9|USING FORECITE TO BACKSTOP YOUR CASE LAW RESEARCH

Forecite, a new addition to our suite of smarter legal research tools, is the perfect backstop to your case law research.
When you perform a keyword search on Fastcase, Forecite goes the extra mile and identifies seminal cases that can
easily be missed by ordinary keyword searches.

Forecite enhances your ordinary search results by carefully and comprehensively analyzing the citation structure of each
decision and identifying decisions. When Forecite finds decisions that are frequently cited by other decisions in your
search results but do not contain all of your search terms, it will notify you at the top of the results page.

The best part is that Forecite is completely automatic—you can perform keyword searches as you normally would and
Forecite will automatically prompt you when additional results are available for your search.

«Start by performing a keyword search the way you normally would.

«On the results screen, a salmon-colored banner will notify you if Forecite has identified additional results based on your
search terms.

«Clicking the arrow at the top right side will expand the results and clicking the case name will open the full text of the
case (the same as for your ordinary search results).
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Fastcase has identified 2 additional decisions that may be relevant to your research topic, but do not contain one or more of your search terms.

& Swann v. Board of Education. 402 U.S. 1. 91 S.Ct 1267. 28 L Ed_2d 554 (1971) 5 April 20, 1971 65 927
’+_‘ Brown v. Board of Education, 347 U.S. 483, 74 5.Ct. 686. 98 L.Ed. 873 (1954) ﬂ May 17, 1954 58 2.004
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ﬁ 100% 1. People Who Care v. Rockford Bd. of Educ., 851 F.Supp. 905 (N.D. lIl., 1994) February 18. 1994 6
The RBE members and the RSD top administrators have, over the years, opposed mandatory busing using the purported justification that the fransportation costs for
mandatory busing were prohibitive. Despite this stated reason, the RSD provided Board-paid transportation for many reasons including: mandatory busing for purposes
other than desegregation; mandatory busing of minority students; and busing for white voluntary desegregationtransfers. In fact, the RSD's transportation of
students
5 94% 2 Vaughns v. Board of Educ. of Prince George's County, 574 F Supp. 1280 (D. Md., 1383) June 20,1983 12
In Movember 1979, the Board formed a Citizens' Advisory Committee on Busing to study the elimination of whatthe Board stated was unnecessary busing. The official
Board resolution which created the Advisory Committee setforth as its overall objective the need to reduce the amount of busing and the average distances pupils were
transported. (Tr. at 2881; Plaintiffs' Exh. 185). The Committee was charged with examining noncontiguous areas to determine if some ofthem could be eliminated without...
5 % 3. United States v. Yonkers Bd. of Educ., 624 F Supp. 1276 (S.D.N.Y., 1985) Movember 20, 1985 35
734 (March 1978 report of Taxpayers Qrganization of North East Yonkers); 3B 759 (January 1978 position paper of Yonkers Federation of Teachers); GX 838 (January
1973 letter of Lincoln Park Taxpayers Association President). GX 842 (February 1978 position paper of Yonkers NAACP)). Virtually all of these reports expressed strong
disapproval ofthe Phase Il plan for reasons similar to some ofthose expressed atthe public hearings held in March 1978. including the loss of neighborhood schools
and
ﬁ 68% 4 Flaxv. Potts, 680 F Supp. 820 (N.D. Tex., 1988} February 19, 1988 3
The School District contends that busing in the FWISD has lostits effectiveness as 2 desegregation tool and contributes little to actual integration. The School District
believes that, atthis time in the history and development of its Desegregation Plan, busing has a negative impact on the educational opportunities of all students bused
This is particularly frue, says the School District, in the area of parental involvement and after-school student activities. The School District suggests
5 63% 5. Liddell v. Bd. of Ed., City of St Louis, Etc., 469 F Supp. 1304 (E.D. Mo., 1979) April 12,1979 1 il

«-What's more, you can add Forecite results to your print queue and generate an Authority Check report for each decision.
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