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Competitor: ______________________________

Date: __ / __ / 2011
Judge/Magistrate: ________________________

Court: ___________





       Final Score: ______ / 100

	Content
	Overall score range: descriptive criteria (please tick as appropriate)
	Comments and Score
(additional space over page)

	
	50-60
	61-70
	71-85
	86-100
	

	Opening Address
	 lacks logical structure

 not confident

 fails to identify all relevant issues

 insufficient overview of facts/evidence
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 identifies most relevant issues

 too much or too little detail of facts/evidence
	 logically structured

 clear and confident

 identifies all relevant issues

 good overview of facts/evidence
	 excellent structure and expression

 clear, concise, confident

 identifies all issues and notes their significance

 outlines case theory
	
	50-60: 7½-9

61-70: 9-10½ 

71-85: 10½-13
86-100: 13-15

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 15

	Examination-in-chief
	 fails to elicit all necessary facts

 objectionable questions

 ambiguous or confusing

 fails to control witness or interrupts narrative flow
	 elicits all necessary facts

 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 some objectionable questions or solicitation of inadmissible evidence
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently elicits all necessary facts 

 no objectionable questions

 lets witness tell the story
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently and effectively elicits all necessary facts, leading where appropriate 

 engages with witness and the witness’s answers
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Cross-examination
	 fails to probe witness

 comment, not questioning

 fails to lead witness

 ambiguous or confusing

 harasses witness
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 probes some weaknesses

 puts most necessary matters to the witness

 some comment
	 clear, directed questions

 advances own case

 puts all necessary matters to the witness

 probes character and attitude of witness
	 clear, succinct questions

 advances own case

 probes character and attitude of witness

 effective questioning to elicit desired responses
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Manner and Expression
	 lacks proper courtesy

 lacks clarity of language and expression

 fails to object or objects appropriately

 ignores rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 lacks variation of tone, pace and expression

 poor eye-contact

 misunderstands rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 good use of language and expression

 addresses interventions

 observes rules of evidence
	 conveys ideas and deals with interventions with ease and skill

 engages well with court 

 good understanding of rules of evidence
	
	50-60: 12½-15
61-70: 15-17½ 

71-85: 17½-21
86-100: 21-25

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 25


Additional space for judge’s comments:

	Content
	Overall score range: descriptive criteria (please tick as appropriate)
	Comments and Score
(additional space over page)

	
	50-60
	61-70
	71-85
	86-100
	

	Closing Address
	 lacks logical structure

 not confident

 fails adequately to summarise the law or the facts/evidence

 ambiguous or confusing
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 adequate summary of the facts/evidence

 fair attempt to integrate the evidence and the law 
	 logically structured

 clear and confident

 good summary of the evidence and how it supports the matters to be proved
	 excellent structure and clear, concise, expression

 confident and persuasive

 succinct synthesis of law and facts/evidence and assessment of relative strength and credibility
	
	50-60: 7½-9

61-70: 9-10½ 

71-85: 10½-13
86-100: 13-15

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 15

	Examination-in-chief
	 fails to elicit all necessary facts

 objectionable questions

 ambiguous or confusing

 fails to control witness or interrupts narrative flow
	 elicits all necessary facts

 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 some objectionable questions or solicitation of inadmissible evidence
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently elicits all necessary facts 

 no objectionable questions

 lets witness tell the story
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently and effectively elicits all necessary facts, leading where appropriate 

 engages with witness and the witness’s answers
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Cross-examination
	 fails to probe witness

 comment, not questioning

 fails to lead witness

 ambiguous or confusing

 harasses witness
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 probes some weaknesses

 puts most necessary matters to the witness

 some comment
	 clear, directed questions

 advances own case

 puts all necessary matters to the witness

 probes character and attitude of witness
	 clear, succinct questions

 advances own case

 probes character and attitude of witness

 effective questioning to elicit desired responses
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Manner and Expression
	 lacks proper courtesy

 lacks clarity of language and expression

 fails to object or objects appropriately

 ignores rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 lacks variation of tone, pace and expression

 poor eye-contact

 misunderstands rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 good use of language and expression

 addresses interventions

 observes rules of evidence
	 conveys ideas and deals with interventions with ease and skill

 engages well with court 

 good understanding of rules of evidence
	
	50-60: 12½-15
61-70: 15-17½ 

71-85: 17½-21
86-100: 21-25

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 25


Additional space for judge’s comments:

	Content
	Overall score range: descriptive criteria (please tick as appropriate)
	Comments and Score
(additional space over page)

	
	50-60
	61-70
	71-85
	86-100
	

	Opening Address
	 lacks logical structure

 not confident

 fails to identify all relevant issues

 insufficient overview of facts/evidence
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 identifies most relevant issues

 too much or too little detail of facts/evidence
	 logically structured

 clear and confident

 identifies all relevant issues

 good overview of facts/evidence
	 excellent structure and expression

 clear, concise, confident

 identifies all issues and notes their significance

 outlines case theory
	
	50-60: 7½-9

61-70: 9-10½ 

71-85: 10½-13
86-100: 13-15

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 15

	Examination-in-chief
	 fails to elicit all necessary facts

 objectionable questions

 ambiguous or confusing

 fails to control witness or interrupts narrative flow
	 elicits all necessary facts

 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 some objectionable questions or solicitation of inadmissible evidence
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently elicits all necessary facts 

 no objectionable questions

 lets witness tell the story
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently and effectively elicits all necessary facts, leading where appropriate 

 engages with witness and the witness’s answers
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Cross-examination
	 fails to probe witness

 comment, not questioning

 fails to lead witness

 ambiguous or confusing

 harasses witness
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 probes some weaknesses

 puts most necessary matters to the witness

 some comment
	 clear, directed questions

 advances own case

 puts all necessary matters to the witness

 probes character and attitude of witness
	 clear, succinct questions

 advances own case

 probes character and attitude of witness

 effective questioning to elicit desired responses
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Manner and Expression
	 lacks proper courtesy

 lacks clarity of language and expression

 fails to object or objects appropriately

 ignores rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 lacks variation of tone, pace and expression

 poor eye-contact

 misunderstands rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 good use of language and expression

 addresses interventions

 observes rules of evidence
	 conveys ideas and deals with interventions with ease and skill

 engages well with court 

 good understanding of rules of evidence
	
	50-60: 12½-15
61-70: 15-17½ 

71-85: 17½-21
86-100: 21-25

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 25


Additional space for judge’s comments:

	Content
	Overall score range: descriptive criteria (please tick as appropriate)
	Comments and Score
(additional space over page)

	
	50-60
	61-70
	71-85
	86-100
	

	Closing Address
	 lacks logical structure

 not confident

 fails adequately to summarise the law or the facts/evidence

 ambiguous or confusing
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 adequate summary of the facts/evidence

 fair attempt to integrate the evidence and the law 
	 logically structured

 clear and confident

 good summary of the evidence and how it supports the matters to be proved
	 excellent structure and clear, concise, expression

 confident and persuasive

 succinct synthesis of law and facts/evidence and assessment of relative strength and credibility
	
	50-60: 7½-9

61-70: 9-10½ 

71-85: 10½-13
86-100: 13-15

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 15

	Examination-in-chief
	 fails to elicit all necessary facts

 objectionable questions

 ambiguous or confusing

 fails to control witness or interrupts narrative flow
	 elicits all necessary facts

 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 some objectionable questions or solicitation of inadmissible evidence
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently elicits all necessary facts 

 no objectionable questions

 lets witness tell the story
	 short, clear questions

 efficiently and effectively elicits all necessary facts, leading where appropriate 

 engages with witness and the witness’s answers
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Cross-examination
	 fails to probe witness

 comment, not questioning

 fails to lead witness

 ambiguous or confusing

 harasses witness
	 good approach but lacks clarity or directness

 probes some weaknesses

 puts most necessary matters to the witness

 some comment
	 clear, directed questions

 advances own case

 puts all necessary matters to the witness

 probes character and attitude of witness
	 clear, succinct questions

 advances own case

 probes character and attitude of witness

 effective questioning to elicit desired responses
	
	50-60: 15-18
61-70: 18-21
71-85: 21-26
86-100: 26-30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 30

	Manner and Expression
	 lacks proper courtesy

 lacks clarity of language and expression

 fails to object or objects appropriately

 ignores rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 lacks variation of tone, pace and expression

 poor eye-contact

 misunderstands rules of evidence
	 courteous and clear

 good use of language and expression

 addresses interventions

 observes rules of evidence
	 conveys ideas and deals with interventions with ease and skill

 engages well with court 

 good understanding of rules of evidence
	
	50-60: 12½-15
61-70: 15-17½ 

71-85: 17½-21
86-100: 21-25

	
	
	
	
	
	
	/ 25


Additional space for judge’s comments:
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