WRITE-ON EXERCISES DESCRIPTION

PART I:  EDITING EXERCISE

· Everyone will be required to make all editing marks by HAND in RED ink.
· All edits must be made in accordance with the “Editing Marks” handout provided in your instruction packet.
· You may NOT make edits electronically. This includes NOT using the “tracked changes” function.
· The ONLY resources you are permitted to use in completing this section are:
1. Bluebook, 18th Edition
2. Texas Rules of Form, 11th Edition (Greenbook)
3. Legal or English dictionary
4. Editing Marks handout
· You may NOT use any other sources, including the cited sources themselves. Use of any outside sources is a violation of the Honor Code and will result in your disqualification from the write-on competition.
· You are only responsible for making format, punctuation, and grammatical changes. Altering the STYLE of the articles, will count as a mistake (such prohibited stylistic changes include corrections made to the passive voice).
· When editing the footnotes, please use the Bluebook rules specific to law review typeface conventions (NOT practitioner’s typeface convention). Do NOT follow any rules on typeface conventions in the Greenbook that conflict with those of the Bluebook.
· If the Bluebook requires the use of SMALL CAPS in a citation, use the appropriate “set in small caps” editing mark for correcting any applicable errors (<<word>>).
· For purposes of the Editing Exercise, “recommended” or “encouraged” usage in the Bluebook is mandatory.
· All marks must clear and easy to read to the extent possible.
· TIP: It may help to make 2-3 extra copies of the editing portion. You may not need all of the copies, but it may be hard to see all the errors if you try to edit everything on one copy.
· Nevertheless, you will turn in only ONE copy – the copy in which you have incorporated all your editing from any and all other copies you may have used.
· If you decide to submit your write-on packet electronically, you will need to scan the editing section and attach it with your email submission.

PART II:  BLUEBOOKING EXERCISE

· You will be given a certain number of sources that you must properly cite.
· The ONLY resources you are permitted to use in completing this section are:
1. Bluebook, 18th Edition
2. Greenbook, 11th Edition
3. Legal or English dictionary
· If there are discrepancies between the Bluebook and the Greenbook, follow the Bluebook. However, the Greenbook must be followed when dealing with Texas-specific material. For any other material, the Bluebook controls and must be followed.
· For Texas cases, any necessary petition/writ status and history will be provided to you as it appears in the Texas Subsequent History Table.
· When using the Bluebook, use the rules specific to law review typeface. Do NOT follow the practioner’s typeface convention, and do NOT follow any rules on typeface conventions in the Greenbook that conflict with those of law review typeface convention in the Bluebook.
· If the Bluebook instructs you to use Small Caps, BOLD the part of the citation you wish to be in small caps, rather than actually changing the citation to small caps, so that we can more easily discern your intention.

PART III:  WRITING EXERCISE

· You will be given a case, and you will be required to agree or disagree with the majority opinion and explain your reasoning based on other sources that will provided to you.
· The Writing section is CLOSED such that you may ONLY use the sources provided to you in the write-on packet. You may NOT do any additional research. Researching outside the sources provided is a violation of the Honor Code and will result in your disqualification from the write-on competition.
· The Writing section requires persuasive writing rather than objective writing. You are arguing what you think the law should be, bolstered by sound legal arguments, NOT what the law is.
· THERE IS NO RIGHT OR WRONG ANSWER. The purpose of the writing section is to evaluate your ability to analyze legal arguments and communicate your conclusions in a clear and intelligent manner.
· There is NO mandatory authority since there is no designated jurisdiction in which you are making your argument. You are merely fashioning the best legal arguments you can with the sources provided to you. The strength of the arguments, not the sources from which they are derived, is what is most important.
· The source materials are intended to provoke critical thought and encourage you to shape creative legal arguments. Therefore, you should not simply summarize the main case or the other sources. Your essay should reflect command of the materials you use, as well as very careful reasoning in the development of a thesis and supporting arguments.
· Do not feel hesitant about criticizing court decisions if you believe a court’s analysis is flawed.
· Your writing submission will have a length requirement of approximately 4 pages.
· You MUST use FOOTNOTES for all citations. Footnotes are included in the page limit.
· Footnotes: References tab  Insert Footnote
· In constructing your footnotes, if the Bluebook instructs you to use Small Caps, BOLD the part of the citation you wish to be in small caps, rather than actually changing the citation to small caps, so that we can more easily discern your intention.
· A writing sample has been provided for you. Please remember, however, that this is only an example – please do not use it as a template for your writing submission either in organization, form, or substance.


Do NOT put your name on any part of the problem packet!
STRUCTURE OF THE WRITING SECTION

1) Brief introduction containing the facts and holding in the main case and explaining the issues you will seek to resolve.

2) Critically analyze the case and determine whether the majority correctly or incorrectly decided the case.
· If the court decided the case incorrectly, critique and distinguish the court’s reasoning based on the other legal arguments in the other sources you are given.
· If the court decided the case correctly, your analysis should be original based on the court’s holding and the other sources and not merely a recitation of the court’s analysis.
· In your analysis you may (but you are not required to) address:
· Whether the court reinterpreted, affirmed, overruled, modified, narrowed, or broadened the prior law and whether doing so was correct or incorrect
· Whether the court correctly interpreted the authorities on which it relied
· How the court handled opposing arguments
· The concerns of the concurring or dissenting opinions
· The extent to which the court’s holding will create future ambiguities in the law
· Whether the court’s reasoning is logical
· The assumptions, not necessarily articulated, that the court made to arrive at the conclusion it did
· The weaknesses in the arguments contrary to your own conclusion
· The implications and ramifications of the court’s decision and how your own analysis and conclusion may affect this area of the law

3) Conclude briefly. Address the main holding of the case, the major theories relied upon by the court, and the general desirability (or undesirability) of the court’s holding. You may (if you choose) address whether the holding creates confusion or clarifies matters, and to what extent the new rule promotes justice or merely substitutes one evil for another. Due to the general nature of the statements in this section, the conclusion need not include many footnotes.
