 F.3d 1314 (Fed. Cir. 2012}), "Apple II' {695 F.3d 1370
(Fed. Cir. 2012)), and "Apple III" (735 F.3d 1352 (Fed. Cir. 2013)).|1&
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1. @ Aapplelnc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., 693 F.3d 1370

It iz well established that as the Earl‘g.-' seeking emergency relief, -“.Dl:llE! - Jurisdiction
“must make a clear showing that itis atrisk of irreparable harm, LS. Federal
which entails showing a likelihood of substantial and immediate Court
|rre arable injury.” Apple, Inc. v. Samsung Electrnmn:s Co . BYBE.2d Federal

4. ‘1325 ed. Cir. 2012} (hereinafter Apple | [n::ltlng Winter , 555 Circuit Court

I.JS at 22 ; Weinberger v. Romero—Barcelo, 456 L1.5. 305 311,102 of Appeals
S Ct 1798, 72 L. Ed. 2d 91 (1982} : O'Shea v. Littleton , 414 U.S./488 ’

502,94 5. Ct. EEEI 3B L. Ed 2d 6 é‘1 El?dé}& see also Beacon Date
Theatres, Inn:: '-..' Westover , 358 LS. 5-507 . 79 5. Ct 948, 3 L. Oct 11, 2012
Ed. 2d 988 (1959 (" The basis of injunctive reliefin the federal courts
has always een irreparable harm and inadequacy of legal
remedies.”). Butin cases such as this—where the accused product
includes many features of which only one (or a small minarity) infringe
—a finding that the patentee will he atrisk of irreparable harm does
naot alane ustl unn:tl'-.-'e relief. Rather, the patentee must alsa o
establish hatt arm is sufficiently related to the infringement. -

2. Applelnc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., 733 F.3d 1352

This court has previously issued two opinions in appeals inunlvinlg - Jurisdiction
these particular parties and the issue ofin unu:tl'-..'e relief. In Apple [Inc. .S Federal
V. 3amsung Electronics Co ., 678 F.3d 13 [tFecI. Cir. 2012%, referred Court
to here as &pple |, we resolved an appeal in this case arising from Federal
the district court's denial of a preliminary injunction with respect to four Circuit Court
Apple Fatents. including three patents that are atissue in the current of Appeals
appeal. We affirmed the district court's denial of injunctive relief with )
respectto those three patents but vacated the denial of injunctive relief Date
with respect to the fourth patent on the ground that the pafent was Mov 18, 2013
likely not invalid. See id . at 1333 -

3. W apple Inc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., 678 F.3d 1314
Because the district court has not yet weighed the balance of - Jurisdiction
hardships to the parties and the public interest factors, we do not have LI.=. Federal

a sufficient basis for concluding that the failure to enter an injunction Court

58



Mnhoow B F

— AR EEIF R A

> T Fruit of the poisonous tree s BHIRIE

» TMiranda Warning. JKEZEZE ( 384 U.S. 436 )

> T Strict Liability . #iBKEE

» FGestational Surrogacy. XIBEZH

> TEmployment Discriminations FAZEL1R

- BHImEBERGZFEG - AR - BT

> "8ER, =5 --Brown v. lllinois > 66 11l. 344, * ; 1872 Ill. LEXIS 536, **

> EBAHE TEHy --TITLE 35. PATENTS PART Il CHAPTER 11 § 116. Inventors
> 35USCS §116

> AR TS AY3ZE --Civil Mediation in Taiwan: Legal Culture and the
Process of Legal Modernization

> 6 E. Asia L. Rev. 191

59



+ - Folders-oJikE il EHEE AR EBE BB E I

Lexis Advance®™

Folder: My Folders ' Actions ~

Folders

* Search Within All Folders

Document: ARTICLE: Civil Mediation in Taiwan: Legal Culture and the Pr...

. KA
Actions ™ | vy

Addto il v

ey &y @2 0 JumpTo™ | Resultslist 4 Previous document | Next document

Shepard's®
ARTICLE: Civil Mediation in Taiwan: Legal
Culture and the Process of Legal Modernization,
6 E. Asia L. Rev. 191

Shepardize® this document

Copy Citation

Fall, 2011

v @ Browse v [RKEEaREE SICCRIN O Client: TWTEST002 ~
Research

History +  More ~

Folders

Alerts
Motifications
Settings
Feedback &
Help

Price Guide
Live Support &

Sizn-in Profile &

My Lexis™

Sign Out

Type

Folder

Client

TW TEST 001
Last Modified
Aug 28, 2013
10:05:17 p.m.

EDT 60



J\ - Settings---OEc S ERA BN EREIRFIETT

Al

Lexis Advance®
Research

v & Browse ¥ Client: TW TEST 002 - History - More

Folders

Alerts

L6X| S Ad Van Ce@ HnE e

Settings Help
Price Guide
General
Live Support
Lexis Advance® Research Sign-in Profile &
Lexis Advance® Litigation Profile Suite My Lexis™

Sign Out

Lexis Practice Advisor®

Once you click 'Save Changes to Settings & Close', your preferences will be
applied to any pages you view. If you have changed your default start page,
you will see the new preference the next time you sign in to the product.

Legadl oedrch
You have not created any alerts.

1935 C 1391 See Help to find out how fo create an alert.

Legal Search

GOOGLE.INC
' L e O dendid =1 NN G B frid =4 727 254 - 20aN_ 4400 k05 OREd 2k 1 2R 7 Sermmnorhde Snrid =34 A3 55 76-0252- 4 b 3a-a5 70-07 5fc A 740074

61



General

Lexis Advance®
Research

Lexis Advance®
Litigation Profile Suite

Lexis Practice
Advisor®

General

Start page

Research ¥

Results Display Settings
Mumber of results to display per page

(far search results, Shepard's®, and Legal Issue Trail anly)
10 A

Choose how much detail to include far each result

'‘Marrow By' Filters
Choose how you want post-search filters to be displayed

sortjurisdiction, location, and courtfilters:

0 Bynumber of results (highest - lowest)

® Alphabetically (4-Z)

When displaying jurisdiction and locatian filters, always list these first
LS Federal Edit

When displaying court filters, always list these first
1.3, Supreme Court Edit

Document Display Settings

Fonttype

Verdana ¥
Fontsize

2mall ¥
Sample Text

The guick brown fox jumps over the lazy doa.

Lexis Advance® Research

Display this practice area by default when signingin

Lexis Advance® Research home v

Search
Include legal phraze equivalents with search

¥ Recognize and use legal entities when performing 2 search
Retain search filters for future sessions

Recults

Dizplaysearch results in this category first

Cases ¥

Preferred results setdisplay

® Standard (Shows top results)

0 Expanded (Shows all results)

Category Display

Cazelaw

0 Shaow Overview [Shows an editarial summary of the document)

#® show Terms [Shows the overview plus 2 view of search terms in context)
0 show Extract (Showsthe overview plus a view of 2 section of the document)
Other categories

® Terms (Shows search termsin context)

O Extract(Shows a section of the document)

Marrow results

Apply filters for subcatezories  What's this?

Sort 'Browse Sources' filter:

0 By number of results (highest - lowest)

TSI N PN N S | P

62



Narrow By:

Jurisdiction

Category

Practice Area &
Topic

Recent &
Favorites

Advanced Search

Ll Cases *

L] Statutes and Legislation

L Administrative Codes and Regulations
I Administrative Materials

I Secondary Materials

) Forms

L Briefs, Pleadings and Motions
L Jury Instructions

L Jury Verdicts and Settlements
L Expert Witness Analysis

L Dockets

L Directories

L Mews

L Legal Mews

) Scientific

L Company and Financial

REFE=EEE LA REL Cases =485

™ You have selected fo initially view your results in Cases. You can change this in Settings.

63



N MTEEETHE

Document: Barker v. Lull Engineering Co., 20Cal. 3d 413 | Actions ~

“ || | Mavigate all terms - w || @, Search Document
Deliver document...
Print (current settings)
Choose new settings = =
[ Il Engineering Co., 20 Cal. 2d 413
Email
Download (current settings) Copy Citation
Choose new settings
Send to Dropbox [current Supreme Court of California

settings)
Choose new settings

January 1&, 1973
Printer-friendly view

S=.FoMNo, 23519

Reporter
20 Cal, 3d 413 | 573 P.2d 442 | 143 Cal. Rptr, 225 | 1978 Cal. LEXIS 176 | 96 AL R.3d 1

RAY P, BARKER, Plaintiff and Appellant, v. LULL ENGIMNEERIMNG COMPANY, INC., et al,, Defendants and
Fespondents; EMPLOYERS INSURAMNCE OF WALISALL, Intervener and Respondent

Prior History: Superior Court of the City and County of San Francisco, Mo, 627755, Leland 1. Lazarus «,

Judge,

Disposition: The judgment in favor of defendants is reversed,

64



Email To

= Full documents for selected results (1)

Flease enter a walid email address.
o Attachments only for selected results, where

availahle ryana@|
Include document attachments, where Sul:lject
available

Email:Barksr v. Lull Enginesering Co._ 20 Cal. 3d
Document type

= Portable Document Format {.PDF) E u !
» Microsoft Word®-compatible (.DOCX)

» WordPerfect®-compatible (WPD)

b LexisMNexis® CaseMap®

When attaching multiple documents

= Group and save documents as a single file

Distribution is subjectto Terms & Conditions m Cancel

Delivery Complete

Your download request has been successfully processed. If prompted Dy your browser, either open the

document, or save It 0 a folder onvyour computer. Ifyou are not prompted (o save or apen the delivered
documents, check your browser's default location for downloaded documents.

Barker v, Lull Engineering Co._ 20 Cal. 3d 413

e o Close
|

"L Barkerv. Lull Engines~ FDF =
|




Lexis Advance®

v @ Browse ¥

Research

elp Choose Your Feature / All Help *

Q  ClientTEST ~

SIS

Search Help ‘

Content Listing

Searching the Online Help

Lexis Advance® Support Page

= = =5 -
&85 @ @ = A7
Viewing Your Search Results # All About...
. . . _ _ + Bbout Lexis
Read through the links below for more information about working with your results. Advance®
O What is narrowing my results? + Deliver Your Results
O + History

O

OO0 o0 oo o oo o

Results List Page

What's the difference between "Expanded Results" and "Fewer Results"?
Tutorial, Working with Search Results

Full Document Page

Marrow or filter my results after a search

Get back to my previous results after narrowing them one or more times
Restrict my results to a specific date range

Restrict my results to documents containing spedcific keywords

Restrict my results to a specific practice area or topic

Restrict my results to specific categories

Cownload my results or documents

Product Tutorials
Searching with
Lexis Advanca®
Selecting Sources
Selecting Topics
Lising the Lexis

advance® Research
Map

LIsing the Practice
Center

Working with alerts
Warking with
Folders

Working with the
Full Document

sing Lexis

History ¥ More v

Folders
Alerts

Motifications

Settings
Feedback
Help
Price Guide
Live Support &

Sign-in Profile

My Lexis™

Sign Out

66



67



xFBHR

68



I =Fis
20114, 2 E 4 (David Slater)ZFIEHF AL B SER A EH
Wik e EEilfR SREFNaruto)iBEMAITER, =
IR RER, EMEIIEER | FI R EHFIERBEEKR, &
HEDELBRERRE BRAEMREM, BRARSZ TR
EEE, HIURREBEEMEMNR R, RFIEE 2RSEEIR,
DavidE A 18 F kiR (copyright), B E IR &% AR F I
EBM). X EFEWEME (PETA) 2015 F KRBz
Naruto[R]E Bl ;LT & David Slater, $§1%David Slater{iRILHH
BIEMEERE, BXREBE---

~ 0

69



& B1E
20114, 52 E HF(David Slater)7E FNJEFR NI BLFE S EIR A EHH
Wik e EEillE SREFNaruto)iBEMAITER, =
HInEARIER, £MEIEENR | FRRFHFEEHEKR, &
HERA LBREARE BRAEMNEREM, BIRFRS TR
AHEE FlIERSFEMEMNER, KTHIEE 2 HEFMEIRE,
DavidE T8 A IR 7 h#E(copyright), B EIR & AR A rI(HE
EBHM) . XEl EFeili] (PETA) 2015 F AR FE Tk
Naruto[Rl £ ;E [T i & David Slater, $§#%EDavid Slater{RIL#H
BB, BREE-

~ 0

70



Document: Naruto v. Slater, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11041  Actions ~

-y & 32 & £ D Goto v page Page# v Q, Search Document

© Naruto v. Slater, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11041

Copy Citation

United States District Court for the Northern District of California
January 28, 2016, Decided; January 28, 2016, Filed

Case Mo. 15-cv-04324-WHO
Reporter
2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11041 * | Copy. L. Rep. (CCH) P30,881 | 2016 WL 362231

NARUTO, et al., Plaintiffs, v. DAVID JOHN SLATER, et al., Defendants.

71



Product T

"utorials

The tutoria

s below introduce various product areas and

teach you how to use key features of Lexis Advance®.
> Tutorial: Getting Started with Lexis Advance®
> Tutorial: Searching
> Tutorial: Working with Search Results
> Tutorial: Using Lexis Advance® Alerts
> Tutorial: Using the Lexis Advance® Legal Issue Trail™
> Tutorial: Delivering Results in Lexis Advance®
> Tutorial: Using Folders in Lexis Advance®
> Tutorial: Viewing Your Search History in the History List View
> Tutorial: Using the Lexis Advance® Research Map
> Tutorial: Overview of the Shepard's® Citations Service

> Tutorial: S
> Tutorial: S

hepard's® Citing Decisions
hepard's® Appellate History

> Tutorial: Using LexisNexis® Headnotes in Shepard's® Reports

> Tutorial: S

hepard's Table of Authorities
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