Fill in your name and your adjunct’s name, and then staple this sheet to the top of your MACRO DRAFT and turn it in. Remember that you will need an extra copy of your brief to complete the self-grading exercise, which is due in your conference.
Student:____________________________________________
 Adjunct:_____________________________________________


CRITERIA SHEET 





      


MACRO DRAFT AND SELF-GRADING CONFERENCE

Score (to be given after conference; Max. = 0; Min. = -15) ________

Dicta Grade:__________

[The final draft of the Appellate Brief will be given a raw score on a 65-point scale. Points taken off this draft will be taken off that 65 points.  The dicta grade is not necessarily a predictor of the final grade and will not be taken into account when determining the final grade.]
I.  Formal Requirements
A.  Format
 Has the writer included an argument section that meets the criteria noted in Parts II-III below?  Does the writer use headings to divide the Argument into focused analytical segments? 

B. Private Memo (See Class Notes)

Has the writer used footnotes or marginal notes and an end comment to 1) identify the strongest parts of the document and explain their strengths, 2) ask for specific help on certain parts of the document, and 3) identify any experiments or innovations the writer tried?

C.  Self-Grading:  Has the writer turned in a clean copy of the draft and brought a self-graded copy and a rule/focus list to the conference?  Is the writer able to discuss the brief as noted in Part IV below?  (See class notes and workshop)

D. Is the document neatly typed, double-spaced, and paginated, and did the writer turn the paper in on time with this document stapled to it? Is there evidence of basic spell-checking and proofreading? Are typographical errors corrected neatly in pen?

II.  Research & Issue Identification
Did the writer identify all of the relevant legal issues and sub-issues within the Argument?

Did the writer cite and discuss as needed the significant authorities (i.e., applicable statutes, significant cases, etc.) relevant to each issue?

If appropriate, has the writer gone beyond the authorities cited in the record and cases below to more recent authorities and/or to authorities more appro​pri​ate for a Supreme Court Brief?

III. Argument: Organization & Legal Analysis
Did the writer organize the Argument around the iden​ti​fied issues and sub-issues, or organize the Argument in some other man​ner that allows the reader to under​stand easily how the authorities and arguments re​late to the case?

Did the writer address the strongest issue first or follow some other logical method of ordering the issues (e.g., discussing a threshold issue first)?

Does each section or sub-section within the argument focus on an applicable rule, sub-rule, policy, or other thesis?

Does the writer adequately explain the meaning and/or the significance of the rule or thesis that is the focus of each section?

Within the context of explaining each relevant rule or other thesis, did the writer provide enough information about each significant authority so that the reader was able to understand its relevance to the writer's analysis?  (e.g., quoting and explaining the important portions of significant statutes; identifying the relevant issue(s), disposition(s), facts, and reasoning of significant cases.)

Does the argument clarify why the Court should accept the writer's arguments on each issue as opposed to the other side's arguments?

Within each section or sub-section of the argument, does the writer explicitly show the connection between the case before the court and the rule, sub-rule, or other thesis? (i.e., does the writer apply the rule or thesis to the facts?)

Did the writer explicitly end the discussion of each issue and sub-issue by re-stating the conclusion the writer wants the court to reach on that issue?

IV.  Conference Preparation and Participation
Did the writer complete the required self-grading before the conference? (See class notes and workshop)

Did the writer bring the self-graded copy of the draft and the rule/focus list to the conference?  Did the writer bring any other necessary materials to the conference?  (e.g., course materials, additions or corrections to the brief, etc.)

Was the writer able to participate fully in the conference by taking the adjunct through any section or sub-section of the argument and discussing the relevant analytical elements?  If the writer has made additions or corrections to the draft after self-grading, is he or she able to explain why those additions or corrections were necessary and how they change the document?

Was the writer able to answer reasonable questions about the case and about the draft?  Did the writer have a good grasp of the facts and issues of the client's case and of the significant authorities relevant to the client's case?

V.  Certification  

I sign below, to certify that I have complied with the honor code and the rules for this course noted in the syllabus, including but not limited to 1) writing the brief independently, and 2) not consulting briefs or other student or attorney work product related to this case.
___________________________________________________
Student Signature
STUDENT:_____________________________________    ADJUNCT:______________________________________

FINAL COMMENT
No critique can or should identify every possible writing and/or analytical problem.  To receive the best possible score in any area on the final draft, however, the writer should note the revision level suggested below when revising.

A.  CONTENT & ORGANIZATION (including research & presentation of issues)
COMMENTS:







___Significant revision needed ___throughout___as noted

___Moderate revision needed ___throughout ___ as noted

___Minimal revision needed ___throughout ___as noted

___Don't touch it

B.  LEGAL ANALYSIS (including rule articulation, explanation (discussion of authority cases) and application of law to facts)

COMMENTS:







___Significant revision needed ___throughout___as noted

___Moderate revision needed ___throughout___ as noted

___Minimal revision needed ___throughout___as noted

___Don't touch it

C.  WRITING STYLE  (including small-scale organization & sentence structure)
COMMENTS:







___Significant revision needed ___throughout___as noted

___Moderate revision needed ___throughout ___ as noted

___Minimal revision needed ___throughout ___as noted

___Don't touch it

D.  MECHANICS (including grammar, punctuation, & citation form)
COMMENTS:







___Significant revision needed ___throughout___as noted

___Moderate revision needed ___throughout ___ as noted

___Minimal revision needed ___throughout ___as noted

___Don't touch it

OTHER COMMENTS:
