IRAC
The acronym IRAC is a methodology for legal analysis. It consists of four steps which are followed by lawyers when they analyse a legal problem.
The four steps are: (i) Issue; (ii) Rule; (iii) Application; and (iv) Conclusion.
Issue
The first step is to work out what legal issues are presented in the case. 
You might start by asking yourself what has happened between the parties that might result in some issue before the court. This will help you to decide what area of the law is relevant.
A good way to work out the issues is to ask questions. For instance, ask yourself ‘what question(s) is/are the court faced with? What must the court answer in order to decide the case?’ 
When you write about the issue in your assignment, it should be in the form of a question such as ‘Did the plaintiff commit a material misrepresentation?’
Clarifying the issues upfront is the best way to plan your answer and to stop yourself from going off track. 
Rule
The next step is to find the specific rules that apply to the situation that you have identified in step 1.These rules would usually come from a statute or regulation or from a case decision that can be used as a precedent.
As part of this step, you need to state the rule and the source of the rule. Be clear and specific. Where the rule is from statute, you need to identify the section number and the proper name of the statute. An example is s19 of the Corporations Act 2001 (Cth). Where the rule is from a case, you need to provide the proper citation for the case, for example, Tower Cabinet Co Ltd v Ingram [1949] 1 All ER 1033. Referring to a case in this way is called ‘citing’ the case. When you are first learning to do this, have a look at how cases are referred to in the text book.
Application
At this step, you will be applying the rules that you have identified to the specific facts of the case. Sometimes, it will be clear that the rule applies to the facts. At other times, there will be some doubt as to whether the rule would apply, because the facts in the question are very different in important ways from the facts of an earlier case. The best tip for doing this step well is to always explain your thinking. 
When students begin to study law for the first time, they sometimes have difficulty trying to decide which facts are relevant and which are not. Have a look at the statute and case law in the area of law that you are trying to apply. Are there any similarities with how that statute or judge-made rule has been applied before? What were the facts that were relevant to that earlier case? In other words, what facts made the judge decide the case in a particular way or meant that the statute could be applied?
Conclusion
The conclusion is the answer to the issue. You are not a judge in a court of law so we do not expect you to tell us exactly what the court would decide. You should express the conclusion is terms of the likelihood of a particular outcome. For instance, ‘it is likely that the defendant will be found to have breached the contract’. As part of this step, you should also deal with the likely consequences of the conclusion. For instance, ‘it is likely that the court will order the defendant to pay damages to the plaintiff because of the breach of contract’. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Even if you come to a different conclusion from what the marker of an assignment or exam question was expecting, provided you have followed each step and explained what you are doing, the marker can award you marks that match your effort.


