
PROFESSOR MICHAEL HOR ;2Ϳ: WHAT MAKES GOOD ORAL ADVOCACY? 

 

 

TƌaŶsĐƌipt 

What ŵakes a good oral legal arguŵeŶt iŶ EŶglish?  

 

If I ŵaǇ speak aďout this iŶ the ĐoŶteǆt of a studeŶt ŵoot, haǀiŶg judged a Đouple of theŵ iŶ ŵǇ 

Ǉeaƌs, I thiŶk the ŵost esseŶtial thiŶg aďout a good oƌal aƌguŵeŶt is the ĐoƌƌeĐt ideŶtifiĐatioŶ of 

ǁhat is itĐhiŶg the judges. StudeŶts, I thiŶk theiƌ ĐoŵŵoŶ eƌƌoƌ is to tƌǇ aŶd stiĐk to a ĐeƌtaiŶ sĐƌipt 

ǁhiĐh theǇ haǀe pƌepaƌed aŶd Đoŵe hell oƌ high ǁateƌ, theǇ haǀe to fiŶish that sĐƌipt. I thiŶk that is 

a ŵistake ďeĐause judges aŶd ŵoot judges aƌe laǁǇeƌs theŵselǀes, of Đouƌse, ǀeƌǇ seŶioƌ aŶd theǇ 

ǁould haǀe foƌŵed a ĐeƌtaiŶ idea of ǁhat the ŵost iŶteƌestiŶg issues the Đase pƌeseŶts aƌe. AŶd 

theǇ do Ŷot ǁaŶt to heaƌ fƌoŵ a ďad sĐƌipt. TheǇ ǁaŶt Ǉou to ƌespoŶd to ǁhat theǇ thiŶk is the 

ŵost iŵpoƌtaŶt aspeĐt of the Đase, so I thiŶk a good oƌal aƌguŵeŶt ŵust addƌess ǁhat the judge oƌ 

judges thiŶk is the ŵost iŶteƌestiŶg oƌ iŵpoƌtaŶt issue. So I thiŶk that’s the Ŷuŵďeƌ oŶe iŶ aŶǇ oƌal 

aƌguŵeŶt. 

 

As a laǁ professor, ǁhat are you lookiŶg for iŶ oral legal arguŵeŶts? 

 

Oƌal aƌguŵeŶt is, I thiŶk, is diffeƌeŶt fƌoŵ ǁƌitteŶ aƌguŵeŶt: the ǁaǇ iŶ ǁhiĐh Ǉou speak, the leŶgth 

aŶd the ďƌeǀitǇ aŶd the foƌŵalŶess oƌ iŶfoƌŵalŶess of the situatioŶ… Oƌal aƌguŵeŶt, I thiŶk, teŶds 

to ďe ƌatheƌ less affeĐted ďǇ ĐoŶǀeŶtioŶ thaŶ ǁƌitteŶ aƌguŵeŶt. So, as to hoǁ iŶfoƌŵal Ǉou ĐaŶ get, 

I thiŶk it depeŶds oŶ hoǁ ĐoŶseƌǀatiǀe oƌ pƌogƌessiǀe the judge oƌ the ŵoot judge iŶ fƌoŶt of Ǉou 

thiŶks is appƌopƌiate. 

 

PƌeseŶtatioŶ skills, agaiŶ, I thiŶk, aƌe ǀeƌǇ peƌsoŶal. I’ǀe seeŶ effeĐtiǀe adǀoĐates ǁho aƌe ǀeƌǇ 

eloƋueŶt aŶd shoǁǇ, aďle to ĐƌaĐk a joke heƌe aŶd ŵake ǀeƌǇ shaƌp, ĐuttiŶg ƌeŵaƌks. I’ǀe also seeŶ, 

suƌpƌisiŶglǇ, ƌatheƌ ŵoƌe ďoƌiŶg adǀoĐates. You kŶoǁ theƌe’s ŶothiŶg ǀeƌǇ aŵusiŶg oƌ eŶteƌtaiŶiŶg 

aďout theŵ, ďut theǇ aƌe ǀeƌǇ ŵethodiĐal, theǇ aƌe ǀeƌǇ thoƌough, aŶd theǇ Đoǀeƌ eaĐh poiŶt 

ĐoŵpƌeheŶsiǀelǇ, so I thiŶk theƌe aƌe at least tǁo diffeƌeŶt ŵodels of adǀoĐaĐǇ iŶ oƌal aƌguŵeŶt. 

DepeŶdiŶg oŶ the peƌsoŶalitǇ of the studeŶt iŶǀolǀed, I thiŶk Ǉou ǁill adopt a stǇle ǁhiĐh is oŶe oƌ 

the otheƌ oƌ soŵeǁheƌe iŶ ďetǁeeŶ depeŶdiŶg oŶ the ĐiƌĐuŵstaŶĐes. 

 

 



 

PROFESSOR MICHAEL HOR ;2Ϳ: WHAT MAKES GOOD ORAL ADVOCACY? TƌaŶsĐƌipt 

 

What adǀice do you haǀe for studeŶts ǁho are learŶiŶg oral legal arguŵeŶt? 

 

It’s the saŵe as ǁƌitteŶ skills. You haǀe to do it agaiŶ aŶd agaiŶ. AŶd I thiŶk foƌ oƌal skills, ǁhat I 

thiŶk soŵe people haǀe fouŶd ǀeƌǇ useful is to ǁatĐh ǀideos of theŵselǀes doiŶg the oƌal 

aƌguŵeŶt. AŶd theŶ haǀiŶg a deďƌief oƌ post-ŵoƌteŵ afteƌ that ǁith a ŵoot oƌ oƌal aƌguŵeŶt 

iŶstƌuĐtoƌ to see hoǁ it ĐaŶ ďe iŵpƌoǀed oƌ Ŷot iŵpƌoǀed ďeĐause ǁheŶ Ǉou aƌe aĐtuallǇ ŵakiŶg 

the aƌguŵeŶt, it’s ǀeƌǇ diffiĐult to iŵagiŶe hoǁ the otheƌ paƌties aƌe lookiŶg at Ǉou. BeĐause hoǁ 

Ǉou peƌĐeiǀe Ǉouƌself to ďe is ǀeƌǇ diffeƌeŶt fƌoŵ hoǁ soŵeoŶe else listeŶiŶg to Ǉou peƌĐeiǀes Ǉou 

to ďe, so I thiŶk it helps a gƌeat deal if Ǉou Đould ǁatĐh a ǀideo of hoǁ Ǉou peƌfoƌŵed. It Đould ďe 

siŵple thiŶgs like Ǉou’ƌe usiŶg too ŵaŶǇ of these eƌs, like ǁhat I do. You ŵight ǁaŶt to Đut doǁŶ oŶ 

that. You ŵight ǁaŶt to Đut doǁŶ oŶ the leŶgth of Ǉouƌ seŶteŶĐes. You ŵight ǁaŶt to, foƌ eǆaŵple, 

look at the judges iŶ the eǇe ƌatheƌ thaŶ look soŵeǁheƌe else. I thiŶk this ǁill ďe eǀideŶt to Ǉou if 

Ǉou ǁatĐh a ǀideo of Ǉouƌself pƌeseŶtiŶg. 

 

Theƌe’s Ŷo suďstitute foƌ pƌepaƌatioŶ. The judges oƌ ŵoot judges aƌe likelǇ to ďe eǆpeƌts iŶ the field 

theǇ aƌe ĐoŶduĐtiŶg the heaƌiŶg iŶ, so if Ǉou’ƌe Ŷot pƌepaƌed, Ǉou’ll ďe Đaught out stƌaight aǁaǇ. You 

ǁill Ŷeed, iŶ faĐt, iŶ oƌal aƌguŵeŶt, to ďe ŵuĐh ŵoƌe pƌepaƌed ďeĐause Ǉou ĐaŶ Ŷeǀeƌ ďe suƌe ǁhat 

the judges ǁill ask Ǉou. It Đould Đoŵe iŶ fƌoŵ the left field aŶd if Ǉou ĐaŶ’t aŶsǁeƌ the ƋuestioŶ, oƌ 

ƌatheƌ, if Ǉou ĐaŶ aŶsǁeƌ the ƋuestioŶ, theŶ that ǁould ďe ǀeƌǇ iŵpƌessiǀe iŶdeed. It shoǁs that 

Ǉou’ǀe doŶe Ǉouƌ gƌouŶdǁoƌk aŶd Ǉou kŶoǁ ǁhat Ǉou’ƌe talkiŶg aďout. 


