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General observation 

1. Generally, the answers dealt with the issues raised in the questions in a satisfactory 

manner. However, some answers did not deal with the actual question asked. 

 

2. Some papers evidenced a failure to distinguish between procedures that perform quite 

different functions. For example: 

 

(i) Part 5, Preliminary Discovery has no relevance in response to a question based 

on disclosure under PN SC Eq 11. 

(ii) Similarly, a discussion on reasonable prospects of success under Schedule 2, 

Legal Profession Uniform Application Act, has no relevance to the issues that 

need to be addressed in response to a question on amendment. 

 

3. In some papers, students appeared to simply “copy and paste” large amounts of text, 

but did not address the real issues raised by the question.  For example, in response 

to a question on amendment, some students reproduced the text of ss 64,56, 57 and 

58 CPA but did not discuss the application of specific discretionary factors raised by 

the facts in the question. This illustrates a failure to understand, or even to consider, 

the necessary issues which needed to be addressed.  

 

4. This comment is related to my comment above. I have previously referred to this 

approach as the “scattergun approach” and, as in previous years, again I caution 

against using this approach. This is an incorrect approach to answering a question and 

can have a negative impact on marks awarded for an answer to a question as it 

indicates that the student does not understand the issues raised by the question.  

 

By scattergun I mean discussing every aspect of a particular topic, when the question 

requires an answer to a specific area within that topic. 

 

This approach appears now to be more frequently utilized by a student, possibly 

because of the access to materials that are available in an open book examination 

format.  It is reasonable for a student to prepare for the examination by, for example, 

organizing preparatory materials across a subject to enable easy access to relevant 

material to answer a specific question.  However, it is not acceptable to simply 

reproduce these prepared materials, irrespective of the fact that a substantial part is 

irrelevant to the issues raised by the question.  
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Exam self-evaluation - Take-aways for students 

Students are encouraged to consider the following points: 

• Did I approach the open-book format in an honest and appropriate way? 

• Are the responses my own work? 

• Did I manage the time well? 

• Did I answer all required questions? 

• Did I address each point in each question? 

• Did I acquire enough knowledge in the course and considered it sufficiently prior to 

exam to be able to focus on critical thinking of each issue while responding to exam 

questions? 

• Did I focus on analysis, synthesis and evaluation rather than restatement of facts and 

information presented in the lectures and course materials? 

• Did I identify and apply the right legal principles? 

• Did I offer sufficient support to each argument and cite correct authorities? 

• Did I reach a conclusion on each issue identified and at the end of each response? 

• Where was my knowledge of this subject deficient? 

 

 

 

Robert Gowenlock 

Examiner  


