LAW REVIEW TYPEFACE CONVENTION

You will be required to use the “law review” typeface convention, as opposed to the “practioner’s” typeface convention, for your entire write-on entry (Editing, Bluebooking, and Writing sections). The practioner’s typeface is what you were introduced to in your first-year legal writing class. Law review typeface differs from practioner’s typeface in a few significant ways.

It is highly recommended that you read Rule 1.1 and the entirety of Rule 2 in the Bluebook to better understand the law review typeface conventions that you will be required to apply to the text and footnotes of the three write-on sections.
· NOTE: In Bluebook Rule 2.1, there is a general comparison of typeface conventions used by most law reviews as well as alternatives used by a minority of law reviews. You must use the majority rule on the write-on.

To be clear, all of the examples throughout the Bluebook apply the law review typeface convention (unless expressly noted otherwise) so you are still responsible for ALL the rules in the Bluebook. The rules and examples laid out on the following page are specifically identified for your benefit to highlight the differences between the law review typeface convention (which you MUST use) and the practioner’s convention you were taught in first-year legal writing (which you must NOT use if it differs from the law review typeface convention).

Be aware that the Bluepages at the beginning of the Bluebook largely correspond to the practioner’s typeface convention. As such, you must NOT use the Bluepages as guidance for creating or editing the text and footnotes in your write-on entry. But, you may use the Bluepages to help point you to the correct Bluebook rule, if you wish.


The following are Bluebook rules explaining the law review typeface convention that you need to be aware of and that you MUST apply in the write-on competition. These rules show the main distinctions from the practioner’s typeface you were taught in your 1L legal writing class. While the following rules highlight the main differences for your benefit, you are responsible for all Bluebook rules. The majority of Bluebook rules use the law review typeface convention, however, and will expressly tell you otherwise if they do not.

· CASE NAMES
· When citing a case in the text, you must italicize or underline the case name. The first time you use the case, you must use the full name. After that, you can use an identifying name (i.e., Lemon). BB 2.2(a).
· Example: In Small v. City of Houston, the Texas Supreme Court found that steroid testing was legal.
· Example: The court explained in Small how the public policy exception did not apply to the facts of the case.
· When citing a case in FULL in the footnotes, you do NOT italicize/underline the case name. BB 2.1(a).
· Example: Lochner v. New York, 198 U.S. 45 (1905).
· NOT: Lochner v. New York, 198 U.S. 45 (1905).
· When citing the SHORT form of a case in the footnotes, you MUST italicize/underline the case name. BB 2.1(a).
· Example: Lochner, 198 U.S. 45 (1905).
· NOT: Lochner, 198 U.S. 45 (1905).
· NOTE: For purposes of the write-on, italics and underlining are interchangeable. You may use either. However, you must be consistent throughout all the sections of your write-on entry.

· SMALL CAPS
· When citing a book, both the author and title must be in small caps. BB 2.1(b).
· Example: RICHARD KLUGER, SIMPLE JUSTICE (1976).
· When citing a periodical, the periodical name is in small caps. BB 2.1(c).
· Example: Katharine K. Baker, Once a Rapist?, 110 HARV. L. REV. 563 (1997).
· NOTE: You are responsible for identifying and using small caps (also called large and small caps) in ALL three sections of the write-on in accordance with the Bluebook rules (not simply these two rules shown here).
· In the Editing section, indicate the use of small caps by the editing mark for small caps (i.e., <<word>>).
· In the Bluebooking and Writing sections, however, you must BOLD the part of the citation that requires small caps.
