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F19 LEGLER:  LEGal Linguistic Evidence Rulings and Forensic Linguistic Evidence

Carole E. Chaski, PhD*, ALIAS Technology, LLC, Institute for Linguistic Evidence, 25100 Trinity Drive, Georgetown, DE 19947; 
Harry L. Miles, JD*, Green, Miles, Lipton, & Fitz-Gibbon, LLP, 77 Pleasant Street, PO Box 210, Northampton, MA 01061-0210; Aaron 
Alva, 2001 E Yesler Way, #33, Seattle, WA 98122; and Alexis I. Raykhel, MA, Institute for Linguistic Evidence, 25100 Trinity Drive, 
Georgetown, DE 19947

After attending this presentation, attendees will better understand the current and historical state of rulings concerning linguistic 
HYLGHQFH�LQ�$PHULFDQ�MXULVSUXGHQFH���$WWHQGHHV�ZLOO�OHDUQ�KRZ�WKHVH�UXOLQJV�¿W�LQWR�WKH�³IRXU�FRUQHUV�RI�IRUHQVLF�OLQJXLVWLFV´�DQG�ZKHUH�
litigation-independent research is needed, based on the judicial record of admissible or inadmissible methods.

This presentation will impact the forensic science community by helping attendees learn to accurately understand legal rulings 
DERXW�WKH�FXUUHQW�DGPLVVLELOLW\�RI�GLIIHUHQW�PHWKRGV�LQ�IRUHQVLF�OLQJXLVWLFV�DQG�WR�DFFHVV�D�WRRONLW�IRU�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�FDVHV�DQG�UXOLQJV�LQ�
forensic linguistics.

Whenever an attorney hires a forensic expert, he/she enters into a potentially unfamiliar area of science.  This unfamiliarity is 
LQWHQVL¿HG�ZKHQ�WKH�IRUHQVLF�H[SHUWLVH�LQYROYHV�DQ�DFDGHPLF�GLVFLSOLQH�WKDW�UDUHO\�DSSHDUV�LQ�FRXUW���/LQJXLVWLFV�LV�D�UDWKHU�UDUH�DFDGHPLF�
discipline, with many universities offering only a course or two related to a major in foreign languages or education.  Unsurprisingly, 
PRVW�DWWRUQH\V�KDYH�QHYHU�KHDUG�RI�³IRUHQVLF� OLQJXLVWLFV´�RU�³OLQJXLVWLF�HYLGHQFH�´� �)XUWKHU��PRVW�DWWRUQH\V�QHHG�KHOS� LQ�HYDOXDWLQJ�
WKH� ³IRUHQVLF� OLQJXLVWLFV´� RU� ³OLQJXLVWLF� HYLGHQFH´� WKDW� LV� EHLQJ� RIIHUHG� LQ� D� FDVH� EHFDXVH�PRVW� DWWRUQH\V� DUH� QRW� OLQJXLVWV�ZKR� DUH�
SURIHVVLRQDOO\�WUDLQHG�LQ�WKH�DFDGHPLF�GLVFLSOLQH���<HW�$PHULFDQ�FRXUWV�KDYH�EHHQ�FRQVLGHULQJ�DQG�PDNLQJ�UXOLQJV�DERXW�WKH�DGPLVVLRQ�
RI�OLQJXLVWLF�HYLGHQFH�IRU�PRUH�WKDQ�����\HDUV�DQG�UHFHQWO\�VHYHUDO�KLJK�SUR¿OH�FDVHV�KDYH�DWWUDFWHG�DWWHQWLRQ�WR�WKH�LGHD�RI�ODQJXDJH�
DV�HYLGHQFH���7KH������UXOLQJ�DERXW�WKH�³5HGVNLQV®´�WUDGHPDUN�PHQWLRQHG�OLQJXLVWV�KLUHG�E\�ERWK�VLGHV�WR�RSLQH�DERXW�WKH�VHPDQWLFV�RI�
³UHGVNLQV�´��7KH�����������Paul Ceglia v. Mark Zuckerberg case highlighted language-based methodologies for determining authorship 
of electronic documents.  On the pseudonymous landscape of the internet, forensic linguistic evidence will play an increasingly important 
UROH�LQ�LQYHVWLJDWLRQ�DQG�OLWLJDWLRQ���7KH�/(*DO�/LQJXLVWLF�(YLGHQFH�5XOLQJV��/(*/(5��SURMHFW�KHOSV�DWWRUQH\V�TXLFNO\�DFFHVV�UXOLQJV�
about forensic linguistic evidence and provides expert evaluations of the rulings from both the legal and linguistic perspectives.

LEGLER is web-accessible software that contains published rulings from American jurisprudence starting in the 1800s and 
FRQWLQXLQJ�WR�WKH�FXUUHQW�\HDU���5XOLQJV�ZHUH�¿UVW�JDWKHUHG�E\�DQ�H[SHULHQFHG�DWWRUQH\�XVLQJ�RQH�RI�WKH�DYDLODEOH�OHJDO�GDWDEDVHV���7KH�
�����UXOLQJV�ZHUH�WKHQ�³VFUXEEHG´�E\�D�FRPSXWDWLRQDO�OLQJXLVW�ZKR�ZURWH�VRIWZDUH�WR�UHPRYH�DQ\�SURSULHWDU\�LQIRUPDWLRQ�IURP�WKH�
legal database.  The scrubbed rulings were then loaded into the LEGLER section of ILER, a database platform for conducting web-based 
experimental research in forensic linguistics.1,2  Research associates of the Institute for Linguistic Evidence and subscribers to ILER can 
access LEGLER through a web-browser, with password authentication for the user account.  LEGLER offers information beyond the 
OHJDO�GDWDEDVHV��L�H���DQQRWDWLRQV�E\�DW�OHDVW�RQH�DWWRUQH\�DQG�DW�OHDVW�RQH�OLQJXLVW����7KHVH�DQQRWDWLRQV�KHOS�WKH�XVHU�RUJDQL]H�DQG�HYDOXDWH�
the rulings.

/(*/(5�DQQRWDWLRQV�LQFOXGH�VHYHUDO�IHDWXUHV�������HDFK�UXOLQJ�LV�FDWHJRUL]HG�DV�EHLQJ�IURP�RQH�RU�PRUH�RI�WKH�³IRXU�FRUQHUV�RI�
OLQJXLVWLF�HYLGHQFH�´��L�H���LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ��WH[W�W\SLQJ��LQWHUWH[WXDOLW\��DQG�OLQJXLVWLF�SUR¿OLQJ�������ZLWKLQ�WKH�JHQHUDO�FDWHJRU\��HDFK�UXOLQJ�
LV�VXEFDWHJRUL]HG�E\�D�VSHFL¿F�WRSLF���)RU�LQVWDQFH��LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�LQFOXGHV�VSHDNHU��DXWKRU��DQG�ODQJXDJH�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ��RU�WH[W�W\SLQJ�
LQFOXGHV�DXWKHQWLFDWLRQ�RI�D�GRFXPHQW�DV�D�UHDO�VXLFLGH�QRWH��UHDO�WKUHDW��UDQVRP�QRWH��DQG�VR�IRUWK������HDFK�H[SHUW�LQ�WKH�FDVH�LV�OLVWHG��
DQG������WKH�PHWKRG�XVHG�E\�WKH�H[SHUW�V��LV�HYDOXDWHG�IRU�LWV�UHODWLRQVKLS�WR�OLQJXLVWLFV���0HWKRGV�UHODWHG�WR�OLQJXLVWLF�HYLGHQFH�PD\�EH�
rooted in linguistics or other approaches to language such as literary criticism, prescriptive grammar, or computational stylometry.  Only 
a trained linguist can accurately evaluate whether a method is rooted in linguistics or not, just as only an attorney can accurately evaluate 
WKH�OHJDO�LPSOLFDWLRQV�RI�D�UXOLQJ���/(*/(5�DQQRWDWLRQV�SURYLGH�DQ�LQWHUGLVFLSOLQDU\�SHUVSHFWLYH�RQ�D�UXOLQJ��VHDUFK�DQG�RUJDQL]H�UXOLQJV�
by all the usual legal parameters as well as linguistic methodology, and thus prepare for a case involving linguistic evidence with insight 
from both the law and linguistics.
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