
Important Rules 
 
1.2.1 Hearing.  A hearing consists of forty (40) minutes total of oral argument, including 
questioning of judges, of both Petitioner and Respondent teams. Each team is permitted a 
maximum of twenty (20) total minutes. 
 
1.2.2 Time constraints. Each team may divide their time as they wish with the following 
constraints:  
a) Each individual contestant must present a minimum of seven (7) minutes of oral 
argument, including questioning. 
b) Petitioners may reserve a maximum of three minutes of “rebuttal” from their twenty 
minute total.  
c) Only one team member may deliver the rebuttal. 
 
1.3.1 Tournament. A tournament consists of (a) a minimum of three “preliminary 
hearings,” during which teams of contestants argue in behalf of both Petitioner and 
Respondent, and (b) at least one “Elimination” hearing, which is used to determine the 
First Place team. The Tournament Director may organize additional “Elimination” 
hearings. 
 
3.4.1 Timekeeping. Prior to the beginning of each round, each team shall indicate to the 
bailiff and judges how it wishes to allocate its time (subject to the constraints in Rule 
1.2.2 above). If there is no bailiff to monitor time, and there is no other individual in the 
courtroom whom the judges can appoint as timekeeper, each team shall keep time for the 
opposing team.  
 
3.4.2 Timekeeping procedures. Timekeepers shall display time cards so that they are 
visible to the attorney-contestant who is presenting oral argument and to the panel of 
judges. At the end of the time allocated for each attorney-contestant, the timekeeper shall 
announce “time” so that the attorney-contestant and judges will know that time has 
expired. 
 
Comment to Rule 3.4.2. Although Tournament Directors shall attempt to recruit bailiffs 
for all hearings, there will be hearings in which teams must keep time for their 
opponents. Coaches are responsible for ensuring that their teams are familiar with the 
rules regarding allocation of time and experienced in keeping time.  The Tournament 
Director shall provide a watch or timer that allows for accurate timekeeping. Teams 
should be instructed that intentional inaccurate timekeeping is considered an egregious 
rule violation that is subject to severe penalties under Article 10 below. 
  
3.5 Use of notes and visual aids. Attorney-contestants may use notes at any time during 
the hearing. However, no charts, diagrams, or other visual aids shall be used during oral 
arguments. 
 
3.6 Extension of oral argument. Judges may permit a brief extension of oral argument 
if an attorney-contestant’s time is exhausted while she is answering a judge's question 
and she requests such an extension. 



 
3.7 Critique. After hearing arguments of both teams, judges should offer evaluations of 
performance in a short “feedback” period. 
 
3.8 Competitions are open to the public. All hearings shall be open to the public. 
However, the judges may clear the courtroom during their deliberations at the end of a 
hearing. 
 
3.9 No substitutions. A team of the same two attorney-contestants must represent the 
Petitioner and/or the Respondent for every hearing of the Tournament. Substitutions are 
not permitted once the Tournament begins.  If a team member is unable to complete the 
competition, that team will forfeit their next round. 
 
3.10 No coaching during hearings. Coaches must not contact or attempt to contact by 
any means, whether personally or through another person, directly or indirectly, verbally 
or nonverbally, a member of a team during a hearing.  
 
3.11 Closed problems. The problems presented for the ACMA Tournament are closed 
problems.  Students may discuss cases outside the Table of Authorities solely to the 
extent that they are quoted and cited within the official cases. Judges are to be 
informed to deduct points as a penalty for use of prohibited materials. 
 
4.1.8 Substitutions. If both members of a team that has received a bid are unable to 
compete at the National Tournament, the bid is forfeited and will be reallocated by the 
National Tournament Committee. If one member of a team that has received a bid is 
unable to compete due to medical or academic reasons, a substitution is allowed subject 
to the prior approval of the National Tournament Committee.  If a substitution is 
necessary, the team shall retain its seeding. 
 
The following procedural appendix is included as an aid in training teams for 
competition. Thus, most of the following points are recommended rather than required by 
ACMA rules. However, items in italics are mandatory as they are abstracted from the 
rules. 
 
1.1 General procedures. As much as possible, moot court should resemble the form and 
procedures of an appellate court. Attorney-contestants should wear business apparel and 
always treat the court with respect. Attorney-contestants should avoid being overly 
aggressive in presenting their arguments and should never exhibit hostile behavior toward 
the court or to opposing counsel. 
 

1.2 Use of gestures. Attorney-contestants should present their argument from behind the 
podium or lectern, and should avoid distracting gestures such as waving their arms or 
pounding the podium. 
 
1.3 Use of notes. Attorney-contestants may use notes at any time during the hearing. 



However, they are encouraged to give their opening statements without notes and to 
minimize the use of notes at other times. Attorney-contestants should maintain eye 
contact with the Judges throughout their oral argument.  
 
2 Opening statement. In their opening statement, attorney-contestants should state “May 
It Please the Court” and wait for an affirmation from the Court. The first speaker should 
introduce both him or herself and his or her teammate and should inform the court which 
question or issue each team member will address. The second speaker should also 
introduce him or herself to the court. The opening statement of each attorney-contestant 
typically provides a brief summary of the key points of argument to be presented or 
provides the court with a clear picture of the case. 
 

3 Statement of the facts of the case. The first speaker for Petitioner should be prepared 
to provide a clear, concise statement of the facts. However, the statement of facts should 
be as short as possible to provide the factual context for discussing the legal and 
constitutional issues of the case. Sometimes the first speaker for Petitioner will simply 
ask the court if it wants a summary of the facts before moving to her main arguments. In 
general, Respondents should not provide a second statement of the facts, but Respondents 
may want to draw attention to some facts that they believe have been omitted or 
misrepresented by Petitioner. 

 
4 Presenting arguments. Attorney-contestants should provide a “road map” of their 
overall argument, and they should start with their strongest points to ensure that they do 
not run out of time without presenting their strongest points. In general, attorney-
contestants should state their conclusions first and then provide the facts and law to 
support their conclusions. Attorney-contestants should provide case citations to support 
their arguments, but should avoid lengthy quotations from cases. Time permitting, each 
speaker should provide a summary of the arguments that integrates their main points into 
a coherent whole. 
 

5 Conclusion. Attorney-contestants should conclude with a one-sentence request for 
relief and an "unamplified identification of the ground on which the relief would be 
based." A “prayer” is not a proper concluding request in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 
 
6 Petitioner’s rebuttal. As specified in Rule 1.2.2, Petitioners may reserve a maximum 
of three minutes of “rebuttal” from their twenty minute total. As specified in Rule 3.4.1, 
Petitioners must make their request to reserve time for a rebuttal prior to the beginning of 
each round. The purpose of a rebuttal is to respond to the Respondent’s arguments, and it 
is inappropriate to attempt to introduce new arguments during the rebuttal. 
 
7 Questioning by Judges. In a typical hearing, attorney-contestants will not be able to 
present their arguments without frequent interruption by Judges’ questions. When 
interrupted by a Judge’s question, an attorney-contestant should stop speaking 



immediately and focus on understanding and replying to the Judge’s question. When 
answering a Judge’s question, the attorney-contestant should address the Judge as “Your 
Honor.” Attorney-contestants should always attempt to provide clear and definite 
answers that address the Judge’s concerns. Evasive answers tend to engender more 
pointed questions and to lower the attorney-contestant’s scores. Unwillingness to answer 
a question will be interpreted as disrespect for the court. Once an attorney-contestant has 
answered a Judge’s question, she should return to the presentation of her argument. 
 


