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Unit 1 Introduction to Legal Reading Skills

o ¥-1 % TR F0

— HBNEEZRGIEETEWI/LBIEE?

1. £4)4FR(Case Name) ; B4l : Marbury v. Madison ( Z{H B {f& i) , v is short for
versus. &“ 1" FER.

2. H|P¥:BE ( Court rendering the opinion) ; 4l : New Jersey Supreme Court (77 £
B o

3. %525 ;% B (Citation) ; HI40:93 N. 324, 461 A. 2d 138 (1983) X BLBILEH B
CHITAICER) 58 93 45,55 324 T, AR (R T ¥EIL ) 58 4856 138 T1, X AP T 1983
., JAL,A 2 Atlantic Reporter 45 E . BXFEHABRNHAE LU LB ZS MY
fE:“ 785257, HIIE AN “ parallel citation” , B S8 J&“ An additional reference to a
case that has been reported in more than more reporter. ” |~ X _F #7258 LR — . BH 4
FR; Z Ak B

4. FHFLE ¥ (Justice wrote the opinion)

5. ¥|Pt35 (opinion; stating the issue raised, describing the parties and facts, discussing
the relevant law, and rendering judgment. ) #|PR35 BBEANEH M EHE 40, HbhaoFErgs
i (Issue) U B FAFOL FLE PSR AR IR RARE R

HRBHFEEIRZ P, EEEUTILL: . BEFE, EFEENERLAIERZS, 5T
HERENERAT RS, 20 FHEENELRERE L, 3. RERELINEA BRI,
BB R X & " (dissenting opinion or dissent) 55 “Hg-4 & W.” (concurring opinion),
Dissenting opinion: opinion offered by a judge disagreeing with the majority panel of judges’
conclusion; “ TR A RIBKBEEEEHRSIEZ K —B-E#E N ; Concurring opinion
opinion written by a judge agreeing with the majority’ s conclusion but not its reasoning. “ g4 &
W RAEFEREZEEENENL, BRAFREHRG LB E—EHNRE N,

6. HERIE (Votes of the court) HIINE L ZREEFENFER T, FILEEENE
W2 IR A" (affirmance) , LA EE R “ WG FH . &K BIEH” (reversal and

remandment) ,
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Z 4R citation?

HTEZEX— R EANRTESN, XEEZEFHEA—T, RITELERE—T
{AA3EFE LA L) H citation FYRE X ; A reference to a legal precedent or authority, such as a
case, statute, or treatise, that either substantiates or contradicts a given position. ( p.237) 7th

edition. BT a citation is a reference to a legal authority, i It citation WA EH —HrHE,
SRELUR M55 HA B B RRE, 1A ST HAI) FT48 t 69 —HE, Citation formats
exist for many different types of legal sources including cases, statutes and secondary legal
materials. Understanding the basic format for each of these different types of sources will enable
the researcher to more independently locate materials in the law library.

FHIZPREZSEERE TIILERSS:

a. BT Y5 A4 (the names of the parties involved in the lawsuit) ;

b. AERHLICHIC 445 ( the volume number of the reporter containing the full text
of the case) ;

c. LZEFIC 4455 2 #K (the abbreviated name of that case reporter) ;

d. RHIFFEEE A% (the page number on which the case begins) ;

e. BFH|PL4E/Ay (the year the case was decided) ; 5 B iR (U35

f. R4 H) Pt Bk Bt (the name of the court deciding the case), 245 i}i BJ: Hebb
v. Severson, 201 P. 2d 156 ( Wash. 1948) . 73Xl F 24+, Hebb & J& 4 ( plaintiff) ,
Severson JE 5 (defendant) , FATAT LAZEC ACETEIL 40 ) 55 — 4 201 %45 156 B ( volume
201 of the Pacific Reporter Second Series beginning on page 156 ) R BI:X—RH, ZRXEH
4 BT M 5% 5 5 Bt ( Washington State Supreme Court) T 1948 4EH(| YL,

=. A BERE)Z Y citation?

WEBR S ZPRAERE, HX BT 5153, 4k 1 458555 (abbreviation ) B3 4 2%
(full reporter title).

Abbreviation Title (PEIL a4 #K)

EA. Atlantic Reporter X PG 4%

A. 2d. Atlantic Reporter, 2d Series K PG ¥EI 4rsF — 48

Cal. Rep. California Reporter fj[IF45 J& I {44

F. Federal Reporter BX3Bi[ 4

F. 2d. Federal Reporter, 2d Series B(IFL 455 — 18

F. 3d. Federal Reporter, 3d Series BXIBIL 4isE =48

F. Supp. Federal Supplement BXFP#M 75 R 4

L. Ed. U. S. Supreme Court Decisions, Lawyers’ Edition 3&E R EkBER N4, BITiR

L. Ed. 2d. U. S. Supreme Court Decisions, Lawyers Edition, 2d Series 3 [ £ & BB R
B 4% , FR UM 555 48 N. E. Northeastern Reporter Z:dti 4

N. E. 2d. Northeastern Reporter, 2d Series A1t 475F — 58

N. W. Northwestern Reporter Pt 4
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N. W. 2d. Northwestern Reporter, 2d Series FiltiC4a%E — %

N. Y. S. New York Supplement 22455 £ 51

N. Y. S.2d. New York Supplement, 2d Series 1Z#h 7224158 — 48

Pacific Reporter AT 45 -

2d. Pacific Reporter, 2d Series KX F-#EIL 4058 4

S. Ct. Supreme Court Reporter & & Bt R 4%

S. E. Southeastern Reporter %<5 1_%%

BS. E. 2d. Southeastern Reporter, 2d Series R Eg i gm0 58

So. Southern Reporter B§ 714

So. 2d. Southern Reporter, 2d Series B§ HiL 4% 48

QS. W. Southwesten Reporter ¥ B5 i 4

S. W. 2d. Southwestern Reporter, 2d Series FiRg - 4i%F 5

U. S. United States Reports 3¢ E R HIIC4

T2 5 451 158 B3, 45 &0 : Morgan v. United States, 298 U. S. 468, 56 S. Ct 906, 80L.
Ed. 1288 (1936) Fi~:EERITEE, WEERERHITC 45 298 5,468 TUT I ; Bk
B R BINCLREE 56 % 906 TUIT if ; 36 I B o ¥ e R AT 4w U A 56 80 % 1288 TUHF 4R,
1936 4EH(|Y, For example, a popular name for a Supreme Court case is; Roe v. Wade

Which translates as Plaintiff versus Defendant

B BiF #E WE

The official citation for this Supreme Court decision is:

410 U.S. 113

Which translates as Volume 410 United Stated Reports Page 113

410 % XERHNCH 113 T

There are several different publishers for legal documents such as court decisions.
(Libraries usually only carry one of these published versions. ) These publishers may be
referred to in parallel citations for this case.

Bilan , ZERE AT -

93 S. Ct. 705

Which translates as Volume 93 Supreme Court Reporter Page 705, g7

55 93 % BmiE BRI 705 7 4

Or

35 L. Ed. 2d 147

Which translates as Volume 35 U. S. Supreme Court Reports, Lawyers Edition, 2nd Series
Page 147 % 35 ¥ XEBRIEBEREIICHREBRITIRE 8 147

BEREEHB R T (full citation) B :

Roe v. Wade 410 U. S. 113 93 S. Ct. 705 35 L. Ed. 2d. 147 1972

Case name Official citation Parallel citation parallel citation Date of opinion. ( Ji 34 )
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1. The Specific Skills of Legal Reading

One of the most important skills in law school is the ability to read a judicial opinion
efficiently and accurately. Legal reading is a challenging task for new law students. This is
because legal texts are very incomprehensible to novice readers and law schools often don’ t
spend sufficient time instructing students on how to read legal texts. Legal texts are unique in
both their form and structure. Comprehending legal text requires knowledge of legal terminology
and an understanding of both case structure and legal theory. In order to read any text well,
readers need four types of reading knowledge: 1) word recognition;2) text structure;3)
grammatical knowledge;and 4) reading strategies. We need to understand the reading process
more generally.

The first concept readers need is word recognition, which is the set of strategies used to
identify words. In order to recognize the words, readers need sufficient background knowledge
about the law. However, even if a reader recognizes a word, it does not mean that the reader
comprehends its meaning. As we know, legal cases are full of terms that present new and
sometimes abstract concepts. A new reader without background knowledge about the law will
have a hard time understanding new information in a legal text.

A second concept the legal reader needs is an understanding of “text structure. ”
Comprehension proceeds more smoothly if the reader understands the organizational structure of
the text. For example, the typical judicial opinion contains a synopsis, fact section, issue
statement ,and holding. A new reader could easily become confused by this unusual structure.

In addition to word recognition and text structure, a beginning legal reader needs
grammatical knowledge, which can help the reader understand the relationship among
concepts within a sentence. In legal texts, the grammar and syntax are so complex that the
reader has to work hard to understand how the sentences fit together. Understanding the
complex grammar and syntax used in legal texts presents a significant challenge to the novice
legal reader.

Finally,readers need a fourth type of knowledge,referred to as reading strategies. Reading
strategies are intentional ,flexible ,and self—evaluative. It is a set of mental processes used by a
reader to achieve a purpose. Novice readers approaching a new type of text for the first time
make use of several basic strategies, including underlining, making notes, highlighting, and
questioning text. Experts in a field have developed more specialized reading strategies, allowing
them to read more analytically and efficiently. For example, a practicing attorney or “legal
expert” may synthesize text, hypothesize ,and connect with prior knowledge or experience. Here,

we will discuss what reading strategies can help law students comprehend legal text most
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efficiently and accurately. @

2. The Structure of a Judicial Opinion

Judicial opinions (also known as legal opinions or legal decisions) are written decisions
authored by judges explaining what the case is about, how they resolved the particular legal
dispute and an explanation of their reasoning. Modern judicial opinions reflect hundreds of years
of history and practice. They usually follow a simple and predictable formula. This section talks
through the basic formula. Generally speaking, it starts with the introductory materials at the top
of an opinion and then moves on to the body of the opinion. @ The headings used for these
sections are: 1) Headnote,2) Caption,3) Citation,4) Author of Opinion,5) Facts,6)
Issues,7) Procedural History,8) Legal Reasoning/Law of Case,9) Holding/Decision, 10)
Concurrence/Dissent.

1) Headnote

Headnote is the summary of the key legal points determined by an appeals court, which
appears just above each decision in the published reports of cases. Headnotes are useful for a
quick scan of the judgment, but they are the editor’s remarks and not the court’s. Each
jurisdiction usually determines whether headnotes are part of the law or only an editorial device
to facilitate research. Most headnotes are included by private publishers and do not constitute a
part of an opinion. The most notable publisher that employs headnotes is the West Group in the
National Reporter System, which publishes cases from practically every jurisdiction. The
Reporter of Decisions for the United States Supreme Court also prepares a syllabus for Supreme
Court decisions, when feasible, at the time an opinion is issued. The syllabus summarizes the
points of law addressed in each case,but does not constitute part of the opinion and does not
constitute binding authority. @

2) Caption

The caption is the title of the case, which tells you who was involved in the case and
reflects the last names of the two sides to the dispute. These two sides are often referred to as
the “parties” or as the“litigants” in the case. Usually, the first name identifies who is bringing
the court action and the second name is the person against whom action is being brought. For
example, if Ms. Smith sues Mr. Jones;the case caption may be Smith v. Jones. In a criminal
case, the government brings the case, and the government itself is listed as a party. For

example, if the federal government charges John Doe with a crime, the case caption will be

@ Leah M. Christensen Legal Reading and Success in Law School : An Empirical Study , P1—2.

@ Orin S. Kerr, How to Read a Legal Opinion,A Guide for New Law Students, Washington, DC. Version 2. 0 ( August
2005).

@ http://legal—dictionary. thefreedictionary. com/Headnote
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United States v. Doe. If a state brings the charges instead, the caption will be State v. Doe,
People v. Doe, or Commonwealth v. Doe, depending on the practices of that state. @

3) Citation

A legal citation is a reference to legal authorities and precedents such as statutes, cases,
regulations and law review articles. Citations are used for arguments in courts, legal textbooks,
law review articles and the like to establish or fortify the propositions argued. Citations to legal
materials follow a standard format which makes it possible for anyone using a law library to find
cited cases, statutes, regulations, and law review articles. Most legal citations consist of three
basic parts: 1. The name of the case,statute,or article. 2. A statement of where the item can be
found in a multi—volume set of legal materials written as: volume number,name of publication
(or set) ,page number. 3. The date. @

A case citation provides the following pieces of information; the name of the actual case;
the physical volumes where the case can be found ;the court that decided the case and the year
the case was decided. Using the citation to the case Regents of Furman v. Georgia, 408
U. S.238 (1972) ,let us decode the information provided. Furman v. Georgia is the name of
the case. When a lawsuit is originally filed, the case name appears as plaintiff v. defendant.
When the case is appealed, the case name usually appears as appellant v. appellee. It should
always be underlined or written in italics. 408 U. S. 238 is the citing of where the case can be
found: in volume 408 of the United States Reports , beginning at page 238. Reporters are sets of
volumes containing judicial opinions of a case. The year 1972 in the parentheses tells you the
year the court decided the case. This is the year in which the decision was delivered by the

court and may not be the year in which the case was heard. @

Year of
Decision

Case Name
(italics with comma
after)

Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238 (1972)

Vo/ No. Name of Reporter Beginning page
Listed above are the parts of a standard case citation. The citation tells us that a case

@ Orin S. Kerr,How to Read a Legal Opinion ,A Guide for New Law Students, Published by The Green Bag, Inc.
@ Legal Research Guide, Boston College Law Library
® How to read a case citation. Lexis/Nexis
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called Furman versus Georgia was decided in 1972 and can be found in Volume 408 of the
United States Reports, starting on page 238.

Samples (Boston College Law Library)

Cases
United State Supreme Court

name of case reporter

Brown v. Board of Education, 347 U.S_483, 490 (1954)

page # case begins

Lower Federal Court

Brown v. Board of Education, 98 F. Supp. 797 (D. Kan. 1951)

year of decision

page# case begins year of decision

“Universal” or“ Vendor—Neutral” Case Citation as adopted by the Wisconsin State Bar

Jones v. Smith, 1996 Wis 47 9§ 15

paragraph

case number fimber

Statutes

Session Law

opular
w public law# or chapter#

Civil Rights Act of 1964, P.L. 88-353, 78 Stat. 241 (1 964

year
®/ - med
title of book p ¥
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Code

popular name title# or chapter#

Civil Right Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. / 1971 et seq. (1988)

title of book section#

or part#

year of
compilation

Regulations
As Promulgated

* title of book

44 Fed. Reg. 29375 (May 18, 1979)

pagett date of publication

As Codified

42 CFR. | 124.501 (1991)

year of
compilation

Law Review Articles

Zygmunt J.B. Plater, Environmental Law as a Mirror of the Future: Civic Values

Confronting Market Forces Dynamics in a Time of Counter Revolution, 23 B.C.

ENVTL. AFF. L. REV. 739 (1996)
journal name
page#




