EXAM ID: 
Instructions: The following exam contains 10 law review footnotes, which collectively have 63 errors. Assume these footnotes appear sequentially in a law review article. You will be graded based on the number of correct errors you identify and fix, as well as identification of the correct Bluebook rule(s). 
For each footnote, your response must include:
1. The corrected version of the footnote. 
1. A list of identified errors.
1. The relevant Bluebook rule(s) for each correction. 
· Be as specific as possible with rule identifications. (e.g., BB 10.7.1(c)(ii), not BB 10.7.1). If you believe that multiple rules may govern a correction, cite the rule most specific, relevant, and appropriate to your citation. 
· Every correction made needs a Bluebook citation. 
· Use the 22nd Edition Bluebook. 
· Note that the rules that apply to journal citations are the Whitepages of the Bluebook. 
· Keep in mind that the “rule” may include tables in the back of the Bluebook. 
· If you need to reference a table when correcting a footnote, cite both the relevant Whitepages rule(s) and table number for full credit. If you do not include both, you will not receive any credit for the correction (e.g., BB 1.1(a) and T1).
· If the Bluebook suggests that a particular citation mechanism is preferred, assume that it is authoritative on the matter, and any such citation issues present in the footnotes below count as identifiable errors.
· Should the rules require you to add information that does not exist in the citation, you may do so however you wish, so long as it is clear that you are making the proper substantive edit.
PLEASE READ ALL OF THE NOTES BELOW BEFORE PROCEEDING!
Notes and Examples:
Each type of error within a single footnote will earn at most one point: 
Example #1: Smith v. Jones, 202 F.3d 489, 495 (4th Cir. 2026); Reed v. Taylor, 404 S.E.2d 290, 292 (Ga. Ct. App. 2026).
1. BB 2.1(a): Both case names should be in ordinary roman type. This counts as one correction.
Corrected Version: Smith v. Jones, 202 F.3d 489, 495 (4th Cir. 2026); Reed v. Taylor, 404 S.E.2d 290, 292 (Ga. Ct. App. 2026).

However, a single component within a footnote might contain multiple errors: 
Example #2: Mark Jones, AI in a Legal World, 26 Seton Hall Law Review 28, 49 (2026).
1. BB 2.1(c): The periodical name should be in large and small capitals.
2. BB 16.4 and T6: “Law” in the periodical name should be abbreviated to “L.” and “Review” should be abbreviated to “Rev.”
a. NOTE: Per Example #1, this revision only counts as one error, despite there being two revisions, because each type of error within a single footnote will earn at most one point. If there was an abbreviation from a different table, however, that would count as a separate error.
Corrected Version: Mark Jones, AI in a Legal World, 26 SETON HALL L. REV. 28, 49 (2026).

Even though each type of error within a single footnote will earn at most one point, it is possible for multiple points to be earned using a single Bluebook rule.
Example #3: Mark Jones, AI in a Legal World, 26 SETON HALL L. REV. 28, 49 n. 330–36 (2026).
1. BB 3.2(b): When citing a footnote, there should be no space between “n.” and the number.
2. BB 3.2(b): Use “nn.” when citing multiple footnotes.
Corrected Version: Mark Jones, AI in a Legal World, 26 SETON HALL L. REV. 28, 49 nn.330–36 (2026).

Finally, if a short or long form of a citation is given when the Bluebook dictates the opposite, correction of the entire citation from long to short or short to long form will only count as one error. This means that any errors you previously corrected do not count. This does not, however, mean that only one error may be present in such citations.
Example #4: Smith v. Jones, 202 F.3d 489, 495 (4th Cir. 2026)
1. BB 10.9(a): This case should be cited in short form because it last appeared within the preceding five footnotes.
2. BB 1.1(a)(i): The citation sentence must end with a period.
Corrected Version: Smith, 202 F.3d at 495.


Consulting sources outside the Bluebook is prohibited. This includes but is not limited to: 
(1) talking to any other person about the exam’s contents; 
(2) looking up a source in the library; 
(3) looking up a source on Westlaw, Lexis, Bloomberg, or another online database; 
(4) looking up a source on Google or any other Internet search engine; or 
(5) using any Artificial Intelligence or generative platforms such as ChatGPT, etc.
The honor code governs the entire write-on process, and online citation generators make predicable mistakes that the graders can easily detect. You may assume that all the elements in each footnote accurately reflect the source (i.e., years, page numbers, etc. are correct), although many of the citations have been altered to prevent test takers from consulting the original source. If you are suspected of using AI to complete this examination, you will fail this examination and be referred to the Honor Council for subsequent consequences. 
Please use your journal anonymous number on your exam submission. The deadline for exam submissions is May 26th, 2026, at 11:59 P.M. CST through the link sent out by the Registrar’s Office. DO NOT INCLUDE YOUR NAME ON THE DOCUMENT. USE YOUR JOURNAL ANONYMOUS NUMBER. Late submissions will not be accepted.

Good luck!
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