
Petition Scoring Inform
ation 

Score 
R

ange 
O

rganization 
L

egal A
nalysis 

U
se of A

uthority 
B

luebook/ 
M

echanics 
W

riting Style 

9-10
-

Follow
s N

ote/C
om

m
ent

form
at perfectly.

-
Subsections and headings used
w

ell.
-

Introduction, background, and
analysis have appropriate
length and substance.

-
C

lear road-m
apping.

-
A

lw
ays flow

s from
 section to

section.

-
A

uthor adopts an insightful
position and com

es to a
logical conclusion.

-
N

ote/C
om

m
ent rem

ains
focused.

-
A

uthor sets up analysis in
the background section and
uses all of the background
inform

ation.
-

D
em

onstrates thoughtful,
creative analysis of sources
of all view

points.

-
Frequent endnotes (every 1-2
sentences).

-
D

etailed and helpful endnotes
-

Endnotes relate logically and
effectively to the above-the-line
statem

ent.
-

Endnotes use a m
ajority of B

B
signals.

-
Endnotes contain explanatory
parenthetical sentences. w

henever
appropriate

-
N

early all the petition packet
sources are cited.

-
Few

 or no obvious
B

B
 m

istakes.
-

Few
 or no obvious

gram
m

atical
m

istakes.
-

Few
 or no general

errors.

-
C

learly w
ritten

-
Sentences all
com

plete and of
varying length .

-
W

ord choice
consistent and
interesting.

-
W

riting is concise
and focused.

-
A

lm
ost no passive

voice.

7-8
-

M
ainly follow

s
N

ote/C
om

m
ent form

at.
-

M
ost subsections and headings

used w
ell.

-
Introduction, background, and
analysis m

ostly have
appropriate length and
substance.

-
G

enerally clear road-m
apping.

-
U

sually flow
s from

 section to
section.

-
A

uthor adopts a position
and com

es to a related
conclusion.

-
N

ote/C
om

m
ent generally

rem
ains focused.

-
A

uthor generally sets up
analysis in the background
section and uses m

ost of
the background
inform

ation.
-

D
em

onstrates generally
insightful analysis of
m

ultiple view
points.

-
Frequent endnotes (every 2 or 3
sentences).

-
D

etailed and helpful endnotes.
-

Endnotes relate logically and
effectively to the above-the-line
statem

ent.
-

Endnotes use m
any B

B
 signals.

-
Endnotes often contain
explanatory parenthetical
sentences w

hen appropriate.
-

A
 great m

ajority of the petition
packet sources are cited.

-
Som

e B
B

 m
istakes.

-
Som

e gram
m

atical
m

istakes.
-

Som
e general

errors.
-

G
enerally,

noticeable num
ber

of errors.

-
M

ostly clearly
w

ritten.
-

M
ostly sim

ple
sentences and
som

e variety of
sentence length.

-
Som

e interesting
w

ord choices.
-

W
riting is fairly

focused.
-

V
ery little passive

voice.

5-6
-

N
ote/C

om
m

ent form
at

generally follow
ed, but there

are noticeable deviations from
the official form

at.

-
A

uthor adopts an obvious
position and com

es to a
som

ew
hat related

conclusion.

-
M

ore than one endnote per
paragraph.

-
Endnotes could be m

ore detailed
and helpful.

-
Frequent B

B
m

istakes.
-

Frequent
gram

m
atical

-
Som

e unclear
sentences, ideas.

-
Som

e run-on or
fragm

ented



-
Subsections and headings are
used, but not alw

ays
sequenced or logical.

-
M

ore than one of the
introduction, background, and/
or analysis section is too long/
short, and/or contains
inappropriate substance.

-
Som

ew
hat clear road-m

apping.
-

O
ccasionally flow

s from
section to section.

-
N

ote/C
om

m
ent often loses

focus.
-

A
nalysis is m

inim
ally

related to the background
section and uses little of the
background inform

ation.
-

D
em

onstrates only som
e

insightful analysis and
gives only cursory
treatm

ent to contrary
view

points.

-
Endnotes generally relate to the
above-the-line statem

ent.
-

Endnotes use few
 B

B
 signals.

-
Endnotes contain few

 explanatory
parenthetical sentences.

-
Little m

ore than ½
 of the petition

packet sources are cited.

m
istakes. 

-
Frequent general
errors.

-
G

enerally,
distracting num

ber
of errors

sentences and 
little variety of 
sentence length. 

-
A

ppropriate but
“boring” w

ord
choices.

-
W

riting is
adequately
focused but goes
on som

e tangents.
-

Som
e passive

voice.

3-4
-

A
ttem

pt at N
ote/C

om
m

ent w
as

m
ade, but there are significant

deviations from
 the official

form
at.

-
Subsections and headings are
used inconsistently and/or are
not sequenced or logical.

-
The introduction, background,
and analysis sections are too
long/short, and do not tie
together to aid the argum

ent in
the N

ote/C
om

m
ent.

-
U

nclear or m
inim

al road-
m

apping.
-

G
enerally fails to flow

 from
section to section.

-
A

uthor fails to adopt a
position and fails to com

e
to a conclusion.

-
N

ote/C
om

m
ent lacks focus

-
A

nalysis is not related to
the background section and
does not use the
background inform

ation.
-

M
ainly obvious, uncreative

analysis, and addresses
very contrary view

points.

-
O

ne or few
er endnotes per

paragraph on average.
-

Endnotes lack detail/are unhelpful.
-

Endnotes do not relate to the
above-the-line statem

ent.
-

Endnotes do not use B
B

 signals.
-

Endnotes contain few
 explanatory

parenthetical sentences.
-

Less than 1/2 of the petition packet
sources are cited.

-
Serious B

B
m

istakes.
-

Poor gram
m

ar.
-

Serious general
errors.

-
G

enerally, B
B

 and
gram

m
atical errors

m
ake it difficult to

read.

-
U

nclear sentences.
-

Frequent run-on
or fragm

ented
sentences.

-
N

o variety of
sentence length.

-
W

riting is poorly
focused and
w

anders.
-

Frequent use of
passive voice.

1-2
Little to no attem

pt. 
Little to no attem

pt. 
Little to no attem

pt. 
Little to no attem

pt. 
Little to no attem

pt. 




