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CHAPTER T
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLIEM

Eroblem | |
AicompilatiOn of the most frequently used legal words,

phraSes and terms of law cases argued and determined in thé

Pac¢ific Distriet of the United States Gifcuit Courts of

Appeals,

Purgbse ‘
'The purpose of this research is to derive a core

vocabuléry of legal words énd phrases which would most

likely be encountered by persons‘taking legal dictation in
this Paecific District. It is hoped that this list may be

a valuable aid in the‘prepafation'of a Course of Study to
train legal secretaries and stenographers, and possibly

bourt repéftersa In addition to aiding in the highiy‘specials
ized training of those who wish tobenter this field, the list
could be used as a referénce by those already in the pro-
fession, especially if the shorthand characters were avail-
aﬁle with the 1lisb,

| It is not the intent of this study to provide an unde;-
standing and knowledge of law sueh as a lawyer or an attorney
would have; but, it is merelyito provide ”trainees”, and
others already in the profession, an insightfﬂh»anﬁ a cursory
knowledge of the legal'vocabulary which is essential for the

production of acceptable legal ﬁranscription@ It should be
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mentioned here that the standards of'acceptability for trans-
cription, typing and filing are very high in the legal pro~
fession, as many legal documents will not permit erasures.,

2 Thé primary purpose for which this list is being compiled
is to aid in the training of persons Gdesiring to enterﬁthe
rfield requiring legal dictation and transcription, anﬁ;this will
be the controlling factor in this investigation. It is
intended that.the word lists in Chapter V will be of assist-
ance in building uﬁits of work in a course of study for the
training of legal secretaries in the West. A tabulation will
be kept of the kind of case in which the word appears, in
addition to the lists giving the occurrehnce frequency of the

legal words and phrases.

Fxplanation of Terms Used

Zaﬂxer ?nd attbrnez will be used interchangeably.

Secretary and ‘stenographer will also be used inter-

changeably for several reasons: (1) In most cases, it would
be necesgsary for a person to begin as a legal stenographer
and work up to the positlion of legal secretéry; although, in
the smaller law offices, it is quite possible to begin as a
legal secretary. (2) For the sake of variety in reading the
matérial which follows. (3) Common usage does not distin~
guish between the two,

Court decisions will répresent all reported and recorded

cases in the Paciflic Reporter of the United States Cirecuit

Court of Appealse



Legél word Will include,any.word which has a meaning
peculiar to léw or one given legal éignifieanee from its use
in the contexbt. _

Frequency will be the number of times each Word or .
phraée appears in the total rﬁnning words read.

Running words are the number_of words read in the samp-

ling. The formula for obtaining the total number of running
words ig: average number of words times number of lines times

'humber of pages read..

Lexical Unit is the same method of entry as is used in

our standard dictionaries.

Collocations are family groups or derivations of phrases

which contain the same key word.



CHAPTER II
Survey of the Field

Glassification of Word Irequency Studies

Word frequency studies may be, and usually are, classi-
Tied as followss (1) general vocabulary research or (2) tech-
nical vocabulary research. As is indicated in the first
classification, the_résearch is concerned with words of
common usage in reading, writing, and speaking. These studies
deal with the selection of the most important words for a
general vocabulary@ However, 1t often becomes necessary to
establish a speoial vocabulary for a particular field of work--
mathematics, chamistry, history, mediciney; engineering, law,
the armed forces, etc. To‘a shorthand student this specialized
ﬁocabulary would have special importance for the purposes of
takiﬁg dictation and producing acceptable transecription of
that specia;ized»dicfatioh@'

These two‘tyPGS-of'word freQuenoy studies are related,
but eaech ﬁype is carfied out for a particular purpose., The
technical study may be made in a particular school subjeet;
it may be for é particular profession; or it may be for other
purposes. |

Since this particular fesearch is>being conducted to con-
struet a word list for training legal stenogfaphers, mést of
the felated'research will;be.limitéd to that done for a techni-

cal study--medical vocabulary, scientific voeabulary, or other



specialized voeabulary word lists. A casual observation of
some of the better known general word frequency lists will be
made to determine the methods of procedure; but tﬁe major search
of the field will be concentrated on the ﬁechnical studies to
determine the purposes of the study and the methods of proced-
ure use;‘i° |

William N. Anderson, in his study, used 3723 letters
which were collected and enalyzed by thevpublic school ehildren
of twenty-two Iowa cities and towns. Printed‘directions were
sent to superintendents, teachers, and pupils. Each child was
requestedlte get approximately five letiers, each written by a
different person, and, if possible, representing a different
occupation for each person. The lettefs were written by adults
and the collection represented more then thirtyéfive different
occﬁpations throughout Iowa, These letters ultimately were
classified into four major divisions: Professional, Business,
Domestic, and Miscellaneous. Every word of a different spell-
ing was counted as a different word, except pluralized by add»
ing ﬁsﬂo All proper nouns, excepting days of weeks, names of
'months, holidays, and nationalities were excluded. Several
lists Were‘made from the data obtained~-according to the four
ma jor classificationé of the occupations, according to the
thirty-five different occupations, according to'grequeney, and

several obther minor break-downs of the material,

lo William N. Anderson, "Determination of a Spelling
Vocabulary Based Upon Written Correspondence,” University of
Towa, Iowa City, lowa, Studies in Hducation, Volume II Number
1, 1921. . -



The research by Thorndike and Lorge was compiled and com-
parisons made to enable teachers to know not only the general
importance of each word so far as frequency of oceurrence
measures, but also its importance in current popular reading
for adults as shown by thefLorge count., One columnris'the
total summary for all four counts, the columns were the individ-~
val counts as foilows: T counts emphasized the frequency of |
the word as found in readers, textbooks, the Bible and the
Engliéh Classics; L counts include iny recent énd popular
magazines; J Qounté encompass only books recommended for boys
énd girls in grades three to eight;.and the 8 counts used a
miscellany of juvenile and a&ult‘reading (old and recent,

' matter-of-fact and imaginative), but omitted school readers
and textbooks. B |

;‘ A count was made of éll w0rds encountered., The 1list as
cOmpilednby Professor Thorndike for readiné purposes, listed
the base form of the words; The lexical or dictionary basis
was used as the unit of entry and all the derived or inflected
forms were grouped with their base word. The total frequency
for the‘entire‘group is giveno2 B |

Technical studies rule out all words that do not come

within the definition of the technical word sought. For ex-
amplé, technical studies to determine the business and economic
words and terms in popular usage excluded all words that did

not have a business or economic meaning.

2, Edward L. Thorndike and Irving Lorge, The Teacher's
Word Book of 30,000 Words. (New York: Teachers College,
Golumbia University, Bureau of Publisations, 1944).




Before proceeding to the technical word counts, it should
be pointed out here that general word frequency counts are
much more numerous than those for technical terms. As this
paper is concerned Wiﬁh a technical word count, fhese general
word frequency studies have had only cursory examination;
whérea59 the technicai word studies have been much more
thorbughly examined., Consequently, the rémaihdervof the field
survey will consist of technicél studies which have'been'madeo

Ernest Horn and Thelma Peterson3 made an interesting
study in 1943 regarﬂing the basic vocabulary of business
lettérso The types of businesses were divided into twenty-
six cétagories or eclassifications, according to the kind of
business, A

In this study, all words of less than fqur letters were
omitted because these presented.relatiﬁely little épelling
difficulties: (Anderson counted all the words which auto-~
matically pléced his reséarch in the general word study class-
j‘.fi_ca'tj‘.orzt.y;,i;:whereas.9 the Horn-Peterst'study is.teehnical due
to the difference in proce@uré used}, The Horn-Peterson Study
also omitted all names of persons, places, months and days.
Words for each class of business were arranged in alphabetical
ofder,-with the total frequeney of each Word;'thén different

lists were compiled indicating the number of times each word

3. Ernest Horn and Thelma Peterson, The Bagic Vdcabulany
of Business Letters, (New York: The Gregg Publishing Company,
19437,

L. Ibid.
5, Thid.




" had ocecurred in each business cat@go;ya
The words were then weighted by taking the nearest
- -square root of the number of differenﬁécaﬁégéfiés in which

" the word iS'found@' fEXamble: If the word is foun& in twenty-
three eétagbriesa the nearest»square root is five. The square
"root is then multiplied by-thevtotal.number of times the word
was encounteréd)y The purpose of this weighting was to‘show
that most of the words used with'high frequency in the“letters
of any-business are also found in letters of other classifica-
tions of business. It was proved in the vast majority of
instances that words of high total unweighted frequency have
a considerable spread among different types of business letters.

The work of Armon Jay Lawrence6 was done to obtain a.

frequency list of business and_economie terms from current,
non-technical periodical literature of high circu}ation, which
gives some attention té reportiﬁg'buSiness and economic

activity. TimeAand The Saturday Evening Pdst were selected.

The lexical unit of entry was used as meanings of variants
can be inferred, in most cases, from the root form of the
word, HExceptions were made only if some variations of mean-
ing from the root form were indicated,

The importance of this-study is that the word occurred

‘ 6, Armon Jay Lawrence, A Voeabulary of Business and
JCOHOMIC Terms of Popular Usage. (Lex1ngton, Kentucky,
University of Kentucky, Bulletin of the Bureau of School
Service, College of Education, Vol. XVII, No. 3, March, 1954).




a given number of times with a business or ecoﬁomic meaning,
andiﬁx&WE&hother meanings. For this reason, two principles
Wére followed:' (1) The meaning of the word in context and
(2) reference to a standard dictionary in doubtful cases.
Single words and collocations were listed togethef at first
and then separated in the final lists, ZFach article Was read
twice because meaning of the yggg played such an important
@art in the comﬁilation of the list, The results of this
word list were oomparedywith the Lorge Magazine count.

Miss Luella Cole in her “Teécher“s Handbodk-of Technical
Voeabulary"® first examined the variouslteghnicalrlists for
background in proper interpretatiori° The three steps to
determiﬁe the esseﬂtial terms in any given school subject
are as folloﬁs: |

loA To make a frequency'coﬁnt of the special words used
in textbooks of the subject selected, ‘(Miés Cole used lists
which had alreédyAbeen compiled by others in the field).

_ 2. To combine the results“of these studies according

- to subject, then have experts mark the termé and weight them
as to their importance in teéchingAthe»subject (1) those words
absolutely essential to‘the teéching and leérning,of the

subject; (R) those that seem important but not essential; and

7. Imella Cole, The Teacher's Handbook of Technical
Vocabulary (Bloomington, Illinois: Public School Publishing
.Company, 1940},
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(3) those thought of little or no value for teaching purposes).

3. To detenmine‘the soeial value of the words--words
which are in constant use outside of school. -

With these ratings at hand, she first discarded those
words with such low frequencies aé to be insignificant. Those
words which the experts rated as uﬁnecessary,are also discard-
ed unless they are found to have high soecial value., It may
. be that some words are even re-admitted to the list because
of their high social value. It is these remaining words
which form the core of terms which should be stresSed for
that subject, -

The research by Miss Inez Gieseking,g at the State
University of ;owa; included only thbée words and'phraseS'
apbearinngn Federal Income Tax Blanks that had accounting
or-ecqnomic significanceo The.prbcedure used by Miss |
_ Giesekinngas to give nouns oniy in thé singular number and
nominative éasee All verd ermé were listed in the pfegent
infinitive, l(Fof éxample% Balances Was.included‘under balance;

accounts payable, under account payable; agcrued listed under

the infinitive form. She used this method because if an ade-
quate definition of the basic form is developed, that defini-
tion ean be earried over to the understanding of the derived

forms,

'8, Inez Gleseklnb, A Studz of the Frequency with which
Words and Phrases Common to bu81ness and Economies Occur in
Federal Tax Returns (Master's Thesis, State University of
Towa, 19L4L}. : .
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A11 the words and phrases on one blank were marked as
the tax blank was read. There’were_only thirteen different
tax forms, so a systen was worked'out to weigh the words
found on these blanks; for although the number of blanks is
relatively few, they are so widely read that this is the only -
method whereby a true picture of their frequency could be
given, The formula used is:

F (frequency)e times R (No. of Returns)= WT (Weighted

L (linear inches] . Total}
(Note: Linear inches represents the number of lines of
printed material times the length of the lines expressed

in inches},
9

The medical study of Mrs., LaViola resulted in four

listsg of medical terms and phrases--~the first composed of
the medical words found in the medical correspondence section

- of the Journal of the American;Medical Association. The

second iist giveSfthe“phraees fouﬁd in the same source of

material., The third list eomprises the medical words found

in court testimony, with the fourth 1ist made up of the

phrases (medieel}»fquna ih court‘testimony@ Zach list gives

the frequency, range €ﬁumber of letters or casestin which

the word or phrase was found}, and the rank. fhlghest frequency

and the highest range for that frequenoy}° | v |
These four lists were prepared exclusively for use of

persons anticipating a career in medical stenography or those

9. Clara G, Cooperman (LaViola), The Construction of a
Medical Word-Frequency List (Thesis LM S. in Lducatlon) The
College of the c,lty of New Xerl{, 1937) . . .
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| already engaged in the profession who wish %o improve their
knowledge regarding the most usedimedical terms. To assimi-
1aﬁeﬁthis‘information,'Mrso LaVolla ﬁsed 5 x 3 cards to make
her tallies. Where her results must be sorted and resorted,
thislseemed the bést technique. Any médical word that'was
8o common to the.generél vocabulary that it would-appear in
the basic (Gregg) Shorthaﬁd theory book Wasvomitteﬁ°

Also fouhd‘in the.search of literature on technical word
¢ounts and stuaies;Awhich will not be allotted space here,’
-were those in the fields of Mathemétics,'ﬁnglish Composition,
Ameriean Literatﬁre, Hygiené, General Science, Chemistry,
Physices, Biology, History,,queign Languages, ahd Business
‘and Economlc Termso‘ A

Only one study was revealed for legal words and phrasesoi‘
This research was done by Drg‘W1lllam Jo Massonolo

Dr. Masson compiled four lists, First; the legal words
were arranged in order of frequency of the most-used form
of the word., Second, the.légal collocations were arranged
in order of freqﬁeﬁdy of the most-used form of the family
group. Third, the Latin and French~w6rds were listed in
order of:their frequency.. Fourﬁh, the Latin and French

evllocations were -given,

- 10, Dr 'Wllllam J. Masson, Shorthand and the Law-
Frequency Count of distinctive words and collocations to be
‘used in the training of Gthe legal stenographer (Ph. D.
Dissertation. University of Iowa, Iowa City, Iowa, 1947).
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In addition to the above-mentioned lists, he has a |
1ist of legal words occurrlng in the first three thousand
of the Horn—Petersonl; study.

Dr. Masson's sampling includes thirteen states, taken
‘.at'random‘fram the United States in such a manner asg bo oo
: have repreéentation from the_various sections of the country.
They includedklllinois, indiana, Iowé,”Kegtucky,'Michigan,
Minnesota,‘Montana,.Néw'York, ohio, Pennsylvania, Texas,
 Vermont and Washington. ] -
Th addition ﬁo the study made of these word frequency
' studies, letters were written to the following authors of
textbooks regérding ﬁhe methods used in the preparation of
tﬁéir books., The replies may be examined in Appendix A.

8. J. Wanous, author of Modern Secretarial Tralnlng,l2

Typewriting for Personal Use,L’ Shorthand 1ranscr1p~
tion Studles L4 and sétreral others,

D, D Lessenberry, author of Twentleth Century
Typewriting.

. 11, Ernest Horn and Thelma Peﬁerson, The Bagic Vocabulafy
of Buginess Letters, (New York: The Gregg Publishing Company
19437 ' ‘

: 12, 5. Jo’Wanoﬁs, Modern Secretarial Training. (New York:
The Ronald Press Company, 1938).

: 13, 8. J. Wanous, Typewriting for Personal Use,
(Cincinnati, Ohio: South-Western Publishing Company, 1952},

14k, 8. J. Wanous and Mrs. Irol Whitmore,'Shorthahd
Transcription Studies (Cincinnati, Ghio: South-Western
Publishing Company, 1950).

15, D. D. Lessenberry and T. James Crawford, Twentieth
Century Typewriting (Cincinnati, Ohio: SouthéWestern Publishing
Company, 1952}, :
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Charles B, Zoubek, Shorthand HKditor of the Gregg
Publishing DlVlS%On and co-author of Gregg Transerip-
tion Smellfled and The Gregg Shorthand Manual
blmpllfledl/' and several othe.rso

" Thomas P. Maroney, co-author of The Legal Secretaryl8

Samuel P. Weaver, co-author of The Law Stenographefl9

16, Louls A. Leslie and Charles E. Zoubek, Gregg
Transcription Slmpllfled (New York: The Gregg Publzshlng
Company, 1950).

17, John Robert Gregg, Louig A, Leslie, and Charles A.
Zoubek, The Gregg Shorthand Manual Simplified (New York:
The Gregg Publlshlng Comnany, 1949},

18, Eva L, Connelly and Thomas P, Maroney, The Legal’
Secretary (New'YorKo The Cregg Publishing Company, 1945).

19, Charles E. Batten, Samuel P, Weaver, and Raymond
P, Kelley, The Law Stenographer (Wew York: The Gregg
Publlshlng Oompany, 19377,




CHAPTER ITT
APPROACH TO THE PROBEIM

There have been several shorthand lists prepared for

- law stenography; however, most of theée have been for text- -
book use and the_methods employed have been questionable and
not very significant. (An example of this kind of list is
that mentioned in the 1ett¢r from Mro'Thqmas P. Maroney, co-
author of "The Legal Secretary"ol This letter is in Appendix
A).

Only one previous’study was disoqvered in the search of
the literature--Dr. Masson'’s. The methods used by this author
will be similar iﬁ many ways to the pattern established by
Dr. Masson;2 yet’the research.wiil not be a duplication?
Dr“.Masson took samplings from’all the Supreme Court Districts
of the United States; Whereas; this problem is concerned with
recorded cases of the United States District Courts of Appeal

in the Paeific District. More detailed discussion of Dr.

Masson's work was given in Chapter I1I.

1. Eva L. Connelly and Thomas P. Maroney, hhe Legal
Secretary {(New York: The Grege Publishing Company, 19457 .

: R, Dr. William J. Masson, Shorthand and the Law-.

Frequency Count of Distinetive Words and Collocations to
be used in the Training of the Legal Stenographer (Ph. D.
Dlssertatlon,'Unlver31uy of lowa, Iowa Gity, Llowa, 1947},




’16>

‘Problems Encountered in Both General and Technical Types of
Research

Before making a word study of any type it is necessary
to determine the purpose of the study, what type of material
is to be sampled and the procedures to be used. Methods of
%abulation and procedures for handling the terms dﬁring the
course of a study should be definite and specific to insure

the accuracy of the final result.

Material to be Sampled

Regardless of the type of word frequency study to be
made, a problem of major importance ig that of determining
the material to be sampled. A technieal word study to de-
termine the words and phrases that afe of value in a.par-
ticular field must have an adequate sampling of materials
in that field. A technical word list, for example, for the
use of a medical stenographer will have littlejpfactical
value if the sampling is based on articles on oﬁly one phase -
of medicine. Therefore, not only must the selection of |
 materia1é to be sampled be chosen within the field of the
study; but the purpoée of the study must be determined and
the extent of the samylingo

| If»thié regsearch is to be of value to the legal steno-
grapher or court reporter, it will be necessary to sample
materials which possess the terms which will be needed by
these people,

Legal textbooks will not be sampled as they are written
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for the purposé of teaching the law and are not consistent
wifh the purposes for which this study is carried'outo

Legal'cbrrespondence, while an ideal source of material,
is unavailable in sufficient'quanﬁity because of its highly
confidential nature. -

. Court tesﬁimony is ﬁot satisfactory és.é source of legal
words because most of the witnesses and laymen will use |
practically néflegal terms in their t estimony. Because these
witnesses, as well as the jurors, are laymen, lawyers and
judges willideléte legal terms from their speech so that they,
the‘juroré, Witnessés, émﬂ participanﬁs in the trial, will
éomprehehd the testimon& énd éourt instructions. TFor this
reason, court testimony is also con’siderédlundesirable°

Jury charge is ruled out, Eecéuse, as in court testimony,
the judge will give the Jjury their instruetions in as simple
" terms as possible so that there will bé no misunderstanding
of the_instruetionso This wquld mean the legal terms used
would be few indeed. This would not justify the time and
‘effort to include the material in the research.

Court decisions seem.to be the only vglid maﬁerial avéil= .
able for sampling. The judges who render the decisions are
speaking for the benefit of other'judges and others in the
legal profession and will use many more legal terms than ih
any other situapiono For this reason, this source seems the
most pracfi¢al for determining a desirable list of the most

used legal words and phrases.
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Plan for Sampling the Material

One of the main problems with this type of research 1is
the determination of how the sampling is to be done--whether
 to read consecutive pages or to select a pattern for reading
only certain-pages° The decision was made to select only the
legal words and phrases rather than to try to tabulate‘all
the words from the pages read.

The ruﬁning word count for technicai studies has in no
case'been és high’as t he reséarch in general fields. There
is, of course, no objective meaﬁs for determining the number
of running words that should be read in order to make this a
- valid study. The outstanding authority on the technical type
of study as appiied to the vocabulary of school subjects, |
Mrs. Luella Cole Pressey, states

This reading and tabulating ofAspeciél words

is continued until new terms csase to appear., The

actual number of books used to reach this satura-

tion point has varied from five to twenty-five,

depending upon the size and composition of the

vocabulary under investigation.

The Pacifie Districet was selected as it is in this
distriet that the author lives., The states which comprisé
the Pacific Distriet are Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho,
Kansas, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, OKlahoma, Oregon,_Utah,‘
Washington and'Wyomingo As many of these states have been

under Spanish and Mexican rule in the past, it is believed

: 3. Luella Cdle, The Teacher's Handbook of Technical
Vocabulary (Bloomington, Illinois: Public School Publishing
Company, L9400}, Page 3. .
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that Spanish Law will be in evidence in many instances, in
addition ﬁo the Eﬁglish,common Law after which our legal
systen is‘pétternedo The presence of the Spanish Law.
should not have a great déal of influenée ohvthe vocabulary
‘since it is a manner of deoiding a case.

Thé plan-of sampling which was selected is aS'foilows:
Tabulating the legal words and phrases according to the §E§§g

in which they occur and the type of case in which they are

found. This should give an aceurate picture, state by state
and case by case, of the vocabulary which the legal shorthand
writer will need in these western states. The Second Series

of the Pagific Reporter (selecting a determined number of

volﬁmes from the 257 available) will be used exclusively for

this study as they are the more reéently;recorded_Cases dating

from Augusf3,1931 throﬁghiﬁeeember; 1953, Four major cate-

gories Wili bé used tovclassify the caées—wcfiminal, Civil,

Probate or Estétes, and Equity. _ -
Bylsampling every 100th page it wds believed a chance

or,raﬁdom selection would be obtained rather than a one-

sidéd or arbitrary selection. However, after trying this

method it Was‘decided-a moré accurate plcture would result

by taking one page for each state in the volumes sampled.

Otherwise, those states which are more densely populated

L, Pacific Reporter, National Reporter System (St. Paul
- Minnesota: West Fublishlng Company .
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and which would naturally have more court cases recorded would
have more cases examined in the survey, while the less thickly
populated states would ﬁot be properly represented. This
change of plan relative to sampling should glive a more valid
study and selection. Even using this method, occasionally
gsome of the smaller states did not have cases réported in a
volume which would be sa_mbledo |
The records for this Pacific District are voluminous,

There are 257 volumes in the Sécond Series, averaging approx-
imately 1145 pages per volume. By sampling one page for each
state recorded in a volume, mathematicalAcalculatidn indicated
that every fourth volume in this series Would>resplt in a

survey of approximately 605,000 running words. Formuia for
determihing thé runnhing word count isAas follows:

64 lines per column, averaging 7 words per line= LL8 words

2 columns per page, or 2 x L48 words 896 running

words per page

896 words x 13 pages read per volume

11,648 words
per volume o

52 volumes read x 11,648 words per volume = 605,696 -
running words

Unit of Entry

The inflectional or word unit is used as a basis for the
lists. The legal shorthand writer 1is concernéd with the
necessity of writing the phonétic outline of the word and must
determine the spelling of the various forms of the words in

her transcription.
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In the lists, if more than one word has the same fre-

quency, each will be listed alphabetically~for that frequency.

Means of Determining Importance

The words or phrases having the highest total number of
usages in the material sampled will be listed according to
the number of times which they occur, the highest frequency
first, the lowest frequency last, There will be no wprds or
phrases listed wﬁieh_ooéur less than seven times, This total
frequency will then be divide&'into one list for words and
one for phraseSe-,These listé will then bé broken down into
their frequency by state anﬁ by the type of case in which the.
word or phrase was used. The date obtained will be further
segregated into lists,fOr eompoﬁnd words accordihg to frequency’
of occurrence and'a list of foreign words andlphrases aceord- |

ing to :E'requency'o

Procedure Used in the Tébulation

Dittoed formsxwefe made on Whiéh couid be recorded the
words and phrases'aocbrding»to the sﬁate in which they occurred.
The type of case was indlcated by the color of pencil ﬁsed—-
red, civil cases; blue, estéte cases; green, criminal cases; .
and orange, equity cases., As the sampling was done, 1t was
found to be easiest to record in shorthand notebooks the state
and type of case being sampléd and writing under this classifi- N
éation the wordS'énd phra_ses encqunteredo This information

was later tranSfeffeﬁ to the dittoed forms mentioned above
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which consolidated the ihformationvalphabetically° A sample
of the method‘used in the notebooks and alsoc a sample of the
dittoed form can be found in Appendix B.

| When the coﬁsolidation;was completed, tétals were
obtained for each word and phrase, written on a piece of
paper and sorted according to_frequenCye These‘then'were
listed in Tables II, IIT, IV, and V,‘aceording to frequency.

Appendix A contains all correspondence received relative
to this study.

Appendix B is a compilation of the samples of matérials
used in tabulation,

Appendix C is a bibliggraphy of dictation materials
which are available for teaching legal stenography. An ex-
amination of this bibliography quickly reveals the limita-
tions in the field of teaching materials and the need for
further study and work tqwag@mavcourse.éf”Study in Legal

Stenographjo



CHAPTER IV
 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This study was undertaken for .the purpose of determin-
ing the most frequently Uséd legal words and phrases that
Would be of value to the shorthand writer whé is preparing to
. 'become a'legal seéretéry"Qr_stenographer, or a court reporter.
This type of word%freQuency study is‘classified aé a technical
word count., It is hoped that the results of this research
will be of assistance in formulating a course of study for
'LegalVStenographyo |

_ , , _ 1
Court decislions recorded in the Pacifie Reporter were

read frdm a sampling of the'thirteen Weétern states making

up the Pacific District of the United States Circuit Court of
Appeals. The toﬁal number of running words read is siightly
over éO0,000. In order to secure an adequate-sampling of
eases by states, one page for each state Wasxread in each
volume selected for sampling. 7 |

| The legaiiwordéﬂand}phrases'éelectéd for tabulating in
thisvstudj were recorded in their fully inflected form since
the legal shorthand wfitef is ééncérned with the correct short-

. hand outline and spelling for each form of the work or phrase,

1. Pacific Reﬁorter, National Reporter System (St. Paul,
Minnesota: West Publishing Company. .




The findings of this research are presented in seven
>tables° No attempt has been made to record all legal words
and phrases whigh werefencountered‘in this study. Those "
occurring lesé than-isixvltimes were deleted from-the liStsf
No attempt has been made to form a comprehens1ve llst of

legal wordp and terms Whlch Torm a core for the understanalng'

of the law. The lists are worde. and phrases that have been most
used in interpreting the law and are, therefore, mosb 1mportant
for the legal stenographer to know. The 1list of phrases is

not arranged apcqrding to collocations or family groups.

There are two reasons for not doing so0. (1} The purpose of
‘thls the81s is to- determlne the most frequently used words

and phrases,'not collocations. (2) Collocations are of great

- value to one settlng up shorthand brief forms and characters;

“however, since this research project does not continue through
the creatlon of lesson plans and shorthand characters to
| accompany the llsts,Athere is llttle point at this time in
. 80 recordlng themo

In the past it has been a popular. bellef that a knowledge
of Latin was essentlal.for the understandlng of legal terms.
Eﬁamination of the. compiled lists will quickly dispe; that
' beiiefe AAlegal.secfétary or court reporter can usé her
time ﬁo a much greater advantage studying and learning the
- words and phrases which will be most frequently encountered

in legal dictation.
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Specifically, some of the contributions a core list

of legal words and phrases can make are:

(1)

(2)

{3}

Asgist in the development of teaching and
testing materials by teaoherso

Assist authors of textbooks and of tests
for a course of 1egal stenography.

Assgist teachers'and sehool administrators

“in the evaluatipn of texthbooks.

(L)

Encourage teachers to utilize current and

live materials in elassyrooms.

(5)

(6)

Contribute to the broad'field of communication
where legal words are used by laymen.

Assist teachers of legal stenography in dictation,

© vocabulary studies, and building units of work,

)

(8)

(9)

Sﬁlmnlate business teachers to engage in
research in this area of knowledge as a means
for 1mprov1ng teachlng@

A831st those already in the field to improve
themselves by studying the list and learning
the accompanying shorthand characters,

Aid in the 1nterpretatlon of'worq studies for
shorthands :



CHAPTER V
PRESENTATION OF THE TABLES

The results from a sﬁudy;qf this nature must be lists
of words and phrases., Six lists were prepared. The lists -
which follow are prepared in detail, two giving the most
used legal words with their frequency according to state
and type of eage in which they occurred. Two lists were
prepared in the same mamner for the legal phrases, Still
another list was prepared of the foreign wprds and phrases,
and giving their frequency. The final list is composed of
compouhd words, words made of several smaller words which
are not commonly written together outside of the field of
law, ‘ ,

Tt should be kept in mind that the results of this
survey have their limitatlons which must be recognized. A
few of these limitations are enumerated here.

(1} This is merely a sampling and not a complete
comprehensive tabulation of all available
material.,

(2) The cases sampled are limited to cases of the
United States District Court of Appeal in the
Pacific area.,

(3) This survey differs from results of any similar
study in that it is confined to the Ninth Distriect
of the U.S.District Court of Appeal and is enumer-

ated according to state and kind of case in which
they occurred.
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(5]

(6)

(7)

(8)
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Many words which are commonly used in law
offices may not be ranked in their proper
place or may even be omitted as there
was no practical way of sampling actual
office dietation in which these words and

- phrages would occur. However, it is be-

lieved that the words in this survey present
a reasonably accurate overall piecture, as
the briefs and legal documents for the

lower courts would be prepared by the same
gecretaries as those for the higher courts
and in much the same legal procedure.

No differentiation has been made betwesn
singular, possessive, and plural forms.

The legal secretary must be aware of these
differences and how they are properly Tormed
whether they occur in the legal field or
general business. Shorthand characters are
phonetic and there is no distinction made
for these derivations of spelling.-

Because of .the procedures followed at the
beginning of this survey (sampling every 100th
page) and because in a few of the volumes
sampled all states did not have cases
recorded, states having larger populations
will have more cages sampled than those of
lesser populations. '

Civil caseés will predominate as the majority
of legal cases will fall under this elassifica-
tion,

The words in the following list were omitted
from Tables IT and III because of their very
frequent common usage by persons not familiar
with legal terminology. Nevertheless, the
frequency of their occurrence in this study
will be given as they did appear a sufficient
number of times so that they could not be
ignored.,



DELETION LIST

Commonly Used Legai Terms

Court

Trustee

60

Landlord

980 Justice

Trial 587~ Broker 59  Tracts
Evidence 313 ‘Clainm 59 Judge
Testimony 265  Testified 59 Relier

- Jury 262 Lease 58 Agency
Verdict 215 Guardian 55  Hmployee
Turisdiction 168 Heirs 5, Seller
Will | 156 Tenant 5,  GConstitution
Filed 146 Murder | L3 Ordinance
Alleged 145 Alimony 38 Bentence -
Witness 138 - vAttorney ‘ 38 Answer 7
Title 119 oivil 36 Receiver
Divorge' 115 Partnership 36 . Reversed
Mortgage 105 Compensation 34 Servant
Criminal 101 Groﬁnds 3k Triéd
Deeds 93 Case 31 Amendment
Nuisance T Creditor 30  Debtor
Contempt 73 Fixtures 29  Marital

- Contract 71 @6nstitutional 28 Plat

63 Township 26

25
22

21

17
17
16

AL

1L

13
13
13
12
12
11
10
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TABLE T

CASES SAMPILED

Total

Type of Casel Cases Ariz.{Calif, C‘olbc Idad Kans.| Month Nev.| N.Mex. Okla. Ore.|Utahl Wash. Wyo.
, Sampled] - :

Civil LL8 23 72 | 26 |21 | 32 .30 | 26 | 33 63 {35 | 28] 35 |24

Criminal 88 3 20 5 '9 6 6 2 5 9 | 6 5 7 5

Hquity 27 3 31 21 51 =2 2 30 &4 3

Estates 63 | & 71 9| 3| 5| 3| 3| 3 316 | 2] 105
TOTAL 626 |33 | 102 | 42 |38 | w5 | a1 31 | ax | 7 |5y | 35 55 |3




- TABLE 2

(@)
" WORD FREQUENCY ACGORDING TO STATE
Total Ariz, Calif. Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont, Ne%ra N.Mex, Okla., Ore., Utah Waého Wyo.
Defendant 1786 92 270 100 153 .120- 166 81 73 261 164 91 129 86
Plaintiff 1627 - 86 249 165 78 119 97 57 105 214 ‘162 133 90 72
Judgment 992 105 160 . 69 | L5 59 43 122 66. 139 47 42 56 39
Appellant - 624 52 ‘77 3 77 53 21 L3 55 L 16 29 157 37
Respondent 486 9 103 1k 58 5 40 53 11 15 12 17 116 33
Appeal L8l 23 8L 3 12 52 57 70 24 52 29 29 2 25
Statutes 1,81 25 57 22 57 7% 31 29 4O 51 23 33 23 16
Action 348 26 18 27 37 27 18 25 19 32 31 3L 34 20
Motion 338 22 42 23 1k 4L 45 53 1 oW 4 2 26 8
‘Petition 323 5 31 30 23 & 8 42 11 W 22 4 L 16
Negligence 237 36 30 13 L, 20 1 11 3 18 L2 14 23 22
Estate 216 1, 23 32 12 19 8 11 2 13 27 10 40 5
Decree 210 2 5 11 29 L 29 8 7 11 34 5 19 1
Appealed 19 11 20 . 1 1y 19 13 12 19 17 18 21 16 15

Findings 183 3 1, 12 6 3 4 25 22 18 7 17 L9 3



- TABLE 2 (Continued)

- Total  Ariz. Calif. Colos Idé, Kans, Moh‘c; Nev. N.Mex. Okla. Ore., Utah Wash. Wyo.
Petitioner . 183 27 60 26 17 2n 5 21 | 3
Proceeding 179 6 22 21 9 15 20 16 18 23 13 1 9 6
Cause 143 6 11 18 22 15 10 12 6 11 17 8 3 4
Decedent 120 2 6 26 6 3 R | ,' 1 22 37 16
Demurrer . 119 1 16 10 | 8‘- 36 8 2 2 13 L 15
Supra 119 3 2 9 7 3 12 13 20 10 . 1 11

Weit 110 12 12 6 27 11 11 5 13 13

Pleading - 105 8 21 14 3 19 ‘3 L 1 . 13 10 7 1 1
Trust 101 1 g 23 L 1 10 7 16 ok 12 15
Complaint 100 12 21 17 16 7 1 5 | 7 2 2
Realty .99 5 12 27 8 1 3 1 3 6 2 3 6
Allegation 2 8 10 16 7 25 1 2 & 10 2 1 2
Fraud 92 3 6 11 2 8 2 18 12 25 5
Administretor 89 18 7 8 9 8 ) 8 3 4 18 2
Minor 86 5 3 9 110 6 286 18 3 3

Accused 82 1 bl ' ' 3 27 7

Counsel 82 5 18 6 by 5 g 11 8 L 10 3



TABLE 2 (Continued]

CU\?\,

| fotal Ariz. Calif, Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont. NeV;”NgMex§ Okla. Ore, Utah Wash., Wyos
Appellee 82 33 23 ~ 2 1 3 1
Grantor 78 3 29 5 | 1 Lo 3 o 2 17 3
Txecutor  ‘ 73 L L5 121 2 3 1 5

Lessee 69 Y 1 14 g 3 7 6 12
Adverse 67 . 9 12 5 9 .’ & 3 11 h 1
Contention 67 | 15 L6 9 3 5 5 3 3 9 1
Breach | 66 1 10 1 5 9 2 12 7 01 1 4

Brief 65 g 2 . 2 7° 13 .8 101 1
Affidavit 65 | 11 15 & 6 7 12 1 2 2 1
Claimant 63 o 3 10 1. 2 9 . 11 8 7
Lien S 63 5 1 1 6 5 13 23 6 1 2
Agent 62 10 L5 g L 3 1 L 10 8
Probate | 62 1 10 4 12 7 3 g L 112

Surety 62 9 16 g 25 1 3 |

Lessor ‘ 58 | ' 14 , 18 B 5 Lo 9} "hv L
Doctrine 52 9. g 3 3 2 o L 2. 2 3 10 3

Forfeiture 52 28 12 12
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TABLE 2 (Continued)

Total Ariz, Calif. Colo., Ida. Kans., Mont,. NeV;‘NoMexb Okla. Ore. ﬁtah WashoIWyOa-
Burden 51 3 4 3 11 L1 1 2 6 1 5 9 1
Option 51 131 13 1 7 1 15 |
Conveyance | 50 . 15 | 1 4 5 1 7 L 8 5
Statutory f 50 1 3 8 2 7 1 1 7 9 6 1 3 1
Accomplice 49 | ‘ S 7 28 14
Testator 48 8 2 13 - 17 1
Equity‘l kT 1 2 11 10 3 1 3 8 L L
‘Grantee A b -_ 20 1 3 ’ 11 1 7
Default | L6 10 20 4 - 5 2 2 3
Assigmments 45 1 5 | 3 .5 g8 3 18 2
AfTirmed L3 o211 1 1 5 3 3 7 1
Ameﬂdea 43 1L L 3 7 b 5 2 4
beeeased ' 43 8 7 L 3 1 1 7 5 3 1
. Esorow L3 21 1 13 2 6 |
Fee 13 | 2 11 1 12 6 4 7
Prosecution L3 3 9 9 3 ', 6 5 L 2 | . 1
‘ ' | 1 3 3 10

Eagement L2 8 ' 3 1L



TABLE 2 (Continued)
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Totai Ariz, Calif. Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont. Nev, N}Mexe leae Ore. Utah Wash, Wyo.

Vemue 42 | | 2h 11 2 3 2 |
Consideration 39 5 1L 4 L1 1 41 74 3
Conviction 39 L 9 2 12 7
Plea 39 1 1 g 12 3 6 1 3 L
Tort 39 22 | g 1 .1 7
Execution 38 7) 14 1 101 -1 Ly 7 5 2
Testatrix 37 23 6 | 5 2 1
Equitable o35y 1 3 7 2 3 15
Juror - 35 5 1L | 2 2 7 5
Negligent 35 5 5 3 31 3 5 8 4
Prejudiecial 35 10 5 1 L 3 7 3 2
Allege 3k T 7 3 6 7 1 3 1 5
Assault 33 2 13 2 1 15

| Concur 33" 11 - 1 11 1 9
Filing 33 1 5 b 5 2 , 12 3 ! 1
Rehearing 33 12 3 1 2 2 12 B |
Judicial 32 I3 2 3 2 é 7 é_ 2

Delivery 31 3 11 5 - S 2 3 | 7



TABLE 2 (Continued)

“ Total Ariz., Calif. Colo., Ida., Kans. Mont. Nev. N;Mex° Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo.
. Garnishee 31 5 . | 21 _ | 5 _ _
Covenants 30 5 5 1 10 1 : 1 b 3
Larceny 30 , 3 | | 5 o L 7 8 3
Warrant | 30 1 | 3 6 20
Freudulent 29 7 g 3 Lo | 3 3 1
Intervener 29 3 6 7 2 11
Iiable 29 7 1. 5 13 1 2
Pleaded 29 2 L 2 L 7 3 5 1 1
Foreclose 28 1 1 73 13
Garnishment 28 11 13 ok
Administratriz 27 ’ 3 b 1 2 13 L
Bxecutriz = 27 3 19 : < 5
Injunction 27 2 3 1 4 2 1 1 =2 8 2 1
Summons : - 27 | 17 .3 | L 3
Syllabus 27 ! oo 3 19
Mandamus 26' 5 Co | 3 2 P | L 10

Remanded 26 3 1 Ly : 3 i o 2 4 5 11 5



TABLE 2 (Continued)

R ———
,Té’oal .Ariz;@ Gaii:t’,e Colo. Ida, Kans. Mont., Nev, N. Mex. Okla. Ore.Utah Wash.Wyo.

Vendor 26 15 3 o7 1

. ﬁuxfglary ' 25 | - 25

' Relator 25 | 5 ~ 5 7 - 8
Chattel - R4 7 b | 1 b | 5 3
Grant 2L 5 ‘ 8 1 3 2 5
Certiorari 22 : 7 iz . - ' | 3
Code | 22 3 17 | | 2
Counterclaim 22 1 3 3 by L 3 1
Hearing 22 3 1 3 1 L 1 - & 1
Infant 22 7 9 1 | 3 2

Misdemeanor 22 7 3 11 | < ' ' 1

' Beneficiary 21 1 1 | 13 6
Enjoin 21A 2 2 2 3 3 3 | b 2
Insurer 21 1 1 2 11l 2 3
Litigation 21 L1 2 2 2 23 4 1
Nonsuit 21 13 | 1 . 1 3 3

‘Principal 21 6 | 11 2 8 3
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TABLE 2 (Continued)

Total Ariz. Calif. Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont, Neva N.Mex., Okla, Oreo,Utah“Washo'Wyo°‘ 

Site 7
Aforesaid
Appeilante
Hetoppel
Walved
Alleging
File ‘
Bankrupﬁcy
Barred -
Condemnation
Intestate
Jurisdictional
Materialmen
Vested
Contended

~ Convieted

Felony

21

20
20
20
20
19

19

18
18
18
18
18
18
18
17
17
17

H o o~ ~ D

= W o w

15

1
1 1 3

3 3

L 1

7 3
2 2 2
1 1

2

1 1 1 1
3 L

1 3
1

N

N OH OF W W oW R

11

=

21

11



TABLE 2 (Continued)
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“Total Ariz. Calif. Colo. Ida. Kans, Mont. Nev. N.Mex. Okla. Ore. Utah.WaShw Wyo.
Inherit 17 | | . 1 16
Joindef 17 9 _ h. L
Subcontractor 17 1 : ‘ ‘ | I3 - 12
Ad judged 16 2 L 3 2 | 2
Contend ‘ lé 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 3
Contestant 16 : -8 3 ‘ b _ 1
Homicide 16 3 1 ’l 7.' L
Mortgages 16 L | ' 12
Riparian 16 7 - : 9
Bond 15 2 2 1 2 | 8
Charged 15 1 o 1 4 by 1 1 3
Co-defendant 15 5 3 | 3 b
Codicil 15 | v 15
Collateral 15 2 1 9 1.2 |
Decreed 15 3 L 1 1 1 1k
Summazry 15 g . &4 | ‘ 3

Waiver 15 1 L 1 1 1 7
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.. TABLE 2 {Continued)

Total Ariz. calif, Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont. Nev. N.Mex. Okla, Ore. Utah Wash, Wyo.

Counterclaimed 14 3 7 | 1 : 3

Foreclosure 1k o 1 ' 13

Homestead 11 1 | L2

Jurat BT 3 2 3 L 2

Allegedly 13 2 | 3 3 2 3
Manslaughter 13 . 8 ' : _ 5
Prayed 13 1 L 1 2 | 5

Pretermitted 13 | ) - 13

Prosecuting 13 1 L | 2.1 3 2
Reseind 13 1 ' | g | 1 1 L
Robbery 13 10 3 |

Void 13 | 9 1 2 1

Corpus 12 | il ' 1

laches 120 2 | 2 2 5 - | 1
Legatee 12 7 b L I |
Perjury 12 - 12

Premise 12 1 | 1 g - 1 1

Triers 12 3 6 1 ‘ 1 - 1
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LADLE £ (volltinued)

Total Ariz. Calif;_Coloa Ida,. Kans, Mont. Nev. N.Mex, Oklaglﬁre@ Utah Wash. Wyo,

Unlawful

- Mortgagor

Quash
Waives
Conspiracy
Execute
Legacyv
Litigant
Payee
Personality

Punative

‘Fiduciary

Inﬁerrogatories
Rebuttal |
Ruling

Vagrant

Mitigate

Purview
Testamentary
Preponderate

12
11

11
11

10

10

10
10
10

10

=
o

N 000 0 O O WO O O

L

10

1



WORD FREQUENCY ACCORDING TO TYPE OF CASE

TABLE 3

41

Total

Criminal

Civil Bquity fistates
_ Defendant 1786 1259 328 93 106
Plaintire 1627 1340 61- 79 147
Jﬁdgment 992 802 103 19 68-
 Appellant 621, 5418 97 30 79
Respondent 486 351 54 15 66
ppeal 48 369 65 5 45
Staﬁutes 481 35k 108 5 14
Action | 348 284 18 | 16 30
Motion 338 259 61. L 1k
. Petition 323 200 51 23 19
Negligence 237 226 9 2
 Bstate 216 31 L 181
Decree 210 172 1 12 25_
ippealed 196 15 21 2 16
Tindings 183 153 12. 10 8
petitioner 183 127 5y 15
Proceeding 179 140 23 2 1k
Cause 143 128 2 13
Decedent 120 , 38 2 SQ
Demurrer 119 90 10 13 6
Bupra 119 86 17 2 1L
.Writ 110 68 39 2 1
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TABLE 3 (Continued}

Totel  Civil Criminal  Bquity  Estates
Plea@ingr 105 75 | 1 8 21
Trust 101 59 b 38
Complaint 100 57 | 19 8 lé
Realty 99 90 1 8
Allegation 92 : 65 15 3 9
Fraud | 92 35 . 19 7 21 17
Administratord9 16 S - 73
fMinor 86 63 11 12
Aceused 82 0 72
Appellee 82 69 | 3 7 3
Counsel 82 54 24 -1 3
Grantor 78 3 3 32
Executor 73 _7 3 L3
Lessee 69 68 | 1
Adverse 67 L8 5 : 14
Conbtention 67 52 1 -3 1
 Breach - 66 63 ' 3
Brief 65 56 6 1 2
- Affidavit 65 4l R0 b
Claimant 63 62 | 1
Lien 63 58 2 3
Agent 62 46 2 1

Probate 62 7 : 55



TABEE 3 (Continued)
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Total

Civil Criminal Equity Estates
Surety . _62 ‘él 1
Lessor ’ﬁ 58 57 1 :
Doctrine 52 v 5 3
| Forfeiture - 52 20 29 3
Burden 51 L2 1 L 3
option 51 L6 L
~ Conveyance 50 31 17 2
Statutory 50 LO 9 1
,Aéc@mplice L9 C1h 35
Testator 148 | | b Lk
Equity 47 .18 : 2 23 L
Grantee L7 26"? 1 20
Default 46 39 L
Assignments 45 38 1
Affirmed 43 31 10 2
Amend.ed | L3 o 36 L 3
Deceased L3 8 1 34
Escrow L3 20 23
Fee b3 =9 34
Prosecution 43 10 33
Basement AZ 1,2 '
Venue L2 -1 19 19 3



TABLE 3 (Continued)

Ll

Criminal

Bstates

29

Total Civil Equity

Consideration 39 27 8 3

OOnvicﬁion .39 8 31 |

Plea 39 18 20 1

Tort 39 39

Exeeutién 38 13" 1 12 12
| Testatrix- 37 7 'lé. » 1k
Equitable 35 18 | 11 6

Juror 35 b 26 5

Negligent 35 35

Prejudicial 35 21 11

Allege 3l 23 3 2

Assault 33 6 27

Concur 33 25 8

Filing 33 30 1 1 1
.‘Rehearing 33 19 7 7

Fudieial 32 23 6 1 2

Delivery 31 18 13

Garnishee 31 31

Covenants 30 25 » P

Larceny 30 18 12

Warrant 30 25 L 1

Fraudulent 29 11 13 5

Intervener' 11 S 11 7



"TABLE 3 (Continued) , s

Total Civil  Criminal  Houity ~ Estates

Liable 29 29 _
Pleaded 29 24 L ,
Foreclose ‘ 28 23 | | L 1
Garnishment 28 28
Administratrix 27 17 L 6
Executrix 27 : 3 24
Injunction 7 Rl 3
Sﬁmmoﬁs 27 24 3
Syllabus‘ 217 27
Mandamus 26 25 | 1
Remanded 26 12 7 3 | L
Vendor 26 16 ‘ 10
Burglary 25 7 25 |
Relator 25 18 7
Chattel 24 1l 3 7
Grant R 19 5
Certiorari 22 14 8

' Code 22 19 3
Counterclaim 22 19 | 3
Hearing 22 - A7 5
Infant 22 15 7 ,
Misdemeanor 22 5 15 1 1
Beneficiary 21 2 | - ; | 19
Enjoin 21 17 -

Insurer 2L 21



TABLE 3 (Contimued) 46

Tobal Civil Criminal Hquity Estates
Litigation .21 20 1.
Nomsuit 21 19 2
Principal 21 19 . 2
Site | 21 21
Aforesaid 20° 8
sppellante 20 11 6 3
Estoppel 20 14 6
Waived 20 13 3 1 3
 Alleging 0 o 7 1
File - 19 15 1 3
Bankruptey 18 18 | |
Barred 18 L 1 | 3
Condemnation 18 18
Intestate - 18 5 - | I i3
Jurisdictiomsl 18 . 12 2 - L
Materialmen 18 18 A |
Vested 18 A 7 -4 | 7
Conﬁehded 17 | 15 . ' ' 2
. Convieted 17 17
Felony 7 17
Tnherit 17 o - 17
Joinder 17 9 8
Subcontractor 17 17
Ad judged 16 1k 2

Contend 16 ' 11 | L | 1



. TABLE 3 (Continued) R

Total Civil Criminal BEquity - Estates

Contestant |, 16 I | 12
Homieide lé ‘ lé

Mortgagee 16 ‘ 16

Riparian 16 | 16

Bond 15 11 3

Charged 15 5 10

Co-defendant 15 .8 7

Codicil 15 ‘ - 15
Collateral 15 7 1 T 6
Decreed 15 12 _ 3

Summary. 15 11 L

Waiver | 15 8 1 - 6
Counterclaimed 1L 1L

Foreclosure 14 1 1 12
Homesbead . 1, 1 13

Jurat 1L 13 o | 1
" Allegedly 13 . 10 3

Manslaughter 13 ' %Z; 13

Prayed - 13 10 | , 1. 2
Pretermitited 13 | » ’ 13
Prosecuting 13 I3 9

Rescind 13 9 | b

Robbery 13 13

void 13 b 9

Corpus 12 1 11



TABLE 3 (Continued)

L8

Civil

Tp?al Criminal Equity Estates

Laches 12 10 1 1
TLegatee 12 12
Perjury 12 12

Premise 12 1z

Triers 12 12

Unlawful 12 5 7

Mortgagor il 1l

-Quash 11 11

Waives 11 1 10
Conspiracy 10 6 1

Execute 10 7 2
 Legacy 10 10
Litigant 10 10

Payee 10 9 1

Personality 10 10

Punative 10 9 1

Fiduciary 9 9

Interrogatorieé 9 5 L

Rebuttal 9 | 9

Ruling 9 9

- Vagrant 9 9

Mitigate 8 7 1

PUTVLew 8 3
Tesﬁamentary 8 g8
Preponderate 7 5 2
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" TABLE A4
FREQUENCY OF PHRASES ACCORDING TO STATE

Ariz, Calif. Colo. Ida. Kéns? Mont, Nev. N.Mex. Okla. Ore.Utah Wash.Wyo.

trial court 343 19 60 26 15 L1 6 18 38 6, 10 9 30 7
supreme court | 289 18 27 18 21 24 20 18 21 25 32 21 18 26
district court 0f : '
. appeals 4 148 19 3 15 27 28 L 12 7 1 17 15.

criminal law 128 5 2l 15 8 15 13 5 & 0 019 1 3 6
'plaintiff'in error 77 35 - ‘ . 38 1  3
defendant in error 61 31 | o . ;- 28 | 2
cause of action ’ 59 L 7 1 11 7 3 11 1 L 7 3
'supefior court 59 15 20 2 1 3 14
hébeas corpﬁs 57 - 9 1 2 8 22 15 :

real estate . 55. 1 6_ | 12 6 3 3 | 12 1 8 3
contributory negligence L9 1 11 3 1 11 g 10 4
quiet title | 16 b g 7 L i 19

statute of limitations L5 & 1 9 16 11 b

appeal and error L2 L 11 | 1 2 3 1l 3 L 3

common law _ L2 13 6 :  1 6 . 8 . A 1



TABLE 4 (Continued}

R

Ariz. Calif, 0016° Tdas Kans, Mont. Nev., N.Mex. Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo. -
real property " LO 7 7 2 5 1 2 1 9 1 5
bill of exceptions 39 j- by 16 7 12
cause remanded 38 1 1 9 6. 3 5 3 1 1
directed verdict 38 & 4. 102 1 | g8 3 1 6
judgment Toll 38 L 3 29 2
trial judge 36 2 b 3 5 1 8 8
findiﬁgs of fact 35 . 2 1 | L 1 5 8 ih
circuit court 34 1 33
bpersonal property »34 14 1 3 5 : L 1 1 -1 L
assignmeht of error 31 1 5 7 3 13 2
Probate Court 31 11 16 2 1 1
per -curiam . 30 | 3 2 3 ' I3 6 3 9
undue influence 28 3 7 1 12 2
breach of warranty 26 9 5 8 b
quitelaim deed 26 o 3 ‘ 9 1L
third party | 26 2 6 9 6 2 !

declaratory judgment 25 7 5 1 1 L | 7



TABLE L -(Continued)

2
Ariz, Calif. Colo. Ida, Kanse WMont, Nev. N.lex.0kla, Ore.Utah Wash. Wyo.

eminent domain ' j'25 1 8 ' o ‘3 . g 1 | Ly

et al (et alii) 25 2 3 2 1 3 13 1

warranty deed 25 4 Ly o 8 1 1
cross~examination ‘ 2L 1 L 1 1 o L 1 1 7

right of egress 2h ’ lé | , | )

municipal corporation 23 16 ' 7

prime facie | 23 1 3 3 1 1 L3 7

case at bar ' 22 1 | 1 3 o | 1 1 7 5 3
instant case ." 21 1 L ‘4 1 | 2 5 ‘4‘
change éf venue | 20 » | 5 11 1 3

accomplice’s testimony 19j ' ' - | 19

appellante courte 19 9 101 2 | 5 1
condemnation proceeding 19 , 2 , S L 13

motion for new trial 9 6 9 | b

mortgage note : 18 : | 18

pfoximate cause 18 | 1 | 3 | L 5 5

conditioral sale 17. oL 13



TABLE L (Continued)

o
Ariz, Calif. Colo. Tda. Kans. Mont. Nev, N.Mex. Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo.

defendant-appellants , 17 2 15
due process of law 171 , L , 1 73 - 1
18t degree murder 17 6 3 | | 5 . B | 3
master aﬁd servant - 17 1 o ' | 1 _ 11 @
penal co&e. 17 - 14 3
iﬁetition of testimony o

perpetuation 17 17
amended petition 16 S 7. - 5 . b
burden of proof 16 o 5. 1 1 3 1 5
exterior boundaries 16 16
chattel mortgage 16 7 L - | 1
governmental function 16 . ‘ 15 _ |
specific performance 16 | : 1 ,'. p 12 1 2
third person 15 | : 1 : ' 1l | 3
writ of habeas corpus 15 3 o2 9 1
conclusions of law 1k “ 1 ‘ 1 L ok L
grand larceny 14 ‘ 5 3 6

independent contractor 1h 1 : | , : .13



oy ‘ : ‘TABLE 4 (Continued).

Ariz. Calif. Colo. Ilda. Kanse'Mont; Nev. N.Mex, Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyoo.

jusﬁieé“of the peace ' 1i L 2 3 5
somnary judgment 14 8 3
towit 11 1 2 1 1 b 1 3
writ of maﬁdéﬁﬁé‘ | 1L 1 3 3 5
~ amended compiaint 13 ok 3 | L 2
. &ttorney fees 13 | | 3 9 | o
breach of covenant 130 5 > | : ‘ 3
code of.eivil»procedure 13 13
doctrine of res ipsa _ '
' loguitur 13. 9 : L |
implied warranty 13 12 - | o | 1
life estate 13 7 - | 5
motion for dismissal | 13 -z 1
partial disability = 13 o | | - 13
pretermitted heir 13 " ‘ 13
promisory note 13 & . 1 7
real estate broker 13 1 g | o - b N
trust'estéte' f . 13 o 1 3 . - 9

adverse judgment 12 » R 1 -k o L
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TABLE 4 (Continued]

Ariz. Calif. Colo., Ida. Kans, Mont. Nev. N.Mex. Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo.

as a matter of law 12 o2 1 | 2 3
constitutional law | 12 3 r 1 7
contempt proceedings 12 . V 8 3 1
contributing to o
delinquency 12 12

eredibilitj of the , - ‘ .

| witness 12 9 - - | | 1 2
en banc o 12 1 6 ’ 3 2
fee simple S 12 ' : 5 1 - 6
foreclosure proceedings 12 : | | | , - 12
good faith 12 | | | 1 3 8
implied covenaht 12 | 12 |
joint adventure. 12 12
notice of recession 12 3 ‘ 9
real & personal property 12 Ly 3 1 | ‘ : ' b
triers of fact 12 3\ 6 1 1 1
et . seqr (et sequentes) 11 2 - o2 b ' o 3

default judgment 11 , 6 I 5



' TABLE L (Continued)

oy
Arizo Calif, Colo. Ida. Kans., Mont. Neve N.Mex. dklao Ore, Utah.Washonyon

in re | 11 5 3 | 1 - o2
inter vivos 11 ': 3 o | 7T : 1
jury trial 112 3 | 1 3 2
_parties to the suit 11 | ' : 11
parol evidence 11 1 i3 ' 1 1 5
prejudicial error 11 2 3 i 2 o 3 1 -
probaté proceedings 11 | : ' -2 1 8,
statutory provisions 11 = 1 1 1 : 1- 1 1 5
tax deed i 9 1 | 1
action at law 10 ko 30 : -3
action in tort 10 . / 3 § 7
assault and battery 10 1 9 -
community property 10 . 9 1.
County Court 10 _ 7 2 1
doctfine-of last : ' ' ' |

clear chance 10 . 3 o b 3

former jeopardy 10 3 7T
mitigation of damages 10 ~ o ' , 10



TABLE 4 (Continued)

\L?:
| Ariz;‘Calif¢ Qo1o5‘Ida; Kanéovl\/{onte Nev,'l\‘(ol\/[e}io Okla. Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo.
preliminary hearing 10 7 ' o - o 3
punative damage 10 b 1 5
reversed aﬁd remanded 10 2 L 1 1 | 1 1
ad velorem 9 | 9
Civil Code 9 9 |
conditional sales | . -
contract 9 | 5 . -1 3
cross-appealed 9 1 . L | | 3 1
execution of the will 9 7 ‘ S | - | 2
inadvertance and , .
excusable neglect 9 9

joint tenants 9 L 5
labor and materials 9 | 9
preponderance of .

evidence 9 5 b
Probate Code | 9 é- 3
purchase price 9 1 1 1 3 3
reformation of deeds 9 9
restraining order 9 3 2 L
search warrant 9 9



TABLE 4 {(Continued}

o1

Ariz., Calif. Colo° Tda. Kaﬂﬁa Mbnto Nev. N.Mex, dklay Ore. Utah Wash. Wyo.

téx title 1 1 7
trade fixtures

trial by jury

amieus curiae

breach of cbntract

bora fide
,civil'jﬁdgment
.aeferminable fee
diverce deeree

express or implied
for‘cauéé "

forceébié entry

inter alia.

last will and testament
'lis‘péndenS- A
money judgment

order of ﬁhe courd

W
'._1
=

renal sum



@ TABLE 4 {Conti nued)
iR

Ariz. Calif. Colo. Ida. Kans. Mont. Nev, N.Mex, 0Okla. Ore, Utah Wash, Wyo.

policé power 8
recall petition
rehearing deniéd
second set of viewers
appellate court
bankruptey proceedings
civil detions
.oriminal action
in point
justice pro tem
materialments lien
per se |

" pro tem _
quieting title
tendering of abstracts
timely filed

unlawful searches and
seizures

writ of certiorari
writ of coram nobis

AV
N
frt
=

collateral attack'

[s N e NIEK B N
Q

trial de novo



"TABLE 5
FREQUENCY OF PHRASES ACCORDING TO TYPE OF CASE

Civil Criminal ZHXquity Estates

 trial court 343 267 35 13 28
supreme court | 289 220 L7 3 19
distriet court of " -

| appeals 1.8 69 L5 8 26
criminal law 128 1 127 | |
plaintiff in error 77 52 10 Ly 11
defendant in error él L8 2
cause of action 59 L 11 L
superior court 59 39 - 15 . , 5
habeas corpus 57 L 124 1l
real estate | 55 2é ' . b 25

contributory negligence 49 L9

quiet title v L6 32 14
statute of limitations 45 Ll 1
appeal and error L2 32 & L
oommdn law~ _ L2 - 34 3
real%pIOperty LO 22 2 16
bill of exceptions 39 39 | |
- cause remanded ' 38 34 2 2
directed verdict 38 31 3 L
Jjudgment roll 38 38

trial judge -36 28 b L

AVa
£O-



TAPLE 5 {Continued)

Civil Criminal Equity Estates

findings of fact 35 30 . L 1
' Cireuitvcourt 34 28‘ i | 5
»péfsonai property 3, 24 7 3

assignmenﬁ of error 31 29 1 11
Probate Court 3115 10 1 5

per curiam : 30 27 .‘_ 3 |

qndue iﬁflueﬁce . 28 3 .a>> - - 25

breach of warranty 26 22 . S L

quitolain deed 26 26 |
third parby ’ 26 25 “. 1

declaratorj judgment 25 25 N
 eminent domain = 25 25

et al (et alii) 25 22 3
warranty deed 25 2L ’ - 4

cross-examination 24 1k 10 |

righf'pf egress 2L 241

muniecipal cbrporation -23 23

prima facie 25‘_ 17 | é

case at bar 22 15 3 1
instant case 21 18 1 1

change of venue v 26 2 11 3- . 4

accomplice®s testimoﬁy 19 = ’ 19

ap@elante»éourte  _ | 19 11 | v 6} o .2

condemnation proceedingl9 = 19

motion for mew trial 19 4 15



TABLE -5 (Continued)

Civil Criminal ZTEquity ZIEstates

mortgaQe,nbfé 18 ”“ 18
proximate cause 18 18
 conditional sale 17 17

defendanﬁeappellants 17 17

due proeess of "law 17 13 L

lst degree murder 17 17

masbter and servant 17 17

penal code i 17 1 lé

petition of tesﬁimony |
perpetuation 17 : 17

emended petition 16 16

burden of proof | 16 16

. exterior boundaries 16 16
‘chattel mortgage 16 9 -7

governmental function 16 - 16

specific performance 16 3 ' 13
third person 15 15

writ of habeas corpus 15 3 12

conelusions of law 14 i3 1
grand larceny | 1L 5 9

independent contractorlu 14

justice of‘the peace 14 11 3

summary judgment 1L 11 3

bo wit k5 6 1 2
writ of mandamus i, 13 1

amended d@mplaint 13 6 L 3



TABLE 5 (Continued)

Civil Criminal Equity Estates

attdrneﬁ.fééé:"

breach of covenant

code of ¢ivil procedure

doctrine of res ipsa
, loguitur

implied'warranty
1ife estatg

‘motion for dismissal
partial disability
pretermitbed heir
promisory note

real egtate broker
trust estate

adverse judgment

as a maﬁter of law

: constitutional~law
contempt proceedings

contributing to
- delinquency

credibility of the
witness

en banec

fee simple

foreclosure proceedings

good. faith
implied dovenant

joint -adventure:

13
13

13

13

13

13-

13
13
13

13
1

13

12

12

12

1z

12

12

12
12

13

13
13

13
12

13-

0 O O W\

i1

12

11

12
12

12

: 12

13



TABLE 5 {Continued) | 63

Civil Oriminal Equity Estates

- o ancc
e = —

notige of rebession 12 12
real & Ppersonal property 12 I ’ | 2 é
triers of fact | 12 12
e% seq (et sequentes) 11 9 1 1
default judgment 1111 | |

in ré» o 11 8
inter vivos ' 11 10 - - 1
jury tfial : : 11 9 1 1
parties to the suit 11 11
parélrevidencer o ‘_11 6
prejudicial error 11 5. 5 | 1
probatevproceedingé o1 ' 11
statutory provisions 11 10 1 |
tax deed , 11 2
action at law 10 8 1 o 1
action in tort 10 10
assault and battery 1o . '_ 10
community property 10 9 - 1
County Court | 10 - 3 7
doctrine of last olear o

» chance 10 10

forﬁér jeopardy 10 7 3
mitigation of damages 10 10 )
,p:e;iminary hearing 10 10
punitive damage , 10 |

reversed and remanded 10 3 2 1 L



'TABLE 5 (Continued) 6l

Civil Criminal Equity ZEstates

ad vﬁiorem~ 9

Civil Code 9 .
conditibnal?salé31eOntract b 5
cfoss—appealed ) 9

execution of the will

O O O O O

inadvertance and
excusable neglect

Joint Tenants

1abbr and materials.
preponderance of evidence
Probate Code

pufchase price

reformation of deeds

O O & & 0 0 W O

restraining order
‘gearch warrant
tax title

trade fixtures
trial by Jury
amicus curiae"

Breach of contract

o - B S ENo BN
e
20

bona fide

civil judgment
determinable fee
divorce decree
express or implied
- for cause

foreibie. entry

® % ® 0 0 0B ® 0 0 O 0 0 0V WW O 0 VO 0 0 O

SRS T I N

inter alia



TABLE 5 (Continued)

Civil Criminal

Eoulity

Estates

last will and testament8
1lis pendens

money judement

order of the courd
penal sum

police power

recall petition
rehearing denied
second set of viewe$s
appellate court -‘
bankru?tey pfoeeedings
civil actions
criminal actlon
‘in point _
justice pro tem
materialmants lien‘
pér se o

pro tem ,
guieting title
tendering of abstracts

timely filed

unlawful searches and
seizures

writ of certiorari

writ of coram nobis
collateral attack

trial de novo
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Foreign Legal Words and Phrases™

TABLE 6

66

Word or Phrase

Avsemacim—

Total Civil Criminal Equity Estates

Supra

Habeas corpug
.Per curiam
Mandamus

Et al. (Et Alii)
Prima facie
Certlorari

ﬂt seq_° (B sequentes)

Per se

"A.Ad velorem

¥n bane

In re'j
Laches 4
Inter vivos
Tis penﬁens
Amicus curiae
Coram Nobix

Pro tem

- 93

60

. 23

22
19
.19
18

9
9
8
8
8
8
7
6
5
5
5

66
40

20

21
17

15

=
ae]

B - o A R B AT = i o SN T ¢ o)

1

BUSTERY N N

13
20
1
1 3
2,
1
1

* There were 626 éasesksampled whieh is indicative of the

frequency of their general use in court cases.
reason, no attempt was made to complle the data according to

the individual stateso

For this



TABLE 6 (Conbtinued)

67

‘Word or Phrase

Total Civil _Griminal Hguity lHistates -

Res adjudicat@i
Voir dire . -
Gﬁstodia_iegis
ix parte |

Ipso facto

Non obslante verdieto
Supersedess

De novo

- Guardian ad litim
Haec verba
Nunc_pro tﬁnc

Pro se

‘PfoviSOi

Quo warranto

De bonis non

Ejusden generis

- Ex rel (Bx relatione)

. Malum en se

- . Nongame =

Parens patriae
Pro tanbov |
Res‘gestae

Sui juris

R S S U

=~

VD W WM W W W W W W W

DWW NN D
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'TABLE 6 (Continued)

Word or Phrase Total Civil Criminal Equity Estates

Ad litem 1 1

Cui=densa¢ 1 1

D/B/A 1 1

De faeto 1 l

De jure 1 1l

En bac 1 1

Espressio unius est

excluso alterius 1 -1

Ex offieio 1 1

Ex rel versluis 1 1l

Facie curiae 1 1

Forma pauperis 1 1

In.personam 1 1
" In toto 1 Al

Lex terrae 1 1

Timine 1 1

Mesne 1 1

Modus operéndi 1 1

Niz “ 1 i

Obiter dictum 1 1

Onerous | 1 1

Pari materia 1 1

Pendehte lite 1 1

“Per accidens 1 1
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TABLE 6 (Continued)

Wbrd or Phrase Total Civil Criminal Xquity Estates

‘Pro rata
Quantum
Quantum meruit
Quasi Judicial
Quasi Municipal

Res ipsa 1oquitor

T T T ST S W R,

‘ Res Judicata

Sua sponte

Terra cotta

Ultra vires

Ut ocurrere solebat

VYerbatim

I I R I N - S i

=

Viva voce



TABLE 7

_Compoun&‘ﬁbrds & Their Frequenéy

70

Thereof

156 ‘ S forthwith

thereafter 103 inasmuch
herein 95 ' hereinbefore
therein 93 ' theretofore
thereto 83 ' whereas
wherein véé E whereof
therefore 58 o ' thereat
notwithstéﬁding L8 , ' thereunder
thefeon ; L, - ﬁhatsoever
therefrom 38 foregoing
hereinafter 33 . insofar
therefor 31 ‘ ‘héreof
heretofore ‘26 o hereunder
quitelaim 26 L self-defence
thereby 21 ) ' ' Whiehever
aforesald 20  v: - hegeintobefofe |
therewith 1k - ~ hereunto

- whereby 14 : ,théréabouts
hereto 13 thereunto
thereupon 13 , throughout
hereaftgr ‘11 R | Whétever
whereupon 11 whenever
hereby 110 | , ‘ withholding
hereinabove 9
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THOMAS P. MARONEY

ATTORNEY AT LAW
210 EMPIRE BLDG. - 710 N. PLANKINTON AVE.
TELEPHONE: BROADWAY 2-5607-8
MILWAUKEE 3, WISCONSIN

September 1l, 1953

Mrs. Claire McIlhenney
2208 £, Third Street
Tacson, Arizona

Dear Madame:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
September 6, 1953 inquiring about the method of determining
the legal words which were used in the glossary in "The
Legal Secretary",

This particular chapter was written by Mrs. Bva L.
Connelly, who shortly after the book was written died. My
recollection of how it was compiled is as follows. Mrs,
Connelly was theshort hand teacher at Miss Brown's School
of Business for many years., She and I used several legal
dictionaries and took out of the dictionaries terms which we
thought were commonly used in law offices., The list was
submitted to several local legal secretaries and to three
or four practicing attorneys of Milwaukee Bar for the pur-
pose of adding words or eliminating words. In addition
to that, the list was sent to several attorneys outside of
the State of Wisconsin where the use of legal terms might
vary, and they in turn added terms and suggested omissions.
From that we got our completed glossary, and Mrs., Connelly
added her short hand symbols. Then it was submitted to
Gregg Publishing Company for approval,

Thank you very much for your inquiry, and I wish
you every success in your research project,

Sincerely yours,

Q&;zé%%7?¢4ké3%ﬁ%z ’AV”97&wq

THOMAS P. MARONEY

TPM:mk
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September 6, 1953.

Mr. Samuel P, Weaver

Professor of Constitutional Law
tonzaga University

Spokane, Washington

Desr Mr. Weaver:

In conjunction with a research project
for my master's Degree at the university of Arizona,
I am compiling a 1ist of most used legal words and
phrases for the Pacific bDistrict -- to be used later
in. formulating a course of study for Legal Stenography.

As you have previewed shorthand dictation
throughout your text rhe Law Stenographer, I would
very much appreciate hearing Trom you im regard to
the methods and procedures used in determining which
legal words and phrases were to be used in this dic-
tation material and your legal phrases and short cuts.

, : Any information you can give me will be
Sincerely appreciated.

; A stamped, self-addressed envelope is en-
closed for your convenience. .

Sincerely,

) Ny /

((Q"d L £ ),)’) [ -j//t b€ 14—
(Mrs.) Claire licIlhenney

2208 n. Third sStreet
rueson, Arizons

mnclosure










UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

BUSINESS EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 2
LOS ANGELES 24, CALIFORNIA

Jamuary 27, 1953

Mrs, Claire McIlhenney
2208 East Third Street
Tucson, Arizona

Dear Mrs, McIlhemney:

Thank you for your letter of Januvary 15. It was good to hear
from you again and to know that you are using some of the material
we covered at the University of Arizonas, I miss Tucson, and I miss
my former students. I wish that it were poss:Lble t0 see you all
on the beautiful Arizona campus,

Unfortuately, 1 do not know very much about the procedure that
is used in compiling specialized word lists, I presume that the
proecedure, or some minor variation of it, that was used in compiling
the more general word lists might be acceptable,

The Horn-Peterson study, vwhich compiled the basic vocabulary
of business letters, might give you a good pattern to follow., As
you may know, this word list is published by the Gregg Publishing
Company. Horn's original study, which compiled the 10,000 commonest
words, would probably 1tell you more about procedure than the Horn-
Peterson survey, Horn's original study was reported rather completely
in the University of lowa research monographs a number of years ago.
I presume that the University of Arizona Library has these monographs.

I saw another word study not long ago that offers some interesting
possibilities in terms of procedures, It is entltled A Study of
English Word Values, Statistically Determined." The author is Faucett,
I neglected to write down the publisher, but here again I think you
might find the ook in the University Library without too much diff-
culty,

You're embarklng upon an 1n’terest1no' study, and one ‘r,ha‘o should
reveal some worth-while information., I'm sorry that I am of so litile
help to you in this research, DPlease let me hear from you from time
to time as your study progresses, With kindest personal regards.

SJW sMC
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Leslie, Louis A., Testimony Dictation. New York: The Gregg
Publishing Company, 19LA4.

ILibrary Bureau Division, Progressive Filing and Tndexing.
New York: Remington-Rand, Inc., 1950.

Porter, Leonard J. and John J., Graham, Legal chtatlon°
New York: PrentlcewHall lnca, 1952

Swem, Charles Lee and John Robert Gregg, Congressional
Record Vocabulary., New York: The Gregg Publishing
Company, 1937.

Swem, Charles Lee and John Robert Gregg, Gregg Shorthand
Reporting Course. New York: The Gregg Publishing
Company , 1936, ‘ . '

Swem, Charles L., The Technique of Shorthand ReportlngoA
New York: The Gregg Publlshlng Company, 1941.

Tonne, Herbert £., Principles of Business FEducation. New York:
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