“6 Parts to an Effective Opening Statement”

By Adrienne LeFevre, M.A.

LeFevre Trial Consulting
To write a persuasive and cohesive opening statement, there are 6 parts that every opening statement should contain:

Part 1:
Introduction: Case summary/Theme/Why jurors should listen

Every opening statement should begin with a sentence that explains your case in about 10 words or less. The focus of the sentence should describe your opposition, not your client. The next sentence or two should explain the theme of your case followed by an outline of the main arguments. Finally, end your introduction with a statement that empowers the jury to find for your side. 

Part 2:
Educate the jury on the law

After the jurors have an understanding of what the case is about and the arguments you are about to make, explain how the law will apply to those arguments. The better the jurors understand the law and how it favors your case, the better they will be able to argue in your favor in deliberations.



Part 3: 
The body of the argument

The body of the argument should follow the outline presented in the introduction. It should continue to focus on the opposition and why the opposition is wrong. 


Part 4: 
State the story of what happened as a consequence of the opposition’s mistakes

Not until you’ve established why your opposition is in the wrong, should you explain the consequences of their actions: the actual incidence at issue. This is where story-telling techniques come into play. For example, use colorful words and action verbs in describing the incidence. Detail how it has affected your client. 


Part 5: 
Provide counter-arguments 

Always take your oppositions’ arguments head on. Re-state the arguments in your own words and detail why those arguments are vulnerable. If you do not address your opposition’s case, jurors may believe that you are trying to hide something. 


Part 6: 
Damages

Once you have established liability, negligence, etc., it is finally time to argue damages. A persuasive damage argument should itemize the economic damages as well as the non-economic damages. The less jurors have to think, the better. Graphics should support any damage argument. 

