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MOOTING MARKSHEET


	ADVOCATE NAME
	

	JUDGE(s) NAME
	



Your Mooting submission will be scored in accordance with the following five criteria which relates to the relevant structure and delivery requirements. 

The Mooting Marksheet will be scored out of 100. 

[bookmark: _Hlk98285428]
[bookmark: _Hlk98257324]1 - INTRODUCTION
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: Says their name, what the topic/ground is, the side they are mooting for, and outline of submission points.

Notes:

	
	

	Excellent introduction that is clear and demonstrates a strong commitment, the introduction to their submissions demonstrates a clear and logical format.
	Excellent
(8 - 10)
	

	Good opening of the argument and shows some observance of professionalism and attempts to give a cohesive introduction.
	Good 
(6 - 8)
	

	Satisfactory introduction and gives some indication of what their submissions are going to be about and what will be presented.
	Satisfactory
(4 - 6)
	

	No/Inadequate introduction given, no observance of adequate professional attributes and generally a very poor and weak attempt to give any rationale for their submissions/argument.
	Not yet competent
(0 - 4)
	




2 - CONTENT 
	
	SCORE

	Criterion:  Gives clear arguments/submissions and supports their stance with evidence. Included in this section is how good their answers to questions are, and the assessment of the quality of their chain of logical thinking.

Submissions = 30pt          Question = 10pt

Notes:


	
	

	Demonstrates excellent submissions and the ability to provide the relevant evidence when needed. Also gives excellent rebuttals and answers questions to a very good standard
	Excellent
(35 - 40)
	

	Demonstrates very good submissions and the ability to provide the relevant evidence when needed. Also gives very good rebuttals and answers questions to a good standard
	Very good
(30 - 35)
	

	Demonstrates good submissions and the ability to provide some evidence when needed. Also gives good rebuttals and answers questions 
	Good
(20 - 30)
	

	Demonstrates satisfactory submissions and the ability to provide some evidence when needed. However, it is likely that they didn’t provide good rebuttals or answer questions properly
	Satisfactory
(10 - 20)
	

	Fails to demonstrate satisfactory submissions or the ability to provide evidence when needed. It is likely that they didn’t provide good rebuttals or answer questions properly
	Not yet competent (<10)
	





3 - CONCLUSION
		
	SCORE

	Criterion: Gives their conclusion in a succinct manner and re-emphasises their submission points. Provides clear directions as to the remedy sought in court.


Notes:


	
	

	Excellent conclusion that is clear and demonstrates a strong commitment, the conclusion to their submissions demonstrates a clear and logical format
	Excellent
(8 - 10)
	

	Closing of their argument is generally good and shows some observance of professionalism and attempts to give a cohesive conclusion.
	Good 
(6 - 8)
	

	The conclusion is satisfactory and gives some indication of what their submissions were about and what was presented.
	Satisfactory
(4 - 6)
	

	There is no/inadequate conclusion given, no observance of adequate professional attributes and generally a very poor and weak attempt to give any rationale for their submissions/argument.
	Not yet competent
(0 - 4)
	




4 - DELIVERY AND USE OF LANGUAGE
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: Uses correct language and has a sufficient professional standard expected of an advocate, and takes advantage of the authorities provided to persuade the court in a logical manner. This section also assesses the quality of the advocate’s rebuttal.

Delivery & Language = 25pt          Rebuttal = 5pt

Notes:


	
	

	Excellent use of correct language suggesting a highly effective engagement on the topic with the judges. Pace and tone of delivery is excellent with generally little disruption in the flow of the presentation. Professional and appropriate use of legal language necessary to connect with judge. The advocate rebuts successfully and builds upon their submissions even further.
	Excellent
(25 - 30)
	

	Very good use of correct language suggesting an effective engagement on the topic with the judges. Pace and tone of delivery is also effective with only some disruption in the flow of the advocate submission. Attempt to use professional and appropriate legal language in order to connect with the judges.  The advocate anticipates potential counterarguments and rebuts.
	Very good 
(15 - 25)
	

	Satisfactory use of appropriate language in order to engage with the judges on the chosen topic. Some issues with pace and tone of delivery with several noticeable disruptions in the flow of the moot submission. Some evidence of using legal language in a professional and competent way when trying to connect with the judges. The advocate tries to rebut in an unsatisfactory manner.  
	Satisfactory
(10 - 15)
	

	The moot submission has been delivered inadequately, this could include the use of language, meaning that the moot submission cannot be understood, or the absence of a rebuttal.
	Not yet competent (<10)
	





5 - MOOTING BUNDLE
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: The advocate creates and presents a coherent and logical mooting bundle, which contains all the required sections as per the Mooting Handbook. Additionally, the advocate provides written submissions in a clear, concise and logical manner, and upholds etiquette.

Notes:


	
	

	Excellent mooting bundle that is clear and demonstrates a strong commitment, the written submissions and authorities demonstrate a clear and logical format.
	Excellent
(8 - 10)
	

	Good mooting bundle that is mostly clear and demonstrates good commitment, the written submissions and authorities demonstrate sufficient degree of format.
	Good 
(6 - 8)
	

	Satisfactory mooting bundle that is somewhat clear and demonstrates some commitment, the written submissions and authorities lack of format and requires better layout.
	Satisfactory
(4 - 6)
	

	No/Inadequate mooting bundle is provided, no observance of adequate professional bundle attributes and generally a very poor and weak attempt to give any format.
	Not yet competent
(0 - 4)
	


	

OVERALL MOOT MARK 

	Criteria 
	MAX PT
	SCORE

	1. INTRODUCTION
	10
	

	2. CONTENT
	40
	

	3. CONCLUSION
	10
	

	4. DELIVERY
	30
	

	5. MOOTING BUNDLE
	10
	

	FINAL TOTAL
	100
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