A Script for The Skeleton Argument Oral Presentation

Nature of the case 
The case between Marcus Ball (claimant) and Boris Johnson (defendant) was first presented in the Westminster Magistrate Court where the claimant sought for summoning and prosecution of Boris. The primary reason for this is based on a claim that the respondent (Mr. Boris) had a public office misconduct for giving two misleading statements during the campaign for Brexit. 
Background of the case
The District Judge issued summons against Boris Johnson to answer to allegations of misconduct in public office.  The Charge is that the prime minister made misleading statements, consequently committing a criminal offense. The three charges asserted wrongdoing in public office, centered on the contention that the UK was sending £350 million a week to the EU. The prosecuting party’s discord was that Boris Johnson several times misguided the public regarding the price of EU membership.
Associated laws
Boris Johnson is accused of violating the laws regarding willful misconduct and negligence by acting in a manner that constitutes integrity breaches of the public office. An outstanding number of misconduct cases are mostly founded on allegations of corruption. The foregoing conduct is enough to prove violation of critical duties consequently substantiating the offence. This concept is pegged on the analysis of how the misconduct was conducted in the course of official duties.
Facts
i. [bookmark: _GoBack]Between 21 February 2016 and 23 June 2016, a member of parliament in office and in due course of performing the roles accustomed to his office purposely disregarded his obligation. The Magistrate court considered this an abuse of the entrusted public duty of his office
ii. Between 21 February and 8 May 2016, while acting as a holder of public office, the mayor of London, Johnson, claimant intentionally overlooked his expected duty as well as deliberately engrossed himself in asserting unfounded remarks as to the costs of European Union Membership. The Magistrate court considered this an abuse of the entrusted public duty of his office
iii. Between 18 April 2017 and 3 May 2017 while acting as a public office holder in the office of Member of Parliament and while working in that context, Mr. Boris Johnson, willfully neglected his duty and deliberately engrossed himself in asserting unfounded remarks as to the costs of European Union Membership. The Magistrate court considered this an abuse of the entrusted public responsibility of his office
Summary on role of the court
The claimant of this cases wanted the court to prosecute Boris Johnson over alleged misconduct while in public office. Also, the court must take into account whether there is indeed imperative ratiocination against the issuance of summons. The claimant's legal reasoning that the application is vexatiously motivated by an inexpedient ulterior motive. The court constituted this case privately and Mr Boris opposed the summons made by the magistrate court. Upon the hearing of the case presented, the court eventually failed to find any compelling legal precedent to prosecute Boris Johnson. 

