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Print, download, or email cases
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nextcafe lf' Print/Save Bublic Link
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¥ Addto My Favorites
& Email

These options are

aVailabIe at the tOp Of Marbury v. Madison. 5 U.S. (1803)
each Fastcase document
. 5U.8.137
in the grey toolbar. 2L.Ed. 60
1 Cranch 137

William MARBURY
V.
James MADISON, Secretary of State of the United States.

Supreme Court of the United States

February, 1803

Printing options

» Fastcase allows you to download, save, and print an unlimited amount of primary law documents.
» You can change the number of columns and file format (Microsoft Word or PDF).
Print Document

Document selected:  parhury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137, 2 L. Ed. 60, 1 Cranch 137 (1803)

Highlight search terms- O Yes ® No
Number of columns: 2 v
Format: | Microsoft Word 2007 And Later (DOCX) gv|

o Print/Save e Cancel
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o (1834)
- Matthew Bender & Co., Inc. v. West Pub. Co., 158 F.3d 893 (C.A 2 (N.Y.), 1998)
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.. United States v. Wurie (1st Cir_, 2013)
.. Bel-Ray Co., Inc. v. Chemrite Ltd., 181 F.3d 435 (3rd Cir., 1999)
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U Fourth Amendment
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Advanced Caselaw Search

Agvanced Caselaw Search
» Go to Search > Search Cases from soarch Tyge] * Keynees o oceen) ) s Lagngn - Conn o |
the black toolbar along the top of
the screen to access the Advanced
Caselaw Search page.

» Many more options are available:

» Change the search mode

» Change your jurisdiction e Fmans
» Adjust your date range. — s

Different types of searches

» Citation Lookup; Natural Language; and Keyword (Boolean)

Stat  Search  Results  Document  Print  Mylibrary  Options  Help

Advanced Caselaw Search

Search Tyl{ . @ Keyword Search (Boolean) ) Natural Language O Citation Lookup

[ Show Search Tips
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Mix and match jurisdictions

W wndnidal Jurisdictions

1 minces O sontana Ol Ahode island »-nw-...-
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I cesfornia O Kentucky O bewsorsey [ Tosms

! Coloradn [ Louisinna L] e Miodico £ tenhy

O connecticut [ Mmaine O maw York O varment

L) petmnra [ Marytand | Mvarth Carctinn. L] irginia

U Drtrict of Colurritne. L] Mossachisetts [l Morth Dokata [ Washingion

Flonda ] michigan | oha | West Virginin

O Gecrgia O Minnesata O Okahome O wisconsin

1 Havaii 1 Missasaippi 1 aregon 1 Wyoming

1 isha O Misun O posinsybvania [ Guam

@ seccran (@ clesr An

» Select Individual
Jurisdictions to search
within one particular
state, district, circuit etc.

» Or mix and match in any
combination.

Operators for keyword searches

AND, &

OR
NOT

w/3, /3

libel AND damages

premarital OR prenuptial

negligence NOT criminal

custody w/15 interrogation

testif*
mari?uana

“estate tax”

(confront OR cross-examine)

(operstor[pample—————Jpeseiption |

Results must contain both “libel” and “damages”

Results must contain either “premarital” or “prenuptial”

Results must contain “negligence” but must not contain the
word “criminal”

Results must contain “custody” within 15 words of
“interrogation.” Select a number to limit the distance
between words

Results must contain some variation of the stem “testif”
such as testified, testifying, etc.

Results must contain a m-a-r-i-__-u-a-n-a with one letter
being substituted for the question mark

Results must contain the exact phrase: estate tax

Altering the order of operations (more later)
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AND — libel AND damages

Only returns cases at the intersection
damages — ones containing both the words libel
and damages.

libel AND

darrages

OR — prenuptial OR premarital

i Returns all cases around the perimeter
prenuptlal OR of the two words — either those using
i the word prenuptial or the word
premarital the word®
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NOT — negligence NOT criminal

Only returns cases mentioning

negligence criminal “negligence” without referencing the
word “criminal.”

Proximity or within — w/# or /#

custody /5 interrogation — return cases where custody appears within 5 words
of interrogation

Sample matches:

in-custody interrogation of a suspect. . .. (w/1 matches.)
unless in-custody police interrogation is . . . . (w/2 matches.)
interrogation while in custody may give . . . . (w/3 matches.)
when in custody for purposes of interrogation . ... (w/4 matches.)




Root expander (*, !)

Prosecytor Prosecutors

Return all cases beginning with the
letters prosecut — important: for a
Boolean search, Fastcase doesn’t
return past-tense, future tense,
gerunds, etc.

Single letter wildcard — ?

rec ved

rec ved| |rec ved

recP?ved — return all cases with
cither spelling (correct or wrong) of
received

1/6/2016
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“Quotation marks”

“notice of appeal” — returns only cases with the exact phrase notice of
appeal

Sample matches:

Defendant timely filed her notice of appeal with .. ..

One must file notice of appeal with the prothonotary . . ..

Not in search results:

Defendant erroneously filed two notices of appeal with . . . .

Parentheses — ()

Consider the following search:

getaway car OR vehicle AND getaway

1/6/2016
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car OR vehicle AND getaway

What Fastcase actually sees:

(vehicle AND getaway) OR car

Subtle but important distinction

Correct: Incorrect:

(car OR vehicle) AND getaway car OR (vehicle AND getaway)

e y /\\
I getaway o

1/6/2016
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Advanced Caselaw Search
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(Wis., 2011)  wew documant
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Bankx
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Citing Law Reviews

Iszye 2 - (Windsr 20121 Evadng Confrontatipn. From Cng Amombous Standard o Angthe: 35 Seaflle U | Rey 473
{2011-3017) (Seattie Universy Liw Roview)

1he states that recognize um uetlumrsas an axcephon 1o the Sedh Amendment confrontation nght *), Clay, 026
NYS 2d at 609 (= Clauso excoption, and listing variouws stabe court
decisions reaching e same TMP Siale v Beeu champ, 796 N.W.2d 780, 752-65 (Wis. 2011) (approving dyng
doclarabions as & Confrontation Clause excepbon that was "deoply rocled in the common law™), s00 also Crensien,
supra note 316, mt 1441 ("With fow axcaptions, courts post-Crawford have hold that dying declarabons, aven whon
hey Bl

Seom A1

Generated on Decemuer s, 214 All Citing Cases

Jursdiction
Al Jurisdictions

M4 1wBolBresults F K

s (M App_2014) May 27, 2014
Cranwtord did not upend the tradtional view that dying serve a5 both to i [ y e and

he constiubonal nght of @ defendant to confront fis accusers.”); State v. Beduchamp. T96 N.W.2d 780, TE4-85 (Wis. 2011)
[Thise principhes compl the conchesion that alowing this hearsay sxaption £ompons with the protections of the Canfrontation
Clause ") Contra United States v Mayhew, 380 F Supp. 2d 961, 864.65 (5.0. Ohio 2005) (Mayhew admitted the dyng declaration
but ratonakzed the exempbon from the Confrontaben Clause as an nstance of

5 2 State v Richmand [Wes App 20
dnd not seek @ Machner heanng § We dechne to consider the ments of Richmond's ineffective assistance claims because he faled
o rase them at the inal court 7 See Husbner, 235 Wes. 2d 486, 110, State v. Beauchamp, 2011 W1 27, 30 n 32 333 Wis. 241
796 NWL2d T80) A Machner hearing i "a prerequisite to a claim of ineffective reps on appeal to pr

of ial counsel ) (ctation oeled), By he Gourl —wdgmend affered.  This cpiion will not e published. See WIS, STAT
RULE 809 23(1)b)5 Motes: 1. Al references

Hovember 19, 2013

2 3 Gondie v State (Misz_App 2013} August 27, 2013
not mesedy in existence but was centuries old by that point, the logic of Giles cannot support the conclusion that the hearsay
exception afforded for G O offends the State v. 796 NW.2d 780, T92-63 (Wisc 2011) See
also Commornwealth v. Nesbil, B32 N.E 2d 289, 251 (Mass. 2008) (Considering the Supreme Court's guidance on the issue, we
are reluctant 1o expand that nght beyond the histoncal parameters indicated in Cransford.” (guoting People v. Gimone, 626 N.E 2d
20, 302 (0. App. £t 2005))), People v Clay, 88 AD3d 14, 26.27 (N.Y. App. Dne

3 4 State v Fellon, 2012 W1 App 114, 344 Wis, 2 483 824 NW.20 67 App_ 2012} Seplember 18, 2012
bound by decmons of the Unded States Supreme Court inberpreting federal law, not those of the lower federal courts. Stale v
Webster, 114 Wis 2d 418, 426 n 4, 338 N'W 2d 474, 478 n 4 (1983), State v. Beauchamp, 2010 W1 App 42, § 17, 324 Wis 2 162,
177=178, TB1 NW 2d 254, 261 ('On federal questions, Wisconsin courts ane bound only by the decisions of the United States
Supreme Court *), aff'd 2011 W1 27, 333 Wis.2d 1, 796 N.W.2d 780 In any event, Felton does not contend that the magistrate
jadge’s decision affects s appeal 4 A

v (N Y 2011} June 78, 2011
PETER B SKELOS, JP. THOMAS A DICKERSON . RANDALL T ENG.. FLUMMER E LOTT, JJ. APFEAL by the defendant
from a pudgrment of the Supreme Gourt, (Deborah Downg, J.), rendered November 21, 2007, in Kings County. comacting hem of
Frurder in the second degree, upan a jury verdsct, and impasing sentence .. Lynn W, L Fahey, New York, MY, (Derise A Corsi of
counsal), for appellant . Chares .. Hynes, Distnct Attomey, Brocidyn, MY, (Leonard Jobiove, Howard B. Goodman, and Mekssa )

Bad Law Bot

L Autharity Chack

L Highght | all sanreh sma o
Finat previaun tamm (] nestiem (N
Extilc Lok

EABN0UN CHIR. PANLEARE
Jump 12 the mast (slsan GamEgED M)

196 F.Supp.2d 796
UNITED STATES of America, Plaintifr,
Angela JUHN;DN. Defendant.
Nos. CR 00-3034-MWB. CR 01-2046-MWE.
United States District Court, N.D. lowa, Central Division.
April 23, 2002,

Paga 706
COPYRIGHT MATERIAL OMITTED
Page 767
COPYRIGHT MATERIAL OMITTED
Page 758

Atfred E_ Willett, Terpsira, Epping & Willett, Codar Rapids, 1A, Dean A Stowers, Rasenberg Law Frm, Des Moines
1A, Thomas P Frerichs, Frenchs Liw Difice, Wateroo, 1A PAInck J. Bemgan, Watson & Dameron, LLP, Kansas City,
MO, Philp & MacTagga, Federal Public Defender, Davenpor, 1A, Robert R Rigg, Drake University Legal Clinic, Des
Muoines, 1A, for Defendant

Patiick | Resnien, Charles . Wiliams, U S, Alry's Cffice, Northesn District of lowa, Cedar Rapds, 1A, for U S

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER REGARDING GOVERNMENT'S NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE

Bad Law Bot " - what other courts have sald about this case

When a court ciles 8 case that has been overlumed of reversed (even on other grounds). ihe Bluebook
firquires that this coun mdscate thi negat hstary nght there in the citation. Bad Lavw Bet reats thiough the
caticns i Fastcase, entihong this kond of negats “signal information™ m cilabons. It then repors whal
olber counls hive sad aboul this case when ciling i, Raggng negalve history reporad by the couts The
#u list of citing cases i below Mo »

US v Johnson 403 F Supp 2d 721 (N D lowa, 2005)

™ Negative treatment indicated in a citation in this cass
her seventeenth grotind for judgnient of scquittal or new trial, is that this colst and the Exghth Circuit Court of Appeals erred in
allowing into evidence the festimony of aihouse informant Robert McNeese and other fruits of his evidence. This ground revives:
Essues extensively Migated pretial. See United States v Johnson, 196 F.Supp.2d 798 (N.DJowa 2002) (rufing on defendants
motion 16 Suppress evidence from jalhouse informant as to indictment on non-capital offenses), rev'd, 338 F.3d 918 (8th Cir 2003},
res'd, 352 F 3d 330 (ih Cir 2004) (panel rehearing), cent denied, U S

Decemnber 16, 2005

LS. v Johnson, 354 F Supp 2d 9309 (N.D. jowa, 2005}

P Negative treatment indicated in a citation in this case
n return for obtaming mcnminating evidence about other pnsoners. However, the court based its finding of agency pnor to

Seplember 11, 2000. solely on the these grounds, because the record planly did not suppoet a finding of agency under the “bnght

line nde” stated in Moore. See United States v. Johnson, 186 F.Supp.2d 798, 863-871 (N.D.Jowa 2002), rev'd, 338 F.3d 818,

and rev'd, 352 F.3d 330 (Bth Cir2003), cen demied, US| 1255.CL 15, 160 L Ed 2d 45 (2004) Second, the Eighth

January 3, 2008

Circuit Court of Appeals.
LLS v Honken 378 FSupp 2d 628 (N D lowa, 2004) Jume 7, 2004
¥ Negative reatment indicated in a citation in this case

of this mabon begins with & review ol some addtional lactual 1 As ths court
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