
Plain Language

Plain English: A Charter for Clear Writingo
(Part One)

By Joseph Kimble

This article was originally published in
April 1992, in the Thomas M. Cooley
Law Review. We have shortened it here.
Some of the omissions are indicated; most
are not.

The article grew out of a resolution
that I submitted two years ago to the Le-
gal Writing Institute, whose membership
includes writing teachers at almost all
law schools in the United States. The res-
olution has now been adopted by the 1992
Conference of the Institute, and the vote
was virtually unanimous. The resolution
as adopted appears toward the end of
Part One of this excerpt, and at the be-
ginning of Part Two and Part Three.

The resolution is good news for plain
writing, for if it is ever going to happen,
we must poison the well of legalese at the
source-which is law school.

-JK

t the 1990 conference of the Le-

gal Writing Institute, in Ann Ar-
bor, Michigan, I submitted a res-

olution in favor of Plain English. The
Board of Directors debated and then
decided, for the first time, that this was
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a question that all the members of the
Institute should consider and vote on.
It was recently considered in the Insti-
tute's newsletter-six articles, all gen-
erally favorable.' It should be voted on
at the next conference, in July 1992,
when the Institute returns home to the
University of Puget Sound.

I plan to vote yes. This article ex-
plains why: why Plain English is so
important; what it means; and where it
stands, four centuries after that Eng-
lish chancellor ordered the drafter of
a wordy document to wear it around
his neck.2

About the Movement
and Legal Writing

Ann Arbor in 1990 seemed like a
good place and good time to act, be-
cause Michigan is the home of the first
Plain English Committee of any state
bar association.3 And the Plain English
movement, so-called, has now come of
age, to the point where the Legal Writ-
ing Institute should offer its support.

The movement gained force, most
agree, as part of the consumer move-
ment in the 1970s.4 The symbolic birth-
date is variously given as 1974, when
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Com-
pany simplified two of its insurance
policies;5 or 1975, when Citibank in
New York introduced its famous prom-
issory note, which in turn inspired the
first state statute that requires Plain
English in consumer contracts;6 or
1978, when President Carter issued his
executive order directing that federal
regulations be "as simple and clear as
possible."7 There followed in the next
ten years, from the mid-1970s to the
mid-1980s, a flurry of legislative ac-
tivity. Seven more states passed Plain

English statutes that apply to consumer
contracts (generally leases, loans, and
other contracts for personal, family, or
household purposes).8 As of 1986, half
the states had Plain English statutes
that apply to insurance contracts.9 And
nine federal statutes were on the books
as well.10

Although the legislative activity has
tapered off in recent years, the move-
ment continues to win converts and
gain ground. We see advances in the-
ory and practice from the Document
Design Center of the American Insti-
tutes for Research; at communications
firms like Siegel & Gale; and in grad-
uate-school writing programs like the
one at Carnegie Mellon. In 1989, the
State Bar of California unanimously
adopted a resolution that calls for law-
yers and legal organizations to simplify
documents, and that commits the State
Bar to developing guidelines for at-
torneys to follow." The State Bar has
since produced a booklet called Are You
Misunderstood? Try Plain English.12 In
1990, the State Bar of Texas created
its own Plain-Language Committee.' 3

The Committee has already issued
its first annual Legaldegook Awards14

and has surveyed Texas judges about
their language preferences, making
Texas the fourth state to participate in
the survey.15

Other countries are also becoming
more and more active. The Canadian
Bar Association, for example, recently
passed a resolution in favor of plain
language, with specific recommenda-
tions concerning the legal profession,
Canadian banks, all governments in
Canada, and a proposed "Canadian
Coalition for Plain Legal Language."' 6

Canada also has a Plain Language In-
stitute in Vancouver. In England, there's
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the Plain English Campaign, a pioneer-
ing private firm; an organization of
lawyers called Clarity; and a govern-
ment-wide effort to simplify forms.17

Australia now has a Centre for Plain
Legal Language, created by the Law
Foundation of New South Wales and
the University of Sydney.

[The appendix to this article, in 9
Thomas M. Cooley Law Review 1, 31-58
(1992), has a current list of statutes and
regulations in the United States, along
with other developments in Plain Eng-
lish worldwide.]

Plain English is now a part of the cul
ture of law, business, and government.
But still-the beat goes on, and every-
day practice lags behind the movement.

Other forces have been at work dur-
ing these years. One is the research in
a number of fields, including psycho-
linguistics, cognitive psychology, and
instructional theory, about how we
communicate, think, and learn.18 This
research has proved useful to those who
are involved in creating clearer public
documents.19 And it has provided an
intellectual climate that allowed the
movement to grow and mature.

One other strong and continuing
force is the national concern over writ-
ing. Hardly a month passes without
someone or some group suggesting that
we are becoming a post-literate society.

[References omitted here.]
The same concern has carried over

into the legal profession and the law
schools. Headlines trumpet lawyers'
poor writing,20 and one of them asks
that lawyers "stand mute until they
speak English."'21 Articles cite witness
after witness and example after endless
example to support the indictment.22

No wonder that writing seminars and
consulting have become an industry.23

Nor is it any wonder that the litera-
ture on legal writing and Plain English
has exploded.24 Significantly, this liter-
ature now includes two new journals:
The Scribes Journal of Legal Writing,
which published its second volume in
1991; and Legal Writing: The Journal of
the Legal Writing Institute, which pub-
lished its first volume in 1991.

At the law schools, there is good
news and bad news. The good news is
that we have made progress in the last
ten years. The bad news is that we are
halfway there, at best.

In 1979, a special committee of
the American Bar Association recom-
mended that law schools give their
students "at least one rigorous legal
writing experience in each year of law
study."25 Although less than twenty
percent of schools have met this goal,
at least the vast majority now re-
quire two semesters of writing in the
first year.26

The number of full-time writing
teachers has also grown, as those of us
in the field can tell. According to data
from the American Bar Association,
in 1990-1991 there were 352 full-time
faculty members teaching legal writ-
ing.27 And when you include all the
adjunct professors (at my school, about
twenty-five each term in various parts
of the program) and all the student as-
sistants, legal writing instructors must
number a thousand or more.

In the writing part of these first-year
courses, students typically write a se-
ries of office memorandums and at least
one trial or appellate brief. This means
that during the year, students will re-
ceive comments on five or six papers.28

The courses are very demanding, so
much so that the students' main, insis-
tent complaint is that the courses de-
serve more credit hours. But you never
hear a complaint about their value.

On the darker side, writing pro-
grams are plagued by low salaries and
high turnover. Of the 352 full-time
writing teachers in 1990-1991, only 31
were on tenure-track, and 50 had
long-term job security.29 Thats a total
of 81 long-term teachers at 176 ABA-
approved schools, a deplorable figure.
The other full-time teachers, most of
them, make less than $30,000 a year.30

The message seems to be that expe-
rience hardly matters in a legal writing
teacher. No one would say that about
a contracts teacher. Or if it is just an
issue of money, then schools ought to
consider the importance of writing and

the signal they send by trying to do it
on the cheap.

In addition, the writing programs
are expected to accomplish too much
in too little time. They must address
themselves not only to legal writing,
but also to legal research, to oral advo-
cacy, and, more than any other course
does, to legal analysis.31 In the writing
courses, students spend weeks with
one client and a legal problem, hav-
ing to analyze, synthesize, and apply a
group of cases. Students reason by de-
duction and analogy, both. On exams,
they reason mainly by deduction (think
of the organizational formula known
as IRAC: issue, rule, application, con-
clusion). And the analysis in papers
has to be more careful, sustained, co-
herent, and thorough than it can ever
be in class discussion or on an exam.
In other courses, the analysis may cover
a wider range of issues and rules, but
in legal writing it runs deeper.
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One year is not enough for all that
needs to be accomplished. The only
answer, the essential remedy for our
professional affliction, is to include
more writing in the second and third
years of law school.32 Some innovative
schools that have taken this step-
notably Chicago-Kent, Puget Sound,
the University of Montana, John Mar-
shall-have found out that it pays off
in the competence and reputation of
their students.33

It is easy enough to outline a seri-
ous program. Basically, it does take
money and more credit hours, consis-
tent with the central importance of
writing. More specifically:

* It should be taught primarily
by full-time professionals who teach
writing full-time and who have long-
term job security or at least multi-year
contracts.

" It should include all three years of
law school, with six or eight required
credit hours plus electives.

0 It should include several rounds
of feedback in each course, the more
individualized the better.

* It should make use of adjunct or
student assistants, closely supervised,
to help give some of the feedback in
large classes (over thirty).

* It should build on the same writ-
ing principles and models throughout
the courses, and even the non-writing
faculty should be made aware of those
principles.

* It should include all forms of
legal writing-memorandums, briefs,
litigation documents, and the form that
we now call drafting (statutes, con-
tracts, wills).

0 It should work assignments into
some of the non-writing courses.

Joseph Kimble is an
associate professor at
Thomas Cooley Law
School. He teaches re-
search and writing, le-
gal methods, and legal
drafting.

Resolution
At the 1992 Conference of

the Legal Writing Institute, which
has 900 members worldwide, the
participants adopt the following
resolution:

1. The way lawyers write has
been a source of complaint about
lawyers for more than four cen-
turies.

2. The language used by law-
yers should auree with the com-
mon speech, unless there are rea-
sons for a difference.

3. Legalese is unnecessary and
no more precise than plain lan-
guage.

4. Plain language is an impor-
tant part of good legal writing.

5. Plain language means lan-
guage that is clear and readily
understandable to the intended
readers.

6. To encourage the use of
plain language, the Legal Writing
Institute should try to identify
members who would be willing
to work with their bar associa-
tions to establish plain language
committees like those in Michi-
gan and Texas.

e It should provide remedial help
for students who need it.

e It should include a course in ad-
vanced research, at least as an elective.

And one more: It should liberate
students by instilling in them a pas-
sion, or at least a preference, for Plain
English. Hence the Resolution, which
appears above in this column.

Number 2 in the resolution comes
from David Mellinkoffs classic, The
Language of the Law.34 Although the
critics of legal writing are legion, from
Thomas Jefferson 35 to Fred Rodell,36 I
believe that Professor Mellinkoff can
fairly be called the intellectual founder
of the Plain English movement. He
discredited for all time, through care-
ful scholarship, the notion that tra-
ditional legal writing is precise. 37 He

showed that the argument from pre-
cision is, for the most part, an excuse
for mindless repetition.38 He cited the
volumes of litigation over such jar-
gon as aforesaid,39 and/or,40 herein,41 and
whereas.42 He revealed the imprecision
of such supposed terms of art as heir,43

seisin,44 and proximate cause.45 He made
the case against "worthless doubling 46

and against the unnecessarily long and
involved sentence.47 And he showed
what by now, thirty years after, should
be undisputed: the law can usually be
made clear even to the public. 48 U
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