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	THE PHILIP C. JESSUP INTERNATIONAL LAW
MOOT COURT COMPETITION
ORAL PLEADING SCORESHEET

	Competition:
______________________________
	Judge Name:
______________________________

	Courtroom:
______________________________
	Round # or Date/Time:
_____________________

	

	Instructions:

Each oralist should be given a score between 50 (lowest) and 100 (highest) to reflect his/her performance during the oral argument. In particular, in assessing each oralist, you should take into account his/her:


(1) knowledge of law
( approximately worth 30% of each oralist’s score );


(2) application of law to the facts
( approximately worth 25% of each oralist’s score );


(3) ingenuity and ability to answer questions
( approximately worth 30% of each oralist’s score );


(4) style, poise, courtesy and demeanor
( approximately worth 10% of each oralist’s score ); and


(5) time management and organization
( approximately worth 5% of each oralist’s score ).

An excellent oralist, who you think is likely among the top 10% of all the oralists in the competition, should be given a score between 91 and 100 points.

A very good oralist, who you think is likely among the top 25% to 10% of all oralists in the competition, should be given a score between 81 and 90 points.

A good oralist, who you think is likely in the top 50% to 25% of all oralists in the competition, should be given a score between 71 and 80 points.

An adequate oralist, who you think likely to be among the top 75% to 50% of all oralists in the competition, should be given a score between 61 and 70 points.

A poor oralist, who you think is likely in the bottom 25% of all the oralists in the competition, should be given a score between 50 and 60 points.

	

	Applicant Team No.
__________
	Respondent Team No.
__________

	1st Applicant:
	
	1st Respondent:
	

	_________________________
	
	
	_________________________
	
	

	Name
	Score (50-100)
	
	Name
	Score (50-100)
	

	2nd Applicant:
	
	2nd Respondent:
	

	_________________________
	
	
	_________________________
	
	

	Name
	Score (50-100)
	
	Name
	Score (50-100)
	

	Signature:
______________________________________________ (scoresheet cannot be validated without signature)



	Attachment of Optional Judge’s Oral Pleading Worksheets: (please check all that apply, if any)

	
	
	Optional Scoring Methodology

(page 1 or 3)
	
	
	Optional Commentary

(page 2 of 3)
	
	
	Optional Additional Comments

(page 3 of 3)
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	THE PHILIP C. JESSUP INTERNATIONAL LAW
MOOT COURT COMPETITION
OPTIONAL JUDGE’S ORAL PLEADING WORKSHEET (page 1 of 3)

	Competition:
______________________________
	Judge Name:
______________________________

	Courtroom:
______________________________
	Round # or Date/Time:
_____________________

	Applicant Team No.
__________
	Respondent Team No.
__________

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Optional Scoring Methodology:  To assist in determining a score for each oralist, you may feel free to utilize the following numerical breakdown of the oral presentation criteria upon which each oralist should basically be evaluated. This calculation table has been provided for your convenience only, and need not be completed. All that is required is for you to fill in a score between 50 and 100 for each oralist in the boxes provided on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet, and only those scores recorded on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet will be used for the purposes of scoring at the competition. Although completion of this Worksheet is optional, if completed this Optional Scoring Methodology will be provided to the students, but the students will not see it until after the competition is over. 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Applicant
Respondent
Oral Presentation Criteria:
1st Oralist
2nd Oralist
1st Oralist
2nd Oralist
Knowledge of Law

Excellent (27-30 pts.); Very Good (24-27 pts.); 

Good (21-24 pts.); Adequate (19-21 pts.); Poor (15-19 pts.)
/30
/30
/30
/30
Application of Law to Facts

Excellent (23-25 pts.); Very Good (21-23 pts.); 

Good (19-21 pts.); Adequate (16-19 pts.); Poor (15-16 pts.)
/25
/25
/25
/25
Ingenuity and Ability to Answer Questions

Excellent (27-30 pts.); Very Good (24-27 pts.); 

Good (21-24 pts.); Adequate (19-21 pts.); Poor (15-19 pts.)
/30
/30
/30
/30
Style, Poise, Courtesy & Demeanor

Excellent (9-10 pts.); Very Good (8-9 pts.);

Good (7-8 pts.); Adequate (5-7 pts.); Poor (4-5 pts.)
/10
/10
/10
/10
Time Management & Organization

Excellent (5 pts.); Very Good (4 pts.);

Good (3 pts.); Adequate (2 pts.); Poor (1 pt.)
/5
/5
/5
/5


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Signature:
________________________________________ (only needs to be signed if OPTIONAL WORKSHEET utilized)
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	THE PHILIP C. JESSUP INTERNATIONAL LAW
MOOT COURT COMPETITION
OPTIONAL JUDGE’S ORAL PLEADING WORKSHEET (page 2 of 3)

	Competition:
______________________________
	Judge Name:
______________________________

	Courtroom:
______________________________
	Round # or Date/Time:
_____________________

	Applicant Team No.
__________
	Respondent Team No.
__________

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Optional Commentary:  To assist in determining a score for each oralist and to assist students in developing their oral advocacy skills, you may feel free to utilize the following verbal breakdown of the oral presentation criteria upon which each oralist should basically be evaluated. This commentary table is not intended to be an exhaustive list of the elements which make up each criterion. This commentary table has been provided for your convenience only, and need not be completed. All that is required is for you to fill in a score between 50 and 100 for each oralist in the boxes provided on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet, and only those scores recorded on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet will be used for the purposes of scoring at the competition. Although completion of this Worksheet is optional, if completed this Optional Commentary will be provided to the students, but the students will not see it until after the competition is over. Additional comments may be provided on page 3 of 3.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	( please circle as appropriate )
APPLICANT

RESPONDENT

ORAL PRESENTATION CRITERIA:
1st Oralist
2nd Oralist
1st Oralist
2nd Oralist
Knowledge of Law

- Did the oralist give contemporary examples of both state practice and opinion juris when referring to something as custom?
- When citing to cases, did the oralist know the relevant facts of the cited cases when asked?

- When citing a principle of law, did the oralist know how it fit within the confines of Article 38?
- Did the oralist cover all of the expected topics?
Excellent
Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor

Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Application of Law to Facts

- Did the oralist fairly and accurately represent the facts in the compromis?
- When citing to a treaty, did the oralist know the sections relevant to the problem and the general content of the sections?
- Did the oralist make compelling policy arguments in support of the outcome he/she advocated?
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Ingenuity and Ability to Answer Questions

- Did the oralist answer “yes/no” questions directly before giving a longwinded explanation?

- Was the oralist willing, when necessary, to concede a point?
- Was the oralist responsive/friendly toward questions or did he/she just want to give a prepared speech?
- Was the oralist able to return effectively to his/her structured argument following questions?
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Style, Poise, Courtesy & Demeanor

- Did the oralist maintain eye contact throughout the argument rather than frequently looking at his/her notes?
- Did the oralist actually answer the question posed instead of deflecting it by changing the subject?
- Did the oralist stop speaking when a judge asked a question?
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Time Management & Organization

- Has the oralist structured his/her argument in a logical manner?

- Did the oralist spend too much time on a particular topic?
- When the oralist only had a short amount of time left, did he/she make sensible use of that time?
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor
Excellent

Very Good

Good

Adequate

Poor


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Signature:
________________________________________ (only needs to be signed if OPTIONAL WORKSHEET utilized)
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	THE PHILIP C. JESSUP INTERNATIONAL LAW
MOOT COURT COMPETITION
OPTIONAL JUDGE’S ORAL PLEADING WORKSHEET (page 3 of 3)

	Competition:
______________________________
	Judge Name:
______________________________

	Courtroom:
______________________________
	Round # or Date/Time:
_____________________

	Applicant Team No.
__________
	Respondent Team No.
__________

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Optional Additional Comments:  To assist students in developing their oral advocacy skills, you may feel free to utilize the following space to provide any additional comments. Additional comments need not be provided. All that is required is for you to fill in a score between 50 and 100 for each oralist in the boxes provided on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet, and only those scores recorded on the Oral Pleading Scoresheet will be used for the purposes of scoring at the competition. Although completion of this Worksheet is optional, if completed these Optional Additional Comments will be provided to the students, but the students will not see it until after the competition is over.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Applicant 1st Oralist:

	

	

	

	Applicant 2nd Oralist:

	

	

	

	Respondent 1st Oralist:

	

	

	

	Respondent 2nd Oralist:

	

	

	

	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Signature:
________________________________________ (only needs to be signed if OPTIONAL WORKSHEET utilized)




