
 

 
 

RULES OF THE 2026 UC LAW SF  

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW MOOT COURT INVITATIONAL 

Rule 1 – Competition Mission 

The UC Law SF Constitutional Law Invitational Moot Court Competition (the “Competition”) is an inter-law 

school appellate advocacy competition sponsored annually by University of California College of Law San 

Francisco through its Moot Court Board. 

The Competition seeks to promote written and oral advocacy skills necessary for any young attorney and foster 

an engaging and collegial experience for law students, practitioners, educators, and jurists. 

The purpose of this Competition is to benefit our profession by helping law students develop the art of appellate 

advocacy. Participants in any aspect of this Competition are expected to follow the letter and spirit of these 

Rules, particularly respecting the rules regarding outside assistance and the requirement of anonymity, and to 

maintain the highest level of professionalism throughout the Competition. 

Rule 2 – Competition Schedule1 

Final Team Roster Deadline January 5, 2026 

Problem Distributed January 5, 2026 

Clarification Requests Deadline January 30, 2026 

Brief Due Date February 13, 2026 

Preliminary Round I and II Friday, March 13, 2026 

Quarter-Final, Semi-Final, and Final Rounds Saturday, March 14, 2026 

Rule 3 – Teams 

3.1 Generally.  

The Competition Coordinator determines how many teams may enter the competition, and whether two 

teams from the same school shall be allowed. Any fully ABA-accredited law school is eligible to enter 

one team. The team may be composed of two (2) or three (3) students. All team members must 

 
1 Please note this schedule is subject to change. 
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argue in the Competition, but only two members shall argue in any single round.2 Team members must 

be matriculated in a full- or part-time Juris Doctorate or equivalent program in the law school they 

represent. No team member shall hold a law degree. 

3.2 Team Rosters. Finalized Team Rosters must be submitted no later than January 5, 2026. The 

Problem will not be distributed until the Team Roster is received. 

3.3 Substitution. Except with the express written consent of the Competition Coordinator, there shall 

be no substitution of team members after the official release of the Problem, as noted in Rule 2, subject 

to change by email communication from the competition. Such consent will rest at the sole discretion 

of the Competition Coordinator. 

Rule 4 – Team Identification 

4.1 Generally. Each team in the Competition will be assigned an official team number. The official 

team number will be used throughout the Competition to ensure impartial judging. 

4.2 Brief Identification. The official team number, followed by a P or R, to designate Petitioner or 

Respondent, must be placed on the upper right-hand corner of the outside cover of the team brief. 

Neither the school name nor the name of team members should appear anywhere on the brief. 

Rule 5 – Briefs 

5.1 Generally. Each team will be assigned to serve as counsel for the Petitioner or the Respondent for 

the purpose of preparing its brief. Teams from the same law school must brief opposite sides of the case. 

While each team will prepare only one brief, team members are required to argue both sides of the case 

during oral arguments.3 

5.2 Format. Except to the extent that the rules herein are inconsistent, the rules of the United States 

Supreme Court shall govern the format of the briefs. There need not, however, be a formal statement of 

jurisdiction. Do not attach a copy of the Record to the brief. The brief must be produced on white paper. 

Only the cover of the original brief must be blue for Petitioner or red for Respondent. 

5.3 Typeface and Brief Length. All briefs must be produced on 8-1/2 x 11-inch paper. The typeface 

shall be Times New Roman, 12 pt. Briefs shall not exceed thirty-three (33) pages in length, exclusive 

of the cover page, the questions presented, the table of contents, the table of authorities, and the 

appendices. Footnotes may be in 10 pt. font. 

5.4 Spacing. The body of the brief must be double-spaced. Individual footnotes, quotes of more 

than fifty (50) words, and point headings, within the body of the brief, may be single-spaced. However, 

double-spacing between multiple footnotes on the same page is required. Each page shall have margins 

of at least one (1) inch on all sides. The page numbers may appear within the bottom margin. 

  

 
2 If two team members write the brief, then those two team members must argue in each round. If three team members participate in 

the brief-writing process, then that team will be responsible for dividing its oral argument so that each team member argues at least 

once during the Preliminary Rounds. Accordingly, a team may not have three team members contribute to the brief while only two of 

the members argue for the team. 
3 Please bear in mind that you are writing a brief to, and will be arguing in, the United States Supreme Court. 



 

3 

5.5 Citation. All citations shall be complete and in the form prescribed by The Bluebook: A Uniform 

System of Citation. 

5.6 Appendices. Appendices may only be used to recite relevant statutory text (e.g., constitutional 

provisions, regulations, etc.) and material not generally available. No appendix may exceed 10 pages in 

length. Any partially filled page will count as a full page. 

5.7 Identification. In order to facilitate the anonymous grading of all briefs, only the official team 

number shall appear anywhere on the brief. Under no circumstances shall the names of the team 

members or the school they are representing appear on the brief. While the brief may not be signed, each 

team may insert its official team number on the signature page. For proper identification, please refer 

to Rules 4.1 and 4.2. 

Rule 6 – Submission of Briefs 

6.1 Service of Briefs. Each team shall email a copy of its brief to conlawcompetition@uclawsf.edu 

no later than  February 13, 2026 at 11:59 p.m. (Pacific Standard Time).  Filed copies shall include the 

Certification (see Rule 7.3) and must be in text-searchable portable document format (PDF) compatible 

with the latest version of Adobe Reader. The briefs will subsequently be made available to all competing 

teams via email. 

6.2 Extensions. No team may revise, substitute, add, delete, or in any other manner alter its brief after 

the deadline for submission. No extension will be granted without the express consent of the 

Coordinator and without a showing of extraordinary circumstances. 

Rule 7 - Certification and Outside Assistance 

7.1 Outside Assistance with the Brief Preparation. Only registered team members may assist in 

preparation of the brief. Coaches, professors, and advisors are not considered registered team members. 

Registered team members may assist each other in the brief writing process. The final work product must 

be both substantively and technically the exclusive work of the registered team members. Accordingly, 

no registered team may receive outside help from non-team members (including members of another 

team from the same school, to the extent more than one team from the school is competing) in tasks 

related to preparation of its brief, including performing research, drafting, editing, or proofreading.  

Teams are strictly prohibited from uploading the Record on Appeal or any excerpt thereof to any 

generative AI or AI-assisted website, software, application, or similarly functioning algorithm for any 

reason. Teams that violate this rule must be reported to the Competition Coordinator and may be 

disqualified from competing at the sole discretion of the Competition Coordinator. 

Teams may, however, use widely available research tools (e.g., Google, Westlaw, Lexis, etc.); receive 

general clerical assistance (e.g., copying, printing, mailing, etc.); and discuss the Rules and relevant 

general area of law with faculty, to the extent that discussion is high level (i.e., not based on the faculty 

member’s reading of the substantive Record, and not focused on cases cited therein or specifically related 

thereto).  Registered team members shall not receive any written commentary from any external party on 

either their brief drafts, their oral argument scripts, or the substantive topics at issue in the Record before 

the briefs have been filed. 

7.2 Preparing For Oral Argument. Team members may receive assistance from non-team members 

in preparing for oral argument. Non-team members may provide any assistance except they shall not 

script arguments or do research on the team’s behalf. If applicable, schools entering two teams may hold 

no more than three practice arguments between those two teams.  

mailto:conlawcompetition@uclawsf.edu
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7.3 Certification. Each team submitting a brief in the Competition shall certify that such brief has been 

prepared in accordance with the rules of the Competition and represents the work product of said team. 

For your convenience, an unsigned certification form will be sent with the Problem and will be posted 

on the Competition website. Each registered Team Member must individually sign the certification. The 

original certification must be sent with the Brief in accordance with Rule 6.1. 

Rule 8 – Oral Arguments 

8.1 Generally. 

8.1.1 Place. Oral arguments will be held at UC Law SF between Friday, March 13, 2026 and 

Saturday, March 14, 2026. 

8.1.2 Introduction of the Advocates. Participants of each round shall introduce themselves to 

the court by their names only. Under no circumstances, at any time before, during, or after the 

oral arguments, shall the team's law school affiliation be mentioned. Under no circumstances, 

shall any team member display any school memorabilia, including but not limited to: portfolios 

displaying the school’s name or seal, water bottles with the school’s name or seal, and bags 

displaying the school’s name or seal.  

8.1.3 Counsel’s Table and Structure of Arguments. No team may receive help during oral 

arguments. Two advocates from each team must argue in each round, and each advocate may 

argue only one issue (e.g., the Fourth or Sixth amendment issue) per side, although the advocates 

do not need to argue the same issue on both sides (e.g., an individual could argue the Fourth 

Amendment for Petitioner and the Sixth Amendment for Respondent).  Only the two participants 

actively arguing in the round may sit at counsel table. There shall not be any communication, 

written, oral, or otherwise, between the participants at counsel table and other teammates, 

coaches, or observers. 

8.1.4 Use of Electronic Devices. The use of electronic devices of any kind (including, but not 

limited to, computers, laptops, tablets, cell phones, smartphones, smartwatches, and electronic 

music players) for the use of recording, note-taking, or Internet research, is prohibited during 

any round of competition. No registered team member, coach, or spectator may use any 

electronic device during any round of the competition. This rule does not apply to electronic 

devices supplied by the competition or assistance devices (such as hearing aids). If clarification 

is needed, please contact the Competition Coordinator. 

8.1.5 Admissible Authority. At oral argument, no team may rely on any authority (whether 

binding or persuasive, primary or secondary) published after December 31, 2025. While teams 

may introduce case authority in oral argument that was not included in their briefs, they should 

refrain from raising any entirely novel arguments at oral argument, or from addressing issues 

beyond those implicated by the Questions Presented. 

8.1.6 Judicial Conflicts. Conflicts arise when a judge currently teaches or coaches at a 

particular law school. If a conflict occurs, judges must be reassigned unless the judge and both 

teams agree to waive the conflict. For avoidance of doubt, no conflict arises merely because 

competitors are judged by the same judge in more than one round. 

8.2 Time. 

8.2.1 General. Only two speakers from each school may argue during any given round. Judges 

are never informed of a team’s brief score. To the extent a ghost team is employed, Judges will not 

be informed of the identity of the Ghost team or of their presence in a round. 
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8.2.2 Time Allocation. Each team has a maximum of thirty (30) minutes to present their oral 

arguments. No team member may argue for less than twelve (12) minutes, excluding rebuttal. 

Prior to argument, teams must inform the clerk of the amount of time they wish to allocate to 

each speaker. 

8.2.3 Reservation of Time for Rebuttal. Only one member of the Petitioner’s team may 

participate in rebuttal. Out of the thirty (30) minutes allotted, Petitioners may reserve up to three 

(3) minutes for rebuttal. Prior to each round, Petitioners must inform the clerk of the amount of 

time they wish to reserve for rebuttal. Upon the Petitioner’s request, this time may be waived 

following the close of the Respondent's argument. 

8.2.4 Timecards. Clerks must use the timecards provided by the competition. Clerks will be 

provided with timecards indicating the number of minutes remaining in each person’s argument 

as follows: ten (10), five (5), three (3), one (1), and a Stop card. 

8.3 Clerks.  

8.3.1 Generally. Each team is responsible for supplying a courtroom Clerk for oral argument. 

UC Law SF may elect to provide Clerks as a courtesy. During argument, Clerks track their 

team’s time and visibly display timecards showing remaining time to judges and 

competitors. 

8.3.2 Eligibility. Anyone may serve as a Clerk except for any competitor currently in contention.  

Specifically, competitors arguing during a round (e.g., P1 and P2 are ineligible, but the 

third teammate or the coach may act as a Clerk) and competitors from other teams that are 

still competing, though not currently arguing in a round, (e.g.,  if Team A is arguing against 

Team B, then Team A could not appoint a member of Team C to serve as a Clerk if Team 

C is still in the Competition), are ineligible to serve as Clerks. 

8.3.3 Duties. Clerks are responsible for ensuring arguments proceed consistent with these Rules. 

Both Clerks will escort judges to the courtroom. The Petitioner's Clerk calls the Court to 

order and tracks the Petitioner's time. The Respondent’s Clerk tracks the Respondent’s 

time and instructs everyone (including Clerks) to exit while judges assign scores. The 

judges will provide scores for each team. Both Clerks will deliver the scores to the 

Competition Coordinator (or its designee) and may remain in the scoring room until the 

total score is calculated. 

8.4 Scouting and Note-Taking. The scouting of rival teams is strictly forbidden. Competitors, coaches, 

and other affiliated individuals may not, under any circumstances, attend any round in which their school 

is not presently arguing or otherwise solicit information about other competitors and their arguments. 

However, registered coaches and competitors may take handwritten notes during rounds in which they 

are participating. Further, registered coaches, competitors, and affiliated individuals may attend any 

other round once their team has been eliminated from the Competition. Electronic Devices may not be 

used for recording during the round or note-taking in accordance with Rule 8.1.4. 

8.5 Sequence of Rounds 

8.5.1 Preliminary Rounds. There will be two (2) Preliminary Rounds, and each team shall 

argue in both rounds. In no event shall a team argue the same side of the case in both Preliminary 

Rounds, nor shall the same teams be paired against each other for both Preliminary Rounds. The 

pairings for the two Preliminary Rounds are randomly scheduled and will be provided to 

competitors in advance of Preliminary Rounds. All teams will argue each side of the case. 
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8.5.2 Out Rounds. The Preliminary Rounds will be followed by one (1) Quarter-Final Round, 

one (1) Semi-Final Round, and one (1) Final Round, in accordance with Rule 9. 

Rule 9 – Scoring and Advancement in the Competition 

9.1 General Scoring. Throughout the competition, overall scores and advancement in the competition 

are based on the combination of brief score and oral argument scores. Briefs are graded by no fewer 

than three judges who independently rate each team's brief. Oral arguments are graded by a panel of 

judges with no knowledge of the brief scores. The brief score will account for 40% of the team’s total 

score for each round from the preliminary round through the Semi-Final Round. The oral argument score 

will account for 60% of the team’s total score for each round from the preliminary round through the 

Semi-Final Round.  The Final Round panel will determine the winner based solely on each Team’s Final 

Round oral argument score. 

9.2 Advancement. Teams will advance in the Competition in accordance with the following rules: 

9.2.1 Preliminary Rounds. Eight teams will advance to the Upper Rounds:  

• Those teams which prevail in both Preliminary Rounds shall automatically advance to the 

Quarter Final Rounds.  

• In the event more than eight (8) teams have a perfect winning record, brief scores will 

control. In the event of a tie, the aggregate oral argument and brief score will control.  

• In the event less than eight teams have a perfect winning record, the remaining positions 

will be filled by the teams with the highest point differentials4 that prevailed in at 

least one of the Preliminary Rounds. In the event of a tie in point differentials, aggregate 

oral scores will control. 

9.2.2 Quarter-Final and Semi-Final Rounds. The four winning teams in each Quarter-Final 

Round, and the two winning teams in each Semi-Final Round (as determined by the combined 

weighted brief and oral argument scores for that round) will advance. In the event of a tie in the 

Quarter Final or Semi-Final Rounds, the aggregate point differential from the preceding 

Preliminary and Out Rounds will control. 

9.2.3 Final Round. The team with the highest oral argument score in the final round, as 

determined by the Final Round panel of judges, is the overall Competition winner. 

9.3 Seeding and Determining Petitioner / Respondent in Out Rounds. At the conclusion of the 

Preliminary Rounds, advancing teams will be seeded according to their aggregate brief and oral 

argument scores, with the first seed paired with the eighth seed, the second seed paired with the seventh 

seed, etc. Petitioner and Respondent will be determined before each round, by the toss of a coin.  The 

higher-seeded team calls the coin toss while the coin is in the air. 

  

 
4 Point differentials for teams that prevailed in at least one of the preliminary rounds are the aggregate number of points by which the 

team prevailed reduced by the aggregate number of points by which the team lost. For example, Team A loses the first round by 3 

points, but wins the second round by 20 points for a plus-minus score of 17. Team B loses the first round by 15 points but wins their 

second round by 1 for a plus-minus of -14. Although both teams have won a round and lost a round Team A advances. The principle 

behind this selection method is to emphasize relative strength of oral argument performance to determine advancement and minimize 

subjective difference between panels of judges 
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9.4  Odd Number of Teams. If an odd number of teams compete, the Committee may randomly 

select one team to sit out during the first preliminary round and a different team to sit out during the 

second preliminary round. Those teams will then argue against each other in a bye round. Alternatively, 

the Committee may field a ghost team. If a ghost team is used, all participants will be informed of its 

existence (though not the identity of the team) before the Competition. 

Rule 10 – Awards 

At the conclusion of the Competition, awards will be presented to the winning team, the runner-up team, and 

the Best Oralist in the Final Round. The awards for Best Oralist for the Preliminary Rounds, Best Brief, and 

Second-Best Brief will be presented at the conclusion of the Preliminary Rounds. To be eligible for Best Oralist 

in the Preliminary Rounds, a competitor must have argued in both preliminary rounds. 

Rule 11 – Final Say 

11.1 Penalties and Disqualifications. The Competition Coordinator shall have the sole discretion to 

assess penalties or to disqualify any team for failure to abide by any of the Rules of the Competition. 

11.2 Rule Interpretation. The Competition Coordinator shall have the sole discretion to make all 

necessary interpretations of these Rules. No request for additional interpretation of these rules is valid 

unless obtained in writing by the Competition Coordinator. All requests for interpretations must be 

submitted to the Competition Coordinator no later than January 30, 2026. 

11.3 Problem Clarification. The Competition Coordinator shall have the sole discretion to answer 

substantive inquiries concerning the Record and all other papers that constitute the Problem. All such 

inquiries must be in writing and submitted to the Competition Coordinator no later than January 30, 

2026. 

11.4 Disputes Arising During Competition. The Competition Coordinator shall have the sole power 

to resolve any disputes that may arise during the Competition. Any disputes arising during the 

Competition must be submitted in writing to the Competition Coordinator—either through written note 

presented to the Competition Coordinator or by emailing conlawcompetition@uclawsf.edu —before 

such disputes will be resolved. 

11.5 Unauthorized Use of the Problem. There shall be no unauthorized use of the Competition 

Problem without the express written consent of the Competition Coordinator. Please contact the 

Competition Coordinator if you would like permission to use the Problem. 

mailto:conlawcompetition@uclawsf.edu
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