2023 Case Questions

1. As a former prosecutor I can tell you right off the bat this is not a bribery of a public servant case. The charges as is make this case almost impossible to explain to kids in a educational way because this fact pattern doesn’t fit the criminal charges. As a result, the obvious defense theory that this is an overzealous DA’s office that doesn’t know what they are doing will become almost unbeatable with the case as charged.   My suggestion is to change the charges so that the case is appropriately charged and creates a more even and educational trial. See attached. We have added a pre-trial order to the case after the complaint to address this issue
2. Gender Pronoun issues throughout the case
We have fixed all gender pronouns
3. Grammar issues throughout the case
We have fixed the necessary grammar and spelling issues
4. Multiple references to Agent Tanner as Riley. Lines 129 & 135.  Sometimes called Agent Riley (lines 121 & 123). 
Riley Tanner can be referred to as Riley or Agent Tanner. We fixed anywhere that they were referenced as Agent Riley.
5. Shooter McGovern’s reference is not appropriate.
This statement was removed/edited to reference a different crime
6. In the new Exhibit 11 the item noted as Reference 3046876 should be a donation to the College of Colorado not College of Denver. This is the “bribe” donation.  
Correct as is. The bank statement shows when the $1,000,000 to the foundation was made, not the donation to college  
7. Exhibit 14 letter may need an earlier date to fit adjusted timeline. 
Correct as is. The donation was made after Cameron was accepted to college 
8. The biggest concern about this witness is the lack of content and expertise. The wiretap seems to be a big deal mentioning a scheme to doctor ACT scores, but we never get any specifics about it, inviting teams to essentially extrapolate what those specifics of the wiretap are. There is also the opinions about the doctored ACT exam due to erased marks, but there seems to be very little in terms of foundation for expertise in this field as the expertise required for this opinion is not related in any tangible way to the areas of expertise in the CV. Finally, as it relates to the opinions about deception/knowledge of the FBI investigation from Blake, it would be very helpful to clarify that the wire was a video wire. Otherwise it is quite hard to see how one can make the kinesiology part of the expertise is helpful or relevant. Maybe we are missing something with this witness, but it just feels like with a bit more detail a massive extrapolation mess can be avoided at state.  
We added some aptitudes to give this witness further expertise.
9. Witness knowledge of exhibits -  In an effort to avoid extrapolation issues (and issues with interpretation of the extrapolation rule with respect to witnesses’ knowledge of the exhibits) the witness statements should be updated with the exhibits they know or recognize.
A number of references to the exhibits were added to witness statements  
10. On line 107 of Avery Gladstone’s witness statement they note that “the donation was made after Cameron was already admitted” 
New adjusted timeline - correct as is.  
11. Some exhibits were questioned/needed fixing, all changes are listed below.
· 1: gender pronouns edited, Riley Tanner can be addressed as Riley or Agent Tanner, language adjusted to state that Cameron is not yet in college at the time of the meeting  
· 2: grading scale corrected  
· 3: gender pronouns edited, ethnic background adjusted  
· 5: additional aptitudes added to statement to further expertise 
· 7: race dates adjusted to align with timeline of meeting  
· 8: Instagram handles edited to match  
· 11: statement edited to reflect when the $1,000,000 payment was made to SAP, credit/debit columns flipped  
· 12: gender pronouns edited, name fixed, dates are correct – students are reevaluated every year  
· 15: ACT score removed from notes to better align with timeline  
12. Hello – the Mock Trial Rules at the URL coloradohighschoolmocktrial.com as of 11/26/2022 do not contain any Rule of Evidence 902, even though Mock Trial Rule of Evidence 803(6)(D) refers to Rules of Evidence 902)(11) and (12).  Is this an error, or is there no Rule of Evidence 902 for this year’s competition? 
Correct as is. This has been referenced in our rules for years without 902 actually being included. You shouldn’t have to use this rule so we keep it as a learning opportunity.
13. Rule of Evidence 803 still needs some work to match to real rules.  The gaps where subparts were intentionally omitted have been removed.  In other words, the numbers no longer match.   Current Rule 803(9) should be 803(10).  Current Rule 803(10) should be 803(16).  Current Rule 803(11) should be Rule 803(18).  Current Rule 803(12) should be 803(21).   Current Rule 803(12) should be Rule 803(22. 
This has been fixed
14.  Cameron Katsopolis, on p. 40, line 83, states that they received their acceptance letter from College of Colorado three week after having visited the school. According to Exhibit 8, Cameron visited College of Colorado on Sept. 11, 2021.Three weeks later would have been early October 2021. However, Exhibit 3, Cameron’s application for admission to the college, is dated Nov. 2, 2021. And then, Exhibit 8, the “You’re In” social post, is dated Jan. 16, 2022. My question: Is Cameron’s statement about getting into College of Colorado three weeks later an error or intentional?
Statement has been corrected to state “when I got my acceptance letter…” 
15. In the new Exhibit 11 the item noted as Reference 3046876 should be a donation to the College of Colorado not College of Denver. This is the “bribe” donation.  
Correct as is. The bank statement shows when the $1,000,000 to the foundation was made, not the donation to college 
16. Exhibit 14 letter may need an earlier date to fit adjusted timeline. 
Correct as is. The donation was made after Cameron was accepted to college 
17. On line 107 of Avery Gladstone’s witness statement they note that “the donation was made after Cameron was already admitted” 
Timeline was adjusted so this is correct as is.  
18. Cameron’s birth year is 2005 - that makes him currently 17 years old as a freshman in college (when he should be a junior in high school)
Correct as is. He turns 18 during freshman year.
19. Is Cameron’s bad grammar and usage of abbreviations intentional in portraying the character? 
Correct as is.
20. On line 22 of Cameron Katsopolis states he is verified on instagram but in exhibit 8 Camerons account is not verified. Is that an accident? 
Correct as is. 
21.  Ex. 8 text refers to “Kyle” Gibbler - typo? - first version of the exhibit had it as “Kyler.” Which is correct?
Corrected
22.  Exhibit 15 still references the ACT score even though they said they removed it in the second version.
Corrected
23. P. 16 line 75: did they mean to say “well-placed donations with the ACT and the College was the first starting point”? Shouldn’t it just be the college? 
Changed to Towards ACT testing and the college.
24. Exhibit 5: It says that Tanner stopped working as a deputy in 2017 and began working for FBI in 2018, but they don’t mention a gap during those jobs in their statements?
Correct as is
25. Exhibit 11: “College of Denver” listed but no “College of Colorado” (original version had one College of Denver and one College of Colorado)
This bank statement is meant to show the $1,000,000 deposit from Blake, but not where that donation went.
26. In previous years, statements of expert witnesses included a note that they were familiar with all witness statements in the case.  Is it possible to add similar language to this year’s case to both the Tanner and Gladstone witness statements?
Correct as is.
27. In previous years, case materials have often had one or two Exhibits where limited information about the Exhibit was provided and where it appeared that case drafters intended for it to be challenging for students to be able to admit the Exhibit.  This year’s case, however, contains numerous Exhibits where little or no information has been provided about the Exhibits which would allow students to lay proper foundation to admit the Exhibits and to overcome obvious objections (other than a stipulation that the Exhibits are true and accurate copies).  We refer specifically to Exhibits 3,4, 10, 11, 12, and 13.  Was this intentional?  
Please see stipulations. We also added knowledge of exhibits to a number of witness statements.
28. Exhibit 11 was changed to delete any reference to a donation made to the College of Colorado.  Was this intentional?
Correct as is.



