2012 P.A.D. Law School Mock Trial Competition










Date and Round:________________
Instructions:  Scoring Scale:  1-2 = Poor; 3 - 4 = Below Average;




5 - 6 = Average; 7 - 8 = Above Average;

       


Teams:________________ Prosecution
9 – 10 = Exceptional

















Teams:_________________ Defense
Please fill in every unshaded block.  Do not use fractions or half points.  Choose the team that did the best (not necessarily that won) in the tiebreaker category.  Scoring should be independent of your views of the merits of the case.  The maximum number of points per team is 180.   
	 
	Evaluation Criteria
	Prosecution
	Defense
	Comments

	Opening Statement
	Poise, articulation, voice inflection
	 
	 
	 

	
	Clear, concise, persuasive, reliance on notes
	 
	 
	

	Prosecution - 1st Witness

Witness Name:

Real/Role


	Direct/redirect:  poise, articulation, flow
	 
	 
	 

	
	Direct/redirect:  elicited relevant facts
	 
	 
	

	
	Cross/recross exam:  form, control of witness
	 
	 
	 

	
	Cross/recross exam:  effectiveness
	 
	 
	

	
	Witness:  realistic, credible, avoided filibustering
	 
	 
	 

	Prosecution – 2nd Witness

Witness Name:

Real/Role


	Direct/redirect:  poise, articulation, flow
	 
	 
	 

	
	Direct/redirect:  elicited relevant facts
	 
	 
	

	
	Cross/recross exam:  form, control of witness
	 
	 
	 

	
	Cross/recross exam:  effectiveness
	 
	 
	

	
	Witness:  realistic, credible, avoided filibustering
	 
	 
	 

	Defense - 1st Witness

Witness Name:

Real/Role


	Direct/redirect:  poise, articulation, flow
	 
	 
	 

	
	Direct/redirect:  elicited relevant facts
	 
	 
	

	
	Cross/recross exam:  form, control of witness
	 
	 
	 

	
	Cross/recross exam:  effectiveness
	 
	 
	

	
	Witness:  realistic, credible, avoided filibustering
	 
	 
	 

	Defense – 2nd Witness

Witness Name:

Real/Role


	Direct/redirect:  poise, articulation, flow
	 
	 
	 

	
	Direct/redirect:  elicited relevant facts
	 
	 
	

	
	Cross/recross exam:  form, control of witness
	 
	 
	 

	
	Cross/recross exam:  effectiveness
	 
	 
	

	
	Witness:  realistic, credible, avoided filibustering
	 
	 
	 

	Closing Argument
	Poise, articulation, voice inflection
	 
	 
	Prosecution closes first

	
	Clear, concise, persuasive, reliance on notes
	 
	 
	

	Team Evaluation
	Objections, response to objections
	 
	 
	 



	
	Knowledge of rules
	 
	 
	

	
	Overall effectiveness and cohesiveness
	 
	 
	

	
	Case Construction: way case theory was implemented
	 
	 
	

	Total Points
	 
	 
	                      Please Choose 

	
	Tiebreaker - You Must Circle Which Team Did the Best Job:  Prosecution / Defense

	
	Additional Comments (here and back): 
	


