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GUIDELINES FOR JUDGES

· INTRODUCTION (to be filled in) 

· STRUCTURE OF THE COMPETITION AND GENERAL BACKGROUND (Description of ELSA, aims of the MCC, etc., use introduction of the MCC manual)

· ROLE OF THE JUDGE OF THE MCC

· TIMELINE

· GUIDELINES FOR SCORING WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS


· RULES 

Each Judge will be provided with X Written Submissions. The Submissions will be made on the behalf of the complainant or the respondent and submitted by different teams. 

3.2 Both submissions shall contain of the following:

(1) A cover page with the given team number
(2) A one page summary of the results (bullet points)
(3) A table of contents
(4) A list of references
(5) A list of abbreviations

· SCORE SHEET


	ASSESSMENT CRITERIA
EACH IS 25 % WEIGHTING
	POOR
0 TO 10
POINTS
	AVERAGE
11 TO 20
POINTS
	GOOD
21 TO 30
POINTS
	EXCELLENT
31 TO 40
POINTS
	INDIVIDUAL
 CRITERION 
SCORE

	1. COMMAND OF THE ISSUES 
1. Recognition of legal issues
1. Display of general knowledge related to the legal issues 
1. Weighting of legal issues

	
	
	
	
	

	2. ARGUMENTATION 
1. Logic, reasoning, ingenuity, persuasiveness of arguments
	
	
	
	
	

	3. LEGAL ANALYSIS 
1. Identification of the applicable treaties/law
1. Identification of the applicable jurisprudence
1. Application of the treaties/law to the facts
1. Analysis of the applicable treaties/law to the facts

	
	
	
	
	

	4. STYLE 
1. Organisation of legal argument
1. Ability to utilise legal language
1. Correct grammar, spelling and referencing authorities
1. Clarity of the system of citation

	
	
	
	
	

	
SUB-TOTAL OF INDIVIDUAL CRITERION SCORES  (MAXIMUM 160 POINTS)
	

	
OVERALL TEAM SCORE  (DIVIDE BY 4)
	

	
PANELLIST 
NAME: _______________________________________
	
PANELLIST
SIGNATURE: _______________________________



· GUIDELINES FOR SCORING ORAL ARGUMENTS


· RULES 

· The Timekeepers are responsible for keeping the time of the Oral Pleading.
· The Jury may ask questions from the teams at any time of the pleading.
· Each team shall present their oral arguments for both the Complainant and the Respondent parties by presenting oral submissions in front of a Jury. 
· Each team shall have a total of thirty X minutes to present its main Oral Pleadings, including time needed to address the Judges’ questions, not including the Team Appearance. Each team will be given maximum X minutes for rebuttal or sur-rebuttal, additional to the total of X min for the main Oral Pleading.
· The Jury may allocate extra time in order to allow a team to complete its Oral Pleadings or answer questions during the main Oral Pleading. The same extra time shall also be given to the opposing team.
·  If the allocated X minutes are not fully used, they will not be added to the time allowed for rebuttal or sur-rebuttal.

· SCORE SHEETS

Instructions: Please score each team and each Speaker separately. Maximum Score for each Criterion is 40 Points. Sub-Total of all Individual Criterion Scores divided by 4 will give the Overall Team Score. 




You should estimate the quality of a pleading by giving any number of points between 0-40. There are 4 different assessment criteria to score each weighting 25%:

	Team number:	
	Round:

	Date:	
	Session time:

	Team role:        Applicant        Respondent
	Location: 




	Assessment Criteria
	Team Score
	Speaker No. 1
	Speaker No. 2
	Speaker No. 3

	1. Command of Issues
Poor: 0-10, Average: 11-20; Good: 21-30, Excellent: 31-40
	/40
	/40
	/40
	/40

	2. Argumentation
Poor: 0-10, Average: 11-20; Good: 21-30, Excellent: 31-40
	/40
	/40
	/40
	/40

	3. Legal Analysis
Poor: 0-10, Average: 11-20; Good: 21-30, Excellent: 31-40
	/40
	/40
	/40
	/40

	4. Style
Poor: 0-10, Average: 11-20; Good: 21-30, Excellent: 31-40
	/40
	/40
	/40
	/40

	Sub-total of individual Criterion Scores
	/160
	/160
	/160
	/160

	OVERALL TEAM SCORE
(Divided by 4)
	/40
	/40
	/40
	/40

	JUDGE: 
	SIGNATURE:



ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:


· PLEADING (PROCEDURE)

The total score of one Oral Pleading can be up to 40 points. The following criteria shall be taken into consideration when giving the grades: 

· Poor (0-10 points) - almost no human rights knowledge, no cases used 

- the legal pleadings are not understandable 
- not many references to books, case law etc. 
- no convincing legal pleading 




· Average (11-20 points) - enough human rights knowledge 

- the legal pleadings are understandable 
- some references to books, case law etc. 
- legal pleading is more convincing 

· Good (21 to 30 points) - good human rights knowledge and case law 

- the legal pleadings are well organized, full understandable 
- all relevant references are made 
- the legal pleadings are very convincing 

· Excellent (31 to 40 points) - complete and excellent human rights knowledge 

- very well organized legal pleading 
- complete convincing legal pleadings
 
· QUESTIONS FROM THE MEMBERS OF THE BENCH
The Jury may ask questions during these pleadings at any time and number.
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