FEEDBACK

Hope you are going well. 
I managed to get a lot of help from my teacher. 
I am sending you what she has said; basically the teacher’s answers. 

Please have a look at the document attached “Royall V R-teacher’s copy”. 

The assignment you have done is great, but not quite there, according to the teacher. 
She said that the assignment is ;

· Parties is wrong- no insight vaction . Please fix this and write who is the plantiff and defendant.
· It’s about the appeal , you’re writing more on the case. Focus on writing about the appeal 
· Get to the point and facts of the case. 
· Don’t need to mention so many cases- (If the judge is applying that case then quote it, in the assignment!).  IF the judge is discussing the case to work out the law then don’t mention it in the assignment!   Too many cases used she said, Ryan is good, but she said writing about the other cases is wasting word limit and not right answer. Please refer to the yellow highlight above-what she said. 
· You need to quote the law- what is the legal test for causation, and what’s the legal test for causation in escape cases. 
· She also said to mention what McHuge said that what the correct test is and then quote it. 
· She said there are more issues, and that your first issue was right but the other one not quite and that there are more issues. Please see in the Royall V R-teacher’s copy,those are the issues need to focus on. 
· Also is it Ratio at the end or Obiter, since they are 2 different things. 

She further explained the issues in simple words saying that;
1. Is the judge correct in what he is telling the jury about the ‘act’ they were looking at.
2. Is the judge telling correctly telling the jury about the test of causation. 
3. Is the judge correctly telling the jury about causation in escape cases. 



So basically please have a look at the Royall V R-teacher’s copy , and then you will get an idea. Please don’t copy word from word,as submission detects plagerism. just to show you what the answers are like.

Hope this helps 

Please refer to referencing below .

[bookmark: _GoBack]Layout I have sent in another doc called the “layout of the case note”
Referencing

AGLC- footnote
Follow these photos below 
Subsequent referencing 
Firstly you reference case –full like example 14. 
And then since you are only getting information from the case- which is in the textbook, then you do 
(Ibid .. )  where the dots are next to Ibid, you put the textbook page number you got the information from. Don’t need the paragraph number. 
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‘Ibid’ should be used for all materials in this chapter (in accordance
with rule 1.4.1).

In other subsequent references, citations should appear in full each
time a source is referred to. However, for citations of cases and quasi-

Judicial decisions, a short title may be used in place of the parties’
names (in accordance with rule 2.1. 14).
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Australian Guide to Legal Citation 63

‘Above n’ should not be used for any materials in this chapter,

Examples [EESV7¥— Haynes (2008) 23 NTLR 112, 116-17 [191-120)
(‘Moore’).
" Ibid 118 [24].

" Moore (2008) 23 NTLR 112, 121 [34]. [Not: Moore, above n 14,
121 [34].]

= Transcript of Proceedings, NV Philips Gloeilampenfabrieken v
Mirabella International Pty Ltd (High Court of Australia, No S73
of 1994, Mason CJ, 23 November 1994) 3 (R J Ellicott QC).
Ibid (Mason CJ). His Honour commented that it would ‘be a
sacrifice’ not to hear counsel’s arguments.
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