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In a case involving a group of major commercial airlines, 
Casepointʼs TAR capabilities were used by the leading 
Plaintiffs co-counsel to not only cull 3.5 million documents to 
600,000 documents, but also to identify and expose an 
overproduction caused by another eDiscovery solution that 
uses bolted-on software for its analytics features. This 
resulted in the courts granting the Plaintiffs‘ request for an 
extension over the Defendantsʼ objections. 

The Defendant (which used a bolted-on, multi-software 
solution) estimated their production would contain 85% of all 
responsive documents with a 58% precision rate. With these 
estimates, the production was expected to contain at leastone 
responsive document for every non-responsive document 
captured by TAR (1:1). The Defendant produced 3.5 million 
documents by the strict deadline provided by the courts. 

A month after production, the Plaintiffs used Casepointʼs 
AI-assisted review features to validate the data. The 
Validation Sample indicated the production actually 
contained over 97% of all responsive documents, but the 
precision estimate was only 16.7%. This means that Plaintiffs 
would need to sort through at least four non-responsive 
documents for every one responsive document in the 3.5 
million document production (4:1) -- a much different 
outcome compared to the Defendantsʼ Control Set estimates. It took the Defendantsʼ attorneys a month to 
confirm this error, which was made using the AI-assisted review features of the bolted-on software 
solution. Following the Defendantsʼ acknowledgment of the error, the Plaintiffs submitted their motion to 
extend, which was then granted by the Court. 

Plaintiffs Win Motion by Using Casepoint

The Facts
Culled 3.5 million produced 
documents down to 600,000 
responsive documents

Casepoint identified and exposed 
an overproduction of documents 
made by another eDiscovery 
solution that uses bolted-on 
software for its analytics features

In the middle of a Plaintiffs case, the 
Plaintiffs discovered that the Control 
Set estimates provided by the 
Defendant (a major commercial airline 
corporation) differed from the 
Validation Sample produced using 
Casepoint. The findings resultedin the 
Court's ruling in the Plaintiffs' favor.
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Casepointʼs robust, end-to-end platform (in addition to our award-winning, hands-on project 
management services) are a win for plaintiffs firms. Casepoint eDiscovery is fast, powerful, and 
easy-to-use. Advanced analytics and artificial intelligence are collectively grouped under the 
name CaseAssist. CaseAssist — which is included and integrated within our end-to-end 
application at no additional cost - not only saves Plaintiffs firms money and time, but also 
increases accuracy in productions.

Advanced Analytics for Plaintiffs Matters

Built-in Analytics and AI can uncover data relevancy and improves accuracy

End-to-end solutions reduce the risk of analytical errors

Utilizing AI can save valuable time and a great deal of money

The application of AI is broadly accepted by court systems as a defensible
means to increase efficiency of review teams
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