Pros

| had an unusual year during my Fox Scholarship because within a couple of weeks of being
in Canada | developed hyperthyroidism (an autoimmune disease). With only a day’s notice, |
flew back to the UK and started treatment. | was extremely concerned that the trustees or
Stockwoods (the firm | was placed with) would be angry. However, both the trustees and
Stockwoods were incredibly kind and supportive. Within a few weeks, Stockwoods posted a
laptop to the UK for me and allowed me to continue working remotely. | am extremely
grateful to Stockwoods for allowing me to continue my work experience from the UK.
Similarly, | am extremely grateful to the Fox trustees for continuing to fund me. The personal
support | got from the UK trustees, specifically Georgina Wolfe and Alexander Robson, was
immense and amazing. They invited me for a coffee in London. Rather than expressing
frustration that | had disrupted the whole year, they offered me nothing but support. They
were incredibly kind and | am so grateful to them.

Three experiences from my Fox year stand out for me: 1) cross-examining a witness in an
inquest; 2) shadowing Justice Coroza in the Ontario Court of Appeal; and 3) writing for
Stockwood’s public law newsletter.

Cross-examining a witness in an inquest

Ted Marrocco — an excellent, grounded and friendly partner at Stockwoods — asked me to
help with an inquest he was involved in. The inquest was conducted entirely remotely. The
sad case was investigating the death of a man in prison. Ted was representing the family of
the man who died. Ted and his team decided not to examine witnesses themselves since it
was felt the jury would find questioning from the deceased’s family biased and of limited
value. More impact would be created by having sympathetic third parties questioning the
witnesses, such as mental health charities. Therefore, Ted was not going to be at the inquest
at all times.

My job was to watch the inquest and write verbatim everything that was said. Although the
work did not require any skill, it was an extremely interesting 3 weeks. | heard expert
witnesses explaining the impact of solitary confinement on mental health and listened as
experienced prison guards described the training in physical force they were given. | also
saw some brilliant advocacy. Watching brilliant lawyers examine witnesses over an extended
period of time was invaluable for me.

At the conclusion of this inquest, Ted asked me to help with another inquest and offered me
the chance to cross-examine a witness. What an incredible experience! This second inquest
investigated the death of a woman in prison. | cross-examined the prison’s psychologist. |
prepared extensively, and talked through strategy with the associate also working on the
inquest — the very lovely Olivia Eng. My cross-examination lasted about 25 minutes. It was
incredibly nerve-wracking! As well as being an incredible experience for me, it was also a
brilliant thing to put on my pupillage applications — | was asked about it in two of my
pupillage interviews.

Shadowing Justice Coroza in the Ontario Court of Appeal



Very kindly, Justice Coroza allowed me to shadow him remotely (rather than in person). He
was incredibly welcoming. This work experience was exceptionally well organised and
various members of the Court regularly checked up with me. It was the highlight of my year.

Excitingly, my first week began with swearing an oath of allegiance. My task was to write
some bench memos and case summaries for upcoming hearings. | was introduced to Justice
Coroza’s law clerk, Sarah Nixon, who generously tutored and supported me in the role. It
was fascinating looking at written advocacy from the perspective of the Bench. For the
bench memo, | also had the opportunity to write my own opinion on the case.
Unsurprisingly, | got it totally wrong! In the second week, | got to watch the hearings for
which | had prepared written summaries. It was brilliant seeing how the advocates orally
presented their cases.

Justice Coroza regularly found time to meet with me. He generously gave me the chance to
ask him as many questions as | liked about being a judge. Justice Coroza also asked me
guestions about myself and showed an interest in my future plans. Talking with him was
certainly one of the stand-out highlights of my year.

This year, | am the judicial assistant for the Lady Chief Justice in the Court of Appeal of
England and Wales. | believe having this wonderful experience with the Ontario Court of
Appeal helped me with the application process.

Writing for Stockwoods’ public law newsletter

At some point in my first week, the partners who edited the firm’s newsletter sent out an
email to everyone asking if anyone could contribute an article to that month’s newsletter. |
eagerly volunteered. The editing partners gave me a recent case to write about and showed
me past examples. After summarising the facts and decision, | provided my own analysis of
the judgment. | thoroughly enjoyed the critical thinking involved and the style of writing
required for a newsletter. | got detailed and very useful feedback from Andrea Gonsalves. |
contributed an article to several more editions of the newsletter. Writing these articles was a
brilliant opportunity.

Possible downsides

The work experience at Stockwoods was a bit unstructured. For example, on my first day |
was shown to my office in the morning. But | was not given any work to do. After a couple of
hours, | emailed the head of the firm, Luisa Ritacca, asking if there was anything | could help
with. In the end, it was about four hours before | was given anything to do. Sitting on my
own in the office with nothing to do was a bit of a sad start to the experience. Similarly, at
the end of my year | emailed the head of the firm and the head of HR thanking them for the
experience, but | didn’t get a reply. However, the individual lawyers that | emailed to thank
for giving me work and support — such as Steve Aylward — did respond warmly.



