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Introduction
a. About mooting

Mooting shares parallels with debate, and is a mock appeal hearing of a fictional legal case. Participants assume the role of counsel for the appellant or respondent, and present their arguments before a judge who decides on the outcome of the legal case, and more importantly, who better presented their case. It is wholly possible for mooters to lose the case, but win the moot!

A moot is primarily about the presentation of legal arguments, where substance is as important as form. The guiding objective is to present the arguments as persuasively as possible. Substance necessarily entails a careful analysis of the facts, mastery of the authorities and their respective value, and compelling logic in argumentation. Superior form embraces a diverse range of styles, but skilled mooters all possess real belief in their arguments, effective delivery techniques, and are adroit at reading the judge’s reactions and adapting their arguments accordingly.

All this must sound daunting, but the Mooting Society will guide you through the necessary techniques and run you through practice moots in our weekly workshops! Members are issued with a Mooting Handbook, which is an invaluable resource to learn about and hone the art of mooting. 

The skills possessed by a good mooter are essential for aspiring barristers, and also highly valued by solicitor firms. These skills are also highly transferable. It is no coincidence that mooters have a reputation for being efficient and reliable, skilled in research, and outstanding in communicating persuasively and pithily.

b. Mooting – What can I get out of it?

As must have been reiterated sufficiently by now, mooting is highly regarded by the Bar, and all serious candidates must have some mooting experience. To isolate and elaborate upon some of the benefits:

· Mooting trains participants in public speaking in a legal context. This tests and hones communication skills and quick thinking on one’s feet.

· Mooting forces participants to explore a wide range of the law, many areas of which law students would not have explored in detail within their course. This allows a broader picture of legal arguments, and gives a more cohesive and complete picture of how areas of the law are intertwined.

· Mooting promotes independent research skills and sound legal analysis, often under tight deadlines. Good mooters analyse the factual matrix quickly, isolate specific research areas, and use practitioners’ texts effectively.

c. Mooting – What happens, and what does not happen

A moot is a mock appeal hearing of a hypothetical case. It is usually set in one of the two highest appellate courts of England and Wales: the Court of Appeal or the Supreme Court. Two opposing sides (each with two participants -  a junior and a senior), Counsel for the defendant and Counsel for the respondent, deliver arguments to persuade the judge of the attractiveness of their legal arguments.  Persuasiveness is evaluated in the round – it includes flair in advocacy, sound legal analysis, compelling public policy arguments, and an understanding of the broader rationale underpinning areas of the law.
Reference is made to real-world authorities (statutes, case law, practitioners’ texts, etc) but usually only to a limited number due to time constraints. Counsel is expected to submit a trial bundle, which contains all statutes, extracts of academic literature, case reports, and other materials which will be referred to. This trial bundle is submitted to the Judge, and exchanged with opposing counsel. A skeleton argument is usually furnished for the Judge’s reference too.
The Judge sometimes interrupts Counsel midway through his speech to ask questions. This is the most daunting part of mooting, but is quite often decisive in determining which side is better able to defend his arguments, and submit more persuasive arguments on the whole. Finally, after all the speeches, the Judge would first give judgment on purely legal grounds (i.e. who would have won in a real court of law), explaining the basis for his decision. The Judge will then determine the winner of the moot, who may or may not be the winner of the legal case. 

Contrary to perceptions fostered by American television serials, a moot:

· Does not feature cross-examination, with the accompanying histrionics. There will be no dramatic gestures, plea bargains, or wagging of fingers.

· Is not a debate. Flair in public speaking is insufficient to win a moot. Of greater importance are sound legal reasoning and proper (polite, and in accordance with etiquette) presentation.
· Is about persuading the Judge, not the audience. As the moot simulates an appeal, it is about debating points of law, not points of (disputed) fact.

Participants in the moot

a. The Judge

The moot is presided by a Judge, whose decision alone will decide the winner of the moot. As such, the speeches of Counsel should focus on the Judge, and be tailored according to the Judge’s tone of questioning and general reaction. A male judge is addressed as “My Lord” and referred to as “Your Lordship”, while a female judge is addressed as “My Lady” and referred to as “Your Ladyship”.  
The Judge is likely to interrupt your speech to pose a few questions, and this is often the defining point in a moot. Such judicial interruptions add an air of unpredictability, and often test the skill of Counsel to think on his feet, and restructure his arguments appropriately. It for Counsel to make an on-the-spot decision to stick to a point which he feels is defensible, or gracefully concede the point and move on to another submission. There is a fine balance to this art. Counsel who doggedly sticks to an indefensible point comes across as obstinate, unskilled in legal analysis, and wastes his own time when more relevant points could have been delivered. On the flip side, conceding a point too quickly shows Counsel’s lack of confidence in his own argument, and an inability to defend a point, however feebly questioned. 
b. Senior Counsel for the Appellant

Senior Counsel for the Appellant always opens the case, and delivers the more demanding and time-consuming argument. Before moving on to submissions, Senior Counsel traditionally introduces himself, his junior, and opposing counsel, as well as offering a brief summary of the facts if the Judge so prefers. In most moots, Senior Counsel for the Appellant usually has a “right of reply”, and can respond to the Respondent’s case. There is a strategic advantage to delivering the last submission before the Judge deliberates his decision, and this reinforces the skill and acute analytical skills required for this role.
It is noted that opposing counsel is not addressed directly at all, but is referred to as “My Learned Friend”. 

c. Junior Counsel for the Appellant

Junior Counsel for the Appellant leads the second argument in the case for the Appellant. This is usually the less demanding argument, both in time and difficulty.  The downside is that the arguments would be more developed by this stage, and the Judge is likely to seize the opportunity to test the robustness of the Appellants’ arguments with a few questions. As mentioned above, judicial interruptions are often definitive in deciding the superior mooting team, so the ability to think quickly on his feet is critical for Junior Counsel.

d. Senior Counsel for the Respondent
Senior Counsel for the Respondent delivers the more demanding and time-consuming argument, and additionally has to refute the arguments of opposing Counsel. 

e. Junior Counsel for the Respondent
Junior Counsel for the Respondent leads the second argument in the case for the Respondent. This is usually the less demanding argument, both in time and difficulty.  The downside is that the arguments would be more developed by this stage, and the Judge is likely to seize the opportunity to test the robustness of the Appellants’ arguments with a few questions. As mentioned above, judicial interruptions are often definitive in deciding the superior mooting team, so the ability to think quickly on his feet is critical for Junior Counsel.

Documents in the moot

a. The moot problem

The moot problem is a hypothetical legal case at an appellate stage, set at either the Court of Appeal or the Supreme Court. It is important to know before which court the case is being argued to determine if the doctrine of precedent applies.
The facts set out in the moot problem are not debatable; they must be accepted as set down, and cannot be questioned at any point. The sphere of law engaged in the moot usually focuses on a particular area – perhaps contract or criminal – but may involve multiple legal areas. It is important to be aware of the overall structure and justification of the law to seamlessly connect arguments, and have a better idea of upon which lines of reasoning the Judge is likely to adopt.

b. The trial bundle

The trial bundle is usually a ring binder with photocopies of all statutes, extracts of academic literature, case reports, and other materials which will be referred to. This trial bundle is submitted to the Judge, and exchanged with opposing counsel just prior to the moot. Mooters will not be permitted to refer to authorities which are not present in the trial bundle.

c. Skeleton arguments

Skeleton arguments are usually a single side of A4 paper which contains the core arguments to be presented by Counsel. This is usually accompanied by a list of authorities which will be referred to in arguments. Depending on house rules, skeleton arguments are usually exchanged between Counsel a week before the moot. On the day of the moot, a skeleton argument is usually furnished for the Judge’s reference too.

Preparing for the moot – a sketch

a. Understanding what’s going on
For speed moots, the core arguments are provided for Counsel, and arguments beyond what is provided for should not be delivered. The situation is more complex for prepared moots. In prepared moots, Counsel should first identify the areas of law engaged, and come up with the most persuasive arguments applicable to the factual matrix. It is a matter of strategy as to which argument should be argued by Senior Counsel or Junior Counsel, but in general, Senior Counsel assumes the more complex argument. 
b. Identifying legal arguments

After getting a feel of the mooting problem, Counsel should identify the legal arguments available, and find legal support to buttress the points. There are various authorities available, but some are more persuasive than others. The relative persuasiveness of supporting authorities will be explored in the next chapter.

c. Structure and skeletons

After identifying the legal arguments and conducting some legal research, Counsel should begin planning their skeleton arguments. As previously mentioned, this should be core arguments which can be condensed onto a single side of A4 paper. The arguments should be structured in a logical way, and aligned appropriately with supporting authority. The skeleton argument and supporting list of authorities should be exchanged with the moot organisers and opposing Counsel in accordance with the rules of the moot – usually one week before the moot proper.

d. Rehearsals and timings

By this stage, the skeleton arguments should be very familiar, and Counsel may have begun anticipating potential rebuttals. It is important to rehearse the arguments, and ensure that they can be delivered in good time. Time-keeping is essential to do well in a moot, and allowance should be made for judicial interruptions. 
e. Card of sheets – engaging with the Judge

Anxious mooters may begin worrying about minor ancillaries now, such as whether to use cards or sheets, whether to adopt a more aggressive or more reserved approach, etc. These concerns are natural, and this mooting handbook is not designed to comprehensively address such concerns. Instead, as a general rule of thumb, mooters are advised to imagine how the Judge will view them and their overall performance, whatever props or attitude is adopted. In the final analysis, a Judge will appreciate a mooter who engages with him, making eye contact. A Judge will reward a mooter who comes across as civil and confident, and delivers sound arguments founded on careful legal analysis and meticulously qualified when necessary.
Research guidelines

a. Precedents – Binding or persuasive?
It is essential to know whether the doctrine of precedent applies in court which the moot is held, for the most persuasive arguments necessarily fail if the court is bound by a higher court, no matter how contentious or fallacious the grounds of judgment in the leading case. 

In order of precedence:
1. Decisions of the European Court of Justice are supreme

2. Decisions of the House of Lords/Supreme Court

(Decisions of the Privy Council are highly persuasive but not binding)

3. Decisions of the Court of Appeal

It is trite law that obiter dicta is not binding, but this may be highly persuasive if a hypothetical case is considered in passing within the judgment, and the facts of the moot correspond materially to the hypothetical case. Nevertheless, such material is still not binding on the Judge.
b. Practitioners’ manuals, university textbooks & academic literature
Practitioners’ manuals are useful for setting out complex but uncontroversial areas of the law in a succinct fashion. Classic tomes such as Snell’s Equity, Chitty on Contract, and Bowstead on Agency are useful as the first port of call in research, and may be cited in arguments. However, Counsel should be aware of the latest case law, and its effect in unsettling doctrines set out in such texts, notwithstanding the position that the practitioners’ text is recognized as the starting point in the area of law under scrutiny and prima facie accurate in elucidating general principles.

Mooters, however, are strongly advised against citing university textbooks  as authority in arguments. University textbooks are written for the benefit of law students learning about an area of law for the first time, and thus wholly unsuitable for launching arguments in a moot. Citing such works are often viewed unfavourably by the Judge, and evidence of unprofessionalism or even desperation on the mooter’s part.

Academic literature in the form of scholarly articles traditionally receive scant regard in English law as powerful authority. Research into relevant articles, however, may provide insight into the rationale employed by the author, and such techniques and argumentation may be used in the court. Judges are usually unimpressed if Counsel quotes an article, and expects it to be sufficient authority for a point without further elaboration.

c. Judgments from other jurisdictions

It is acceptable to cite judgments from other Commonwealth jurisdictions, and decisions of the Canadian Supreme Court and Australian courts have proven persuasive in an increasing number of English cases. Do bear in mind that if the doctrine of precedent applies, such authority would be persuasive at best, and may be impotent against binding English authority. It should be noted that the Judge is likely, in the tradition of conservatism famous within the English judiciary, to be reluctant to embrace foreign doctrines unless some exceptional reason is adduced to make the persuasiveness of the argument compelling. 

Care must also be taken to ensure that the judgment cited involves legal principles applicable to the facts at hand, and is directly related to a common law doctrine at stake. There must also be no English cases relevant to your argument. Finally, the case must not make use of peculiarities in the foreign legal system.

If Counsel intends to critique opposing Counsel’s employment of foreign judgments, care must be taken to attack the argument on substantive grounds. It is insufficient to state that a case is from another jurisdiction, or that other jurisdiction have evolved to embrace different cultural habits and social policies. Counsel must distill the essence of the argument, and contrast it with the respective merits and demerits of the authority he relies on.


d. Case law
There is an established ‘order of precedence’ of English law reports, and where several law reports on the same case are available, Counsel should generally cite the report which stands highest in order of precedence:
In order of precendence:

1. L.R. (Law Reports), including

a. A.C. (Appeal Cases)

b. K.B. or Q.B. (King’s/Queen’s Bench Cases)

c. Ch. (Chancery)

2. W.L.R. (Weekly Law Reports)

3. All. E.R. (All England Law Reports)

Etiquette

a. Forms of address

This has been mentioned in passing earlier on in the handbook, but shall be repeated here for completeness. A male judge is addressed as “My Lord” and referred to as “Your Lordship”, while a female judge is addressed as “My Lady” and referred to as “Your Ladyship”.  Opposing counsel is not addressed directly at all, but is referred to as “My Learned Friend”. 

Your junior/senior (i.e. your mooting partner) is also not addressed directly, but referred to as “My Learned Junior/Senior”.  You should never use the first person (i.e. “I”) to refer to yourself. Instead, always refer to your team as “Counsel for the appellant/respondent”.
b. The premium placed on conciseness

It has been said that a good lawyer can say in five words what a layman says in ten, without any loss of meaning, and indeed with more accuracy and precision. Counsel must always remember that their job is to adduce relevant and sound legal arguments for their clients. Their personal opinion is immaterial, and has no room in the courtroom. Adding words like “In my personal opinion…” or “I think that…” merely exposes Counsel’s inexperience and loses valuable time. 
A premium is placed on conciseness and pithiness, albeit still within a polite and courteous atmosphere. Legend has it that a prominent barrister once started his speech at the House of Lords with the greeting “Good morning” only to be snappily told that he was not there to deliver a weather report. Judges are unlikely to be so brusque in reality, but Counsel would be wise to cut down on rhetoric or just ‘faffing’ about. 
c. Opening wordplay

As a guide, Counsel generally opens his speech with the following: 
(Words which should be changed according to the situation are in bold)


Senior Counsel for the Appellant

May it please your Lordship, my name is Joe Bloggs and I appear as Senior Counsel, representing the Appellant. My learned friend Jane Bloggs will be Junior Counsel for the Appellant. Across the way, Mr John Doe will appear as Senior Counsel for the Respondent, and Ms Jane Doe will represent the Respondent as Junior Counsel.

My Lord, there are 2 grounds of appeal in the instant case. I will deal with the first, and Ms Bloggs will deal with the second. The first ground of appeal is with regards to XXX. Ms Bloggs will address the issue of YYY.

Would your Lordship find a brief summary of the facts of the instant case helpful? *Give brief facts of the instant case*

If your Lordship has no further questions on the facts of the case, I shall proceed to my submissions. My Lord, I have 2 submissions to make. If it pleases your Lordship, I shall begin my first submission.
XXX1

(If applicable) If your Lordship has no further questions, I will now move on to my second submission.

XXX2

My Lord, it is for these reasons, and also those to be given by my Junior Counsel, that I would urge you to allow this appeal. If your Lordship has no further questions, that concludes my submissions.
Junior Counsel for the Appellant
My Lord, as has already been stated, by name is Jane Bloggs and I appear as Junior Counsel for the Appellant. My Lord, I have 2 submissions to make. *Gives brief summary of submissions* If it pleases your Lordship, I shall begin my first submission.

YYY1

(If applicable) If your Lordship has no further questions, I will now move on to my second submission.
YYY2

My Lord, it is for these reasons, and also those given by my Senior Counsel, that I would urge you to allow this appeal. If your Lordship has no further questions, that concludes the case for the Appellants.
Senior Counsel for the Respondents
May it please your Lordship, my name is John Doe, and I appear as Senior Counsel representing the Respondent. My learned friend Jane Doe will be Junior Counsel for the Respondent.

My Lord, we argue 2 grounds of appeal in response to the appellant in the instant case. I will deal with the first, and Ms Doe will deal with the second. They are… *briefly summarise the grounds of the rebuttals to be presented*

My Lord, I have 2 submissions to make. *Gives brief summary of submissions* If it pleases your Lordship, I shall begin my first submission.

AAA1

(If applicable) If your Lordship has no further questions, I will now move on to my second submission.
AAA2

My Lord, it is for these reasons, and also those given by my Junior Counsel, that I would urge you to disallow this appeal. If your Lordship has no further questions, that concludes my submissions.

Junior Counsel for the Respondents
My Lord, as has already been stated, by name is Jane Doe and I appear as Junior Counsel for the Respondent. My Lord, I have 2 submissions to make. *Gives brief summary of submissions* If it pleases your Lordship, I shall begin my first submission.

BBB1
(If applicable) If your Lordship has no further questions, I will now move on to my second submission.
BBB2

My Lord, it is for these reasons, and also those given by my Senior Counsel, that I would urge you to disallow this appeal. If your Lordship has no further questions, that concludes the case for the Respondents.

d. Language

A moot seeks to realistically create a legal setting, and thus comes with the corresponding degree of etiquette expected in a court of law. This does not mean that arguments always stilted and comprehensively strait-laced. Good moots are notable for their intense sparring and witty ripostes, which naturally shines through the veil of etiquette and formality. It is key to understand that the need for proper etiquette is necessary to retain an element of authority and respect in the courtroom, but should not be a bar to the cut and thrust central to argumentation.
Colloquialisms are not to make an appearance. This becomes second nature after a few moots, and the requisite substitute expressions become second nature. Instead of saying “yeah mate, cheers”, the mooter would say “I am grateful for Your Lordship’s assistance”. Similarly, instead of saying “I truly believe that…”, the mooter would say “It is submitted that…”. Proper etiquette displays your respect towards the institution of the courts, and the sanctity of the task at hand: to deliver justice.
e. Dress

Attire in a moot is expected to be smart and formal, although (unfortunately!) without the wigs which so evocatively define barristers. This would mean a suit and tie for gentlemen, and any smart office wear for ladies. Dark colours, with their air of solemnity and seriousness, are preferred. 

f. Referring to authorities

Cases are always cited fully – thus, Smith v Hogan([2009] A.C. 666) is referred to as “The case of Smith versus Hogan, reported on page 666 of the first volume of the Appeals Cases law reports for the year 2009”.
In criminal and public law cases involving the Crown, the party ‘R’ stands for Rex/Regina (depending on whether the reigning monarch is a King or Queen respectively) and is always referred to as ‘The Crown’. Thus, R v Rackley is referred to as “The Crown against Rackley”.

In private law cases involving the Crown, the party ‘R’ is always referred to as “The King/The Queen”. Thus, Jimmy and Allen v R is referred to as “Jimmy and Allen versus the Queen”.
Concluding remarks

a. What mooting is really all about

The preceding pages of this handbook should have provided a good starting point in your quest to entering the mooting world and becoming a good advocate. While mooting is always useful and trains one in qualities as elaborated in the introduction, remember that it is also a very fun activity to partake in university. The intense time pressure, furious legal research, and delivery of arguments all culminate to make mooting a challenging, and ultimately worthwhile activity. There is great potential to forge strong friendships with both your mooting partner and opposing Counsel.

I hope that you have enjoyed reading this mooting handbook, and will find it useful in your mooting career. You will have all the information you need to get started, so get out there and do some mooting!
b. Sample moot problem
(Note that this should be able to fit on one A4 size page)
(Moot problem written by Dr James A. Sweeney of Durham Law School)
ELSA European Law Moot 2009

Tony is a local government officer in the African state of Sangala.  In his spare time, Tony is the leader of an environmental group – with stated radical and violent aims.  They are suspected of several terrorist atrocities across the world, including in Europe, but have made no claims of responsibility and no prosecutions have been successful.  

The Council of Europe is an international intergovernmental organisation established prior to the EU, in 1949.  In June 2008 Tony is singled out in Resolution 1234 of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE) in a list as ‘a serious cause of concern’.  PACE Resolution 1234 recommends that, as part of a package of so-called ‘smart sanctions’, Member States of the Council of Europe must freeze the assets of those listed within 12 months.  ‘Smart sanctions’ allow individuals rather than entire states to be the target of action.

In the spirit of international co-operation in the fight against terrorism, and in order to assist EU Members States to comply with PACE Resolution 1234, the EU has adopted Regulation 99/2008.  The Regulation is adopted pursuant to Articles 60 & 301 EC.  It came into effect in September 2008.

The relevant parts of the Regulation read:

Pursuant to the powers conferred by Art 60 & 301 EC to interrupt economic relations with third countries, this Regulation determines that:

1. All funds and economic resources belonging to, or owned or held by, a natural or legal person, group or entity designated by PACE Resolution 1234 shall be frozen. 

2. No funds shall be made available, directly or indirectly, to, or for the benefit of, a natural or legal person, group or entity designated by PACE Resolution 1234. 

3. No economic resources shall be made available, directly or indirectly, to, or for the benefit of, a natural or legal person, group or entity designated by PACE Resolution 1234, so as to enable that person, group or entity to obtain funds, goods or services.

4. Natural or legal persons, groups or entities to which this provision applies shall have no right to advance information about the freezing of their assets or the reasons for it. 

Gordon is a British creditor of Tony.  In October 2008 Gordon launched domestic proceedings to recover monies owed by Tony, but these were unsuccessful since Tony’s funds had by then been frozen.  Thus, in order to reclaim his money Gordon seeks annulment of Regulation 99/2008 in so far as it affects Tony.  The Council of the European Union (Council of Minister) contests this.

Gordon seeks to argue inter alia that the legal basis of Regulation 99/2008 is defective and that it breaches human rights standards.  

The Council of the European Union contends that Gordon is not ‘directly and individually concerned’ in Regulation 99/2008; that measures implementing other international obligations are immune from review; that the Regulation has an appropriate and sufficient legal basis; and that any interference with human rights standards was proportionate.

As an Art. 230 direct action for annulment, the case is to be heard before the Court of First Instance of the European Union.  Parties to the case must address both the admissibility and the merits of the action for annulment.

Advise the relevant parties. 

Note that for one week from the release of this problem to the parties, representatives of each team may seek factual clarifications about the problem from its author, via the Mistress of Moots.  These clarifications will be distributed to the parties at the end of that week by the Mistress of Moots.  

It is at the discretion of the author of the problem to respond to these queries. 
c. Sample skeleton argument

(Note that this should be able to fit on one A4 size page)

In The Court of First Instance of the European Union

Gordon (Appellant)

-and-

Council of the European Union (Respondent)

--------------------------------------------------------

Appellant’s Skeleton Argument

-------------------------------------------------------

Ground 1:

1. The application for an Article 230 EC direct action for annulment is admissible. Gordon possesses the necessary locus standi, in view of him being directly and individually concerned in relation to Regulation 99/2008.

· Case 25/62 Plaumann & Co v Commission [1964] C.M.L.R. 29
· Cases 41-44/70 International Fruit Co. v Commission [1971] ECR 411

· Case 11/82 Piraiki-Patraiki v Commission [1985] ECR 207

· Case C-152/88 Sofrimport v Commission [1990] ECR I-2477

· Case C-309/89 Codorniu SA v Council [1994] ECR I-1853

2. Regulation 99/2008 is founded on a defective legal basis. Article 60 EC and Article 301 EC do not provide the legal competence to implement “smart sanctions”. There is a legal requirement to use Article 308 EC, which was not fulfilled.
· Case C-84/95 Bosphorus Hava Yollari Turizm ve Ticaret AS v Minister for Transport, Energy and Communications (Ireland) [1996] E.C.R. I-3953
· Case T-315/01 Kadi v Council and Commission [2005] ECR II-3649

· Joined Cases C-402/05 and C-415/05 Kadi, Al Barakaat International Foundation v Council, Commission, and United Kingdom [2008] ECR 00

Ground 2:

1. Tony’s human rights have been breached, and consequently Regulation 99/2008 should be annulled. Tony has been denied his right to a fair trial, particularly his rights of defence such as his right to be heard.

· Article 41 – Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

· Article 6 European Convention of Human Rights

· Case C-112/00 Schmidberger [2003] ECR I5659
· Case T-315/01 Kadi v Council and Commission [2005] ECR II-3649

· Joined Cases C-402/05 and C-415/05 Kadi, Al Barakaat International Foundation v Council, Commission, and United Kingdom [2008] ECR 00

2. Tony’s human rights have been breached, and consequently Regulation 99/2008 should be annulled. The Regulation places an unjustified restriction on his right to property.

· Case C-347/03 Regione autonoma Fruili-Venezia Giulia and ERSA v Ministero delle Politiche Agricole e Forestali [2005] ECR I-3785

· Case T-315/01 Kadi v Council and Commission [2005] ECR II-3649

· Joined Cases C-402/05 and C-415/05 Kadi, Al Barakaat International Foundation v Council, Commission, and United Kingdom [2008] ECR 00

The Appellant submits that the appeal be allowed

Leading Counsel: JOE-HAN HO

Junior Counsel: PAUL LONGFIELD
d. Sample supporting list of authorities

List of Authorities

1. Case 25/62 Plaumann & Co v Commission [1964] C.M.L.R. 29
2. Cases 41-44/70 International Fruit Co. v Commission [1971] ECR 411

3. Case 11/82 Piraiki-Patraiki v Commission [1985] ECR 207

4. Case C-152/88 Sofrimport v Commission [1990] ECR I-2477

5. Case C-309/89 Codorniu SA v Council [1994] ECR I-1853

6. Case C-84/95 Bosphorus Hava Yollari Turizm ve Ticaret AS v Minister for Transport, Energy and Communications (Ireland) [1996] E.C.R. I-3953

7. Case T-315/01 Kadi v Council and Commission [2005] ECR II-3649
8. Joined Cases C-402/05 and C-415/05 Kadi, Al Barakaat International Foundation v Council, Commission, and United Kingdom [2008] ECR 00
9. Case C-112/00 Schmidberger [2003] ECR I5659
10. Case C-347/03 Regione autonoma Fruili-Venezia Giulia and ERSA v Ministero delle Politiche Agricole e Forestali [2005] ECR I-3785
11. Article 6 – European Convention of Human Rights

12. Article 41 - Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

13. Article 60 EC

14. Article 230 EC

15. Article 301 EC

16. Article 308 EC

17. Case T- 228/02 Organisation des Modjahedines du peuple d'Iran v Council of the European Union [2006] ECR II-4665

18. Case T-256/07 People's Mojahedin Organization of Iran v Council of the European Union [2008] ECR 00

19. Case T-284/08 People's Mojahedin Organization of Iran v Council of the European Union [2008] ECR 00

20. COMMON FOREIGN AND SECURITY POLICY: COUNCIL COMMON POSITION - (2001/931/CFSP)
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