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Getting Started: Logging in

Go to www.fastcase.com Go to your bar

and click the Login button association’s website and
at the top right hand side of look for the Fastcase logo
the screen or link.

What Fastcase covers

Fastcase is a Primary Law Database

Case Law Federal and state case law back to 1950**

Statutes U.S. Code & official state statutes for D.C. plus 47
states

Other Links to state and federal administrative

Regulations regulations and codes (some are searchable)

Court Rules Links to state and federal courts rules (some are
searchable)

Constitutions Links to state and federal constitutions (some are
searchable)

. Go To Scope of
[www.fastcase.com ] [What is Fastcase ?]



http://www.fastcase.com/

Searching for caselaw

+ Keyword Search (with Boolean + Keyword Search (with Boolean
operators) operators)
« Citation Lookup + Natural Language Search

« Citation Lookup
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1. Develop aresearch strategy

What issue am | searching for?
What legal principles are involved?

Are there additional search terms )
that might be helpful? —

* Question

— Whether a police officer can draw blood without a
warrant for suspected driving while intoxicated

 Legal principles
— Fourth Amendment
— Search and seizure
— Warrant requirement
» Additional search terms
— Blood draw
— Driving while intoxicated




2. Broaden the depth (but not
the width) of your search

* Use synonyms

Gun

‘ Firearm, weapon ‘

» Use the wildcard operator

[ Litig

‘ Litigate, Litigation, Litigator ‘

» Use proximity (“within”) searches, not

exact phrases

Too specific

Better

a warrant to draw blood

“the fourth amendment requires | (blood \

0 warrant) & "fourth
amendment"”
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Advanced Caselaw Search

Search Type: © Keyword Search (Boolean) Natural Language

Citation Lookup

ihe fourth amendment requires a warrant to draw blood™

Shaw Search Tips
Syntax Example (click to run a search)
AND, & copyr preemption

landlord OR lessor

chemical waste NOT management
(security OR pledge) AND assignment
felony murder

=

with both the words "copyright" and "preemption”

cases with either the word "landlord” or "lessor"

with the words "chemical” and "waste" but not "management”
with either "security" or "pledge”, and also the word "assignment”
cases containing the exact phrase "felony murder”

Result

wi2, /2 capital w/2 punishment cases in which the word "capital” appears within 2 words of the word "puni|
* mitig= wildcard - cases containing variations of the stem, such as "mitigate”, "mil
Select Jurisdictions Recently Searched Jurisdictions
@ Al urisdictions O FL

All Federal Appeliate ©n

All State [SRVY

All District Courts ow

All Bankrupicy Courls O Ky

No Results

No documents found for the following search:

Search Phrase:  “the fourth amendment requires a warrant to draw
blood”

Jurisdiction(s) Al Jurisdictions
Suggestions.

Check your query for spelling errors.

EFSRISIN

Checkthat you are searching in the correct juris dictions

Broaden your search to include other passible search terms.

For citation searches, make sure you're citing the first page of the case.
Madify your existing search or starta new search by clicking below.

e

© 1999-2012 Fastease, Inc. Privacy Policy| T




1 Casolaw Search

Search Type: @ Keyword Saarch (Boolsn)

134008 W10 waITant) & Touth amenamene:

Weconty Searched Junamctions
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3.

Find more cases with the
Authority Check Report
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Skinner v. Railway Labor Executives Association, 489 U.S. 02,

Report lists and links 10| Rty A Awsprsryrit s

later citing cases in the

Fastcase

These are other

cases that cite to
Skinner. By reading
them, you may
discover new search
terms that you hadn’t
used in your earlier

search!
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Interactive Timeline

Each case that cites Skinner is

represented as a circle. The larger
the diameter, the more frequently
that case has been cited.
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Keyword Search Tips

“Unsupported Patterns
“AWI3 (EOR C)
~AW/3 (5 AND C)
*Supported Patterns
~(Aw/3 B) OR (Aw/3 C); (Aw/3 B) AND (Aw/3 C)

«Comes up when searching for case law citing a statute
*Incorrect: 111.2 OR 111.4
«Correct: “111.2” OR “111.4”

«Confusing: Cat AND Mouse OR Rabbit NOT Dog
“Better:

- ((Cat AND Mouse) OR Rabbit) NOT Dog

+ Cat AND ((Mouse OR Rabbit) NOT Dog)

((slander and publlc concern”) or libel) not “public official”

1. Libaly L ibed 616P 24306 4387 (Kan Ago 1080 September 12. 1980
JanetL. LIBEL. Appeliee. v. Jonn J. LIBEL, Appeliant

2 Libaly Adventure L ands of Amanca inc_ 482 F 3 1028 (ih Cr_2007) April 17,2007
I s case, b Lancs fed asistmen o cputedacsn 419por o summasycment i oppuaion Lbel ed 3 espons o A
Lands's statement of 35 well a5 Lands objected1o Libefs response ciaiming it
Vitaed Local e 561 because severa of LbeTs responses word-deniod wivost

unsubstantated phrases as Tdjenied . because fstatements are]

3 Libely Union Packc Railread 33 Kan Agp 2 853 1 730 Kan Ao 2005 April 15,2005

Libel arpues me rial court e in hoiding a 10 prouce avis s rai car Livers s

Callformia cases ta suppoetthis positon is Mispiaced since they deal wih a c 13w Nor can Libel succ .

Grcumstances presentad here to  MOIonSTs dutyIn Operating an nighway. cuty of  ral car owner

— as G5UNCt from e raliroad — &t 3 raiio3d

4

90 v Li 0 Kan Agp May23 1985
teamwtile, Unted Cooperaties had sued Libel Oil 1o Collect 3 $115,909.91 dett The tal court entered judgment for e plaintif on August 30, 1862
When the Co-0p 50upht gamishment of Libef's accounts owsd by te debtors named in e financing statement aiachment the Bank intervened
ciaiming a prior perfected securty Inferestin the accounts.

5 L 3 Kan, 191 (Kan. 1859 Aprl 12, 1969
Paul K. LIBEL, Appeiant.v. Warie CORCORAN. Appelles (Ruth Moyer and Louis Burke, Defendants)

6.0ma 10 Cir 6/272010) (19 Cir. 2010 June 8.2010
WILLIAM E. ORCUTT. Plaimiifl-Appeliant . BRANDON LIBEL. TONY LIBEL: BRICE LIBEL, JOEL R EULER, IRA DENNIS HAWVER. JAMES A NEEDHAM
THAD GEIGER CITY OF ELWOOD, KANSAS; DARRELL LAMME; LARRY HUNSAKER: DONIPHAN COUNTY, KANSAS; JERRY R. DUBACH, ROBERT
ORCUTT, also known as Bobby Dean Orcut, in their individual capacities only, Defendants-Appeliess.

sigh Enteronss 68 F 302 February 22, 1999
1 the Matter of the Libel and Petiion of KRISTIE LEIGH ENTERPRISES. INC . as Ownar of MV Kristio Leigh; et al Plaintfis. n the Matter of the Libel
ana Peson of Kriste Leigh Enterprises, Inc. 35 Owner of WA Kristie Leigh, Praintif-Appelles, Gateway Tugs, Inc., 35 Owner pro hac wce, of the M/
Kristie Laigh, Plaintfl Appeltant Cross-Appellee, v. American Commercial Lines. Inc. Defendant, Amando Ayata; Barey Joe Edmonson, Adaibedo
Ramirez, Inguidually and as representative of the
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5.  Search Across Jurisdictions

Use Advanced Case Law Search to construct a search that will search across all
courts with jurisdiction in your state or district.

Example: District of Columbia

U.S. Court of
Appeals for the

Dist. of Columbia

U.S. District
Court for the
Dist. of Columbia

U.S. Bankruptcy
Court for the
Dist. of Columbia

@ s




6. Save Searches By Bookmarking

Fastcase always uses static urls, allowing you to access
prior searches.

Save as many searches as you would like for later use by
bookmarking the results page.

Press Cirl + O from Name and save your

Perform a search. the Results screen. bookmark or favorite.

1/9/2013

Resus  Document  Prnt  MyLibary  Opfons  Help

teraciive Timeline Case Summaries
Add a Favorite [
_ Adda Favorite
e  Case L Addtis webpage =5 a favorte. To scosss yourfavertes, vistthe Decision Date
R Favortes Cert - T
sasohas identfied 3acdll [\ 5 UsC 1983cases more of your search terms
1. Donahoe v. Arpai Createin: | > | MNewfolder Apiil 9, 2012
Process in Violation Malicious Prosecution in Violation of 42
U.SC.§ 1083 and 1 Favorkes Bar Bment Rights n Vioiation of 42 US.C. §
1983, {6) Defamation iion and False Light in Violation of
Arizona Law against ) Mozl Frefax
S L Windows Live
2 Mcfadven v. Duke Univ, 785 F Supr 1) Fastoase research Marcn 31, 2011
Inihe present su. lainis now ssset v olowing clams: Count 1 Search and Sezursn Vioalon of 42 U.S.C. § 1989 anc Cansprecy, Count 2
Search and Seizue in Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1883 and Conspiracy; Count 3: Abuse of Process and Conspiracy in Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 10

Gount & Deprwaton o Fropery n Vioiaan o 42 U.8.C. § 1563 Count 5 Faise Fublis Statsments n Vioion o 42 U 5.C. § 1383, Gourt
Manufacture of Falss Inculpatory Evidence and Conspiracy in

3. Hood v. City of Boston, 891 F.Supp. 51 (D Mass, 1995) June 28, 1995
The taongle of Therrien, noviever, does ot apply here because, n the citcumstances o s oase, paini has not merely fed pleadings nat it
eference fo. €. 519 s taken the added step of explicitly waiving any right to recover under C.§ 1983. Plaintif has voluntarily

precluded himsef o Soni ng Tocovery under 42.0.5.C.§ 1983 and iriod Neal 6 50adng recovery nder 15 e . one respect at
least,is less favorable to plaintif because.

4. Douglas v N.Y. State Adrondack Park Agency (N.D. N.Y_ 2012) September 11, 2012

s stated above in Part | of this Decision and Order, Plainiifis' Complaint asserts the following 13 claims against the APA Defendants: (1) a claim for
selective enforcement, denial of equal protection, andlor denial of due process (in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments, pursuant to 42
U.5.C. §5 1683, 1985); (2) a claim for unlawiul search and seizure (in violation of the Fourth and Fourtaenth Amendments, pursuant o 42 U.S.C.§
1983); (3) a claim for malicious...

5. Hinzo v. New Mexico Dept. of Corr. (D.N.M., 2012} February 22, 2012

the 2009 incident where he was riansported by van following his surgery; (iv) whether Hinzo can maintain a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 claim for deliberate
indifference based on a sip-and-fall incident on prison steps; (v) whether Hinzo can maintain 42 U.S.C. § 1983 claims on the basis that Wiliams, and

7. Retrieve & Batch Print Multiple Cases

» Got a lot of cases to retrieve or print?

* You can enter up to 20 case citations in
the Quick caselaw or Advanced caselaw
search box, separated by commas.

» To print the cases, just add them to your
print queue.
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Quick Caselaw Search

612F Supp 24 90, 534 F 3d 1282, 510 F 3d 870, 285 F 34298

Start 2 New Search Last 10 Searches Heip Options
Advanced Caselaw Search FAQs
Search Statutes User Guide
Search Regulations Tus
Search Constitutions Live Chat
Search Court Rules E-mail Support
Search Attorney General Resources
Opinions

Search Newspapers

Results Interactive Timeline
Jurisdiction Print List of Results
Al urisdictions - M 4 1todofsresuis b M

Print/Save Documents in Queue

Relevance  Case

g 100% 1

INTRODUCTION. .. Robert Wade ("Wade”) brings this action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 to vindi
Add to Print Queue ponviction. He aims to subject that evidence to DNA testing and use the results, which he beli
thatthere was a Due Process right to postconviction access to biological evidence under cert

/ade v. Brady, 612 F.Supp.2d 90 (D. Mass., 2009)

100% 2 Brysonv._Gonzales

F.3d 1282 (10th Cir. 2008)

David Bryson was convicted of rape and spent 19 years in jail until exonerated by DNA eviden
Chemist Joyce Gilchrist, District Attorney Rabert Macy, and former Oklahoma City Police Chig!
prevented him from obtaining access to DNA evidence that he believed would demonstrate h

3 100% 3. Cooper v. Brown, 510 F.3d 870 (9th Cir. 2007)
Kevin Cooper appeals the district court's denial of his third federal pefition for a writ of habeas
entitied him to file a second or successive application; authorized... [510 F 3d 874] .. him to fil
“the question of Mr. Coopers innocence can be answered once and for all.” Coaper v. Woodft

= 100% 4. Han

ORDER... Appellee filed 3 petition for renearing and renearing en banc... Judge King voted to
No member of the Court requested a pall on the petition for rehearing en banc... Chief Judge
banc.. Judge Luttig filed an opinion respecting the denial of rehearing en banc... The Court di

¢ Horan, 285 F 3d 298 (4th Cir, 2002)

Results Interactive Timeline:

Jurisdiction:
All Jurisdictions - LR

Print List of Results
Print/Save Documents in Queue

Relevance  Case

A SN
\

=3 100% 1. Wade v Brady, 612 F Supp.2d 90 (D. Mass., 2009)

I INTRODUCTION... Robert Wade ("Wade") brings this action under 42 U.5.C. § 1983 to vindic:
conviction. He aims to subject that evidence to DNA testing and use the results, which he belie’
thatthere was a Due Process right to postconviction access to biological evidence under certai

=i} 100% 2 Bryson v. Gonzales, 534 F.3d 1282 (10th Cir., 2008)
David Bryson was convicted of rape and spent 19 years in jail until exanerated by DNA evidence
Chemist.Joyce Gilchrist, District Attarney Robert Macy, and former Oklahoma City Police Chief ¢
prevented him from obtaining access to DNA evidence that he believed would demonstrate his

=i} 100% 3. Cooper v. Brown, 510 F.3d 870 (9th Cir., 2007)
Kevin Cooper appeals the district court's denial of his third federal petition for a writ of habeas ¢




Print  Mylbrary ~ Options  Help

Print Documents

Documents selectec:  Bergerv. City of Seattle, 569 F.3d 1029 (9th Cir., 2009) 5
Hill v Colorado, 530 U.S. 703, 120 S.Ct. 2480, 147 LEd.2d 597 (2000) =<
Wade v. Brady, 612 F.Supp.2d 90 (D. Mass., 2009) =]
Cooper v. Brown, 510 F.3d 870 (Sth Cir., 2007) =]
Bryson v. Gonzales, 534 F.3d 1282 (10th Cir., 2008) 3
Harvey v. Horan, 285 F.3d 298 (4th Cir,, 2002) =]

Highlight search terms: ®

Numberof columns: 2~

Farmat Microsot Word (DOC) -

© envsae (@) cancel
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8. Use Forecite as a Backstop

« Forecite helps you by identifying important
cases that can easily be missed by
ordinary word searches.

* Example
— (Blood w/10 warrant) & "fourth amendment"

& Case Decision Date _ Resu

Fasicase has identiied 3adational cecisions fiat may be falevan! 1 your rese

of i Fourth Ar

10



Relevance  Case Decision Date  Resuts  Datsba:

e relevantto your researeh topic, bul 4o ot contain ane of moce of your s

Schmerberv. State of Cabornia, 384 U.S. 757, 86 S.CL 1826, 16 L.Ed.2d 908 {U.S. 1966)
Winois v, Galas, 462 1.5, 213, 103 .1 2317, 76 LEG20 527 (U.5. 1082)

Miranda v. State of Arizona Vigaera v. State of New York Westover v. Usiiad States State of Calfornia v. Stewart $212 761,
584,384 U.5. 436,86 5.CL 1602, 16 1.£6.20 634, 10 AL R34 974 (U5, 1966)

ants o
Fourth Amendment 1ghts

3 Fourth Amenament

ourth Amendment Law

3 warrant ace
the sear M
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9. Browse Statutes in Outline View

Use Outline View to navigate to a specific statute section quickly.

Select :
“Qanrc ) Click on the
Search Statutes’ “Browse” tab

from Search Menu

Search Statutes

Search Browse

Search Type=(_. d-Search (Boolean) () MaturalLanguage (@ Citation Lookup

Show Search Tips

Select Statutes

Current Editions:

+ [0 United States Code [+l [ Kansas + [0 Morth Dakota Search
+ [0 Alabama + [ Kentucky # [ Okiahoma Some ¢
copyng

+ [O] Alaska 4 Louisiana # [ Oregon official
= . = = - .o Athar e

11



Search Statutes

Click the plus sign

to expand each Search Browse
level. | veiaware
++ District of Columbia
=+ Florida
-} Florida Statutes

+} Florida Statutes (2012 Editon)
+} Florida Statutes (2011 Editon)
+} Florida Statutes (2010 Editon)
4 Florida Statutes (2009 Edition)
4 Florida Statutes (2008 Edition)
+| Florida Statutes (2007 Edition)
1 Georgia

I Hawai

+ Tdaho

-+ Tlinois

.

1/9/2013

Search Statutes

Search Browse
=} Florida Statutes
B |orida Statutes (2012 Edition)
+} TITLE I Construction of Statutes (Chapter 1and Chapter 2)
+| TITLE 11 State Organization (Chapter 6 to Chapter 8)
+} TITLE TII Legislative Branch; Commissions (Chapter 10 and Chapter 11)
-+ TITLE IV Executive Branch (Chapter 14 to Chapter 24)
+ TITLE V Judicial Branch (Chapter 25 to Chapter 44)
«| TITLE VI Givil Practice and Procedure {Chapter 45 to Chapter 88)
—} TITLE VII Evidence (Chapter 90 and Chapter 92)
=} Chapter 90 Evidence Code (30,101 to 90.958)
i 90,91 Phatographs of property wrangfully taken; use in prosecution, procedure; return of property to owner
90.101 Short title
90.102 Construction
90. 103 Scope; applicability
50, 104 Rulings on evidence
90.105 Preliminary questions
90.106 Summing up and comment by judge
90, 107 Limited admissibility
90, 108 Introduction of related writings or recorded statements

Chapter 50 Evidence Code (30,101 10 50.958) 4
90.91 Photographs of property wrongAuly taken ut
90,101 Shert tike

90107 L

d admissibllity
90,104 Rukngs on evdence

90,105 Prelmery questons hen ce that is admissible as to one paty of for one purpose, but inadmuasibie as to

prs i e anather par other purpose, i admitted, the court, upon request, shall restrict such

ondence to ts f ¢ and 0 nfor

e jury at the time it 18 adedted

90,108 Invodcton of eated writngs of recorced  118Iony 8.1, £h 76237, 8.1, e T1.77. 8 22, ch T30, w1, ot
90,201 Matters which must be Judcialy noticed

90,202 Matters ahich may be judcialy oticed

90,203 Compubsory i otice upon request

90,204 Determinaton of propriety of sl rotce.

90,205 Denal o a request fo judcal

90,206 Inswuctng ary on kil notice

90,207 Jodcil notice by Wl courtn subsequent o
90,301 Presumotion defied; nerences

90,02 Classfication of rebuttable presumptiors
90,303 Presumption ffectng the burden of produ
90,304 Presumption affectng the burden of proof 4
90,401 Defirton of relevant evidance

90,402 Adissilty of relevant evidence

90,403 Excusion on grounds of prepdce or conks:
90,404 Character evidence; when sdnasbie

90,405 Methods of provng character

12



10. “Annotate” a Statute with
a Creative Case Law Search

Search for cases citing a specific statute section
by constructing an Advanced Caselaw keyword
search using the statute section as your keyword

Example:

42U.S.C. §1983
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Advanced Caselaw Search

Search Type: © Keyword Search (Boolean) © Natural Language  ©) Citation Loakup

"421.2.C." wf3 1983

Show Search Tips
Syntax Example (click to run a search) Result
AND, & copyright AND preemption cases with both the words "copyright” and
OR landlord OR lessor cases with either the word "landlord” or "les
NOT chemical waste NOT management cases with the words "chemical” and "waste
(security OR pledge) AND assignment cases with either "security” or "pledge”, anc
. “felony murder” cases containing the exact phrase “felony m
w/2, /2 capital w/2 punishment cases in which the word “capital” appears w
c mitig™ wildcard - cases containing variations of the
Select Jurisdictions Recently Searched Jurisdictions

) All Jurisdictions

© All Federal Appeliate
© All State

© All District Courts

) All Bankruptcy Courts

Pt et of osalts
Print/Save Documents in Queue

v M4 T 2001000 msuts b K

Case Decision Date
has idertfied 3 o o . bt da nat cartain one of mare of yaur search tems.
1. Donshoe v. Arpaio D, Az, 2012 Apil 3, 2012

Process in Violaion of Arizona Law; (3] Violalions of 42 LS .C. § 1983: Supervisor Liabilty against S paw: [4] Malicious Proseculion in Violation of 42 S €. §
1983 and Arizona Law against Aipaio and Hendershatt: 5) Retalislion for the E ercise of Fist Amendment Rights in Violsion of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (5] Defamation
‘and False Liohtin Violation of 42 U.5.C. § 1983 sgsinst Thonas and Arpaio: [7) Defamation and F als= Lioht in Violation of Arizona Law against Thormas,

2. Mefadyen v. Duke Uriv., 786 F. Supp. 24 867, 272 €d. Law Alep. 247 MDN.C., 2011) March 31, 2011
I the present s, Plsintifs now assen th follswing clsime: Count 1: Seaich and Seiaurs in Vielation of 42 U.S_C. § 1983 and Conspiracy; Count 2 Search and
Seizure in Violalion of 42 U.S.C. 51983 and Conspiracy: Caut 3: Abuse of Process and Consairacy in Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1983; Count 4 Depivation of
Prapetty in Wiclation of 42 U.5.C. §1983; Count 5: False Publc Statements in'Vidlation of 42 U.§.C. § 1983; Count & Manufacure of False Inculpatary

Evidence and Conspracy in.

3 Hood v. City of Boston, 851 F Supp 5110 Mass. 1335 Jure 26, 1335

The alende o Therien havsver, dass ot cpey et because, i e lcumstances o s case gl s et merdly e s a o cleence 1 42
but has faken the added siep of explcily waiving any right to recover under 983 Plaintf has voluntarly precluded himself from
seekmg renuvew e 42 0.5.C.§ 1983 ond imhed Pimcel (5 eeking fecoves e 3 e s i ot Tespent a ket 16 e Tavorable (0 it

4. Douglas v M. Gote Adiondack Park Agency D MY, 2012] September 11, 2012

s stated above in Pait | of this Decision and Drder, Plainfls’ Complaint asserts the following 13 clains against the APA D efendarts: (1) a claim for selective
enforcement, derisl of el protestion, and/or derialof dus prooess (in vinlation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendmerts, pursuant to 42 U.5.C. 551983,
1985]; [2) 2 claim for unlawful search and seizure [in violalion of the Fourth and Fouteerth Amendments, pursuant to 42 U_S.C. § 1983]; 3] a claim for malcious.

5 Hinzo v Hew Mesico Dept. of Cort (D.WM_ 2012) Februay 22, 2012
the 2009 it by ) whether Hinzo canmapiain 42 U.5.C. $ 1983 obin for defberae ndifcrence
fip-andal incident on Hinzo can maintain 1983 at fliams,

TaDla Lawrance Jaranilo. 4 apne Ballegos. and Jeny Fioark faled 1o gvamreher e guevannes telating 1o his sI\Eged\y nacsquate meciealoars o alecia
alhenwise.

6 Wiliams v. Healy [D.M.J., 2012 duly 5, 2012
Poles offcrs tesiingbefreth grand uy have abscde nurit fom § 1983 olane Erscos v. Lahue, 8015 326,342 (1983] (' pokce offca on e

witness stand performs the same functions s any cther winess: he is subject to compulsoiy process, takes an oath, responds ta questions on direct examination and
cross-examinalion, and may be prosecuted subsequently for pertury"); se also Rehberg v. Paulk, 132 8. T ki [2012) (G )and ury winesses shauld erjay
the.
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Bonus Tip!

Sync your mobile and desktop accounts

* View your searches and saved cases from
your desktop searches from your mobile
device.

+ Searches and saved cases from the app
will show up in your desktop account,
where you can print, download to your
computer, or email the cases

1/9/2013

Desktop = Options - Mobile Sync

Reset application settings

Seitings

Tools awitch to advanced caselaw search

Mobie Sync

© Al Jurisdictions @ VA G

Start a New Search Last 10 Searches Help Options
Advanced Caselaw FAQs
Search

User Guide

Search Stalules

Tutorials
Search Regulations

Live Chat
Search Constitutions

E-mail Support
Search Court Rules

Resources
Search Atlorney General

Customer Support
A%

1-866-773-2782 support@fastcase.com Help - Live Help

Available 8 am - 8 pm Eastern, Monday through Friday

(excluding holidays)

Additional Training Resources:
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