Advocacy Assessment 1 – Marking and Feedback Sheet.
	Student:
	
	
	Coursework

Number:
	1

	Assessor:
	Alex Simmonds
	
	Coursework

Weighting:
	 50%


Learning Outcomes:
1. Demonstrate understanding of what a barrister or lawyer-advocate does; how advocacy is managed and conducted in court.

2. Demonstrate an ability to systematically research the academic background to and legal or law-related issues arising from an advocacy problem.

3. Possess oral communication skills and the ability to deliver a timed speech and answer questions

4. Present effectively in a role playing situation
Please scroll down for your feedback. Firstly you will see how your performance was assessed against the assessment criteria. Secondly, you will see the assessors comments and your overall grade. If you have any questions about your feedback please feel free to contact me at ad2213@coventry.ac.uk or via WeChat. 
Advocacy Marking Sheet – Presentation, Terminology, Articulation
	Mark
	Presentation and Structure
	Terminology 
	Articulation 

	80 +
	Highly persuasive, logical structure and very clear presentation. All relevant information is communicated clearly and efficiently
	Excellent use of appropriate legal terminology using all correct modes of address and appropriate discourse markers and connecting phrases consistent with a hearing of this type – “May it please the Court”, “Moving on to my next submission” etc
	Excellent tone of voice and use of intonation to keep the listeners attention used to persuasive effect. Excellent level of voice projection, minimal or no use of filler. Not too loud and not too quiet

	70 - 79
	Persuasive, logical structure followed and a clear presentation overall. All relevant information is communicated clearly and efficiently
	Good use of appropriate legal terminology, correct mode of address used. Some use of appropriate discourse markers and connecting phrases evident
	Good tone of voice with good levels of intonation. Good level of voice projection with minimal use of filler

	60 - 69
	Clear presentation which follows a logical structure. Most of the relevant information is communicated clearly and efficiently 
	Sufficient use of appropriate legal terminology, correct mode of address used.  Should be some use of appropriate discourse markers evident
	Appropriate tone of voice with some effective use of intonation. Appropriate level of voice projection mostly present but possibly too quiet / loud in parts.  Some use of filler 

	50 - 59
	Presentation may be slightly confused or otherwise not make logical sense. Relevant information has been communicated but it may not all be relevant to the submissions
	Some use of appropriate terminology has been made with an effort made to use the correct mode of address. However, there may be some occasions where the candidate does not use the correct mode of address.
	Intonation may be lacking –voice may sound monotonous or flat. Voice may be too loud / quiet. Some use of filler with little effort made to control this 

	40 - 49
	little evidence of planning and poor structure evident. Some of the information communicated may be irrelevant or confused
	No substantial use of appropriate legal terminology. Little or no effort made at using the correct modes of address. No appreciation shown for formalities.
	No or no substantial effort made to vary intonation or to vary the volume or pitch of the voice. Voice may be excessively loud or excessively quiet. Unchecked use of filler may also be evident

	35 - 39
	An unclear or poorly prepared presentation delivered which does not efficiently communicate any useful / relevant information 
	No or no substantial use of appropriate legal terminology. No or no substantial effort made at using the correct modes of address. No or no substantial observance of formalities
	Voice may be monotonous with little or no use of intonation or inflection. Excessively loud or excessively quiet. Use of filler with no effort to control

	35 <
	Poorly prepared presentation delivered which does not communicate any useful information
	No use of appropriate legal terminology. No effort made at using the correct modes of address. No observance of formalities
	Monotonous voice with no use of intonation or inflection. No consideration given to voice projection. Voice may be overly loud or overly quiet


Advocacy Marking Sheet – Anticipation of Counter Arguments, Eye Contact, Body Language.

	Mark
	 Anticipation of Counter Arguments
	Eye Contact
	Body Language

	80 +
	Student has fully anticipated the arguments and points raised by the other side and has addressed each of these in detail, explaining why they should not be the basis for the decision and suggested alternative measures. 
	Good levels of eye contact, little or no evidence of reading from a script 
	No fidgeting or other unnecessary gestures or movements such as swaying from side to side or moving documents around excessively. Appropriate and useful hand gestures may be used to good effect but not excessively or to the point of distraction

	70 - 79
	Student has fully anticipated the arguments and points raised by the other side and has addressed each of these in detail, explaining why they should not be the basis for the decision and / or suggested alternative measures.
	Good levels of eye contact, maybe some evidence of reading from a script but not excessive
	No fidgeting or other unnecessary gestures or movements such as swaying from side to side, moving documents around excessively or a strong effort made to control such movements and gestures is evident. Appropriate and useful hand gestures may be used 

	60 - 69
	Student has anticipated the arguments and points raised by the other side and has addressed some of these in detail, explaining why they should not be the basis for the decision and suggested alternative measures.
	Reasonable levels of eye contact, evidence of reading present which may be excessive
	Some fidgeting or other unnecessary gestures may be present but the candidate has made a reasonable effort to keep these to an appropriate level

	50 - 59
	Student has anticipated some of the arguments and points raised by the other side and has addressed some of these. There may be an absence of explanation as to why they should not form the basis of the decision and no or no suitable alternative measures have been suggested. 
	Some eye- contact made but a lot of evidence of reading. The candidate may hold their papers and read from them for significant periods of time
	Some distracting gestures or unnecessary hand movements evident with little or no effort made to control these

	40 - 49
	Student has anticipated very few arguments and points raised by the other side An explanation as to why they should not form the basis of the decision may be missing and no suitable alternative measures suggested.
	Insubstantial levels of eye-contact made, possibly none. Candidate reads from the script for most of their presentation which they may hold in front 
	Distracting gestures, fidgeting and unnecessary movements present throughout with little or no effort made to control these

	35 - 39
	Student has anticipated very few arguments and points raised by the other side There may be a weak explanation as to why they should not form the basis of the decision and no suitable alternative measures suggested.
	Virtually no eye contact made throughout the presentation. Candidate simply reads from notes which they may hold in front 
	Distracting gestures present, unnecessary body and hand movements present, little or no effort made to control these

	35 <
	Student has not anticipated any of the arguments that the other side may raise with no consideration gven to 

any alternative measures. 
	No eye contact made throughout the presentation. Candidate reads from their notes which they may hold in front 
	Distracting gestures present, unnecessary body and hand movements present with no effort made to keep these under control


Assessor Comments
Presentation and Structure (including skeleton argument)
Structure of the presentation is logical and flows well
Accurate referencing of the bundle – Judge is referred to page numbers within the bundle – very good.

Judge is led numerically through the submissions.

Terminology (including skeleton argument)
Correct Mode of Address used except for two occasions where ‘My Lord’ was used.

Good to see precise reference made to the Supreme Court Act – it would have been even better if you had made precise reference to the precise legal provisions of the Bail Act 1976 you were seeking to rely on. 
When undertaking this kind of advocacy you should refer to people by their full names or their title, ie. ‘Mr Wilson’ or ‘Eve Simpson’ rather than ‘Wilson’ or ‘Simpson’

Articulation
You hesitated slightly on occasion due to needing to read from your notes. I would advise you to print out or type your notes in a larger font so that you can see them and take more information in with one look at the page. Also, I would advise you to read and re-read many of the key parts of a presentation to yourself out loud before the actual presentation itself – that will make you more confident in what you are saying and, also, will mean that you are not as reliant on your written notes.  The fact that you relied on your notes a lot meant that your speech was interrupted slightly and you hesitated quite a few times. 

Tone of voice is very flat in places which may lead to the attention of the listener wandering. Try to use more intonation when referring to key or significant parts of your arguments. 

Anticipation of Counter Arguments
Conditions have been suggested – surrendering passport, providing surety.
Counter argument of prosecution – defendant may go abroad/interfere with witnesses, evidence not strong. 
It would have been clearer to deliver these submissions in the reverse order, ie. State the prosecutions potential arguments and then state the conditions.
Eye Contact

Although you attempted to make eye contact there was some evidence of reading present, one piece of advice is to write your notes out in a larger font size – this way you can take in more information with a single glance at your notes rather than needing to refer back to them. 
Body Language

Body language is good – posture is appropriate and there are no distracting hand gestures or any other distracting body movements visible. 

Areas for Development
You submit that Chris Wilson did not resist arrest and that this is a good reason to grant bail – whilst this is possibly evidence of his character it was not the strongest argument that you could make. The defendant’s strong community ties are probably the main reason he should get bail and this should have been one of your first arguments. 
Overall Feedback
You showed an effective and capable delivery here and made some sensible and appropriate submissions. Please see my above points for how to work on your delivery in future. Try not to read as much from your notes and to make more eye contact with the judge.
Grade (Coventry Marks):

60

