
M E M O R A N D U M 
 

 
TO:  All Participants in 2022-2023 Connecticut High School Mock Trial 

Tournament  
 
FROM: Civics First Case Committee 
 
SUBJECT: Questions About and Corrections to 2022-2023 Problem 
 
DATE: November 4, 2022 
 

 

 Thank you to the teams from Fairfield Warde, Farmington, Hamden, Kingswood 

Oxford and Weston for submitting thoughtful questions and editorial suggestions for this 

year's question. This memorandum identifies and answers all of these questions and 

indicates any corrections or changes that will be published in the final version of the 

problem. If the committee has determined that "no action is necessary" in response to a 

question, it is because the apparent error or inconsistency is part of the problem for 

educational, strategic or stylistic reasons. 

1. Which witnesses can be asked about which exhibits? Last year it was crystal 
clear in the witness affidavits. Is there any direction on this? 

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. All exhibits are stipulated to be authentic and accurate in all 
respects. If the witness' statement provides an adequate basis for the 
identification and admission of an exhibit, that witness may be questioned 
about it. Judges are instructed to be generous with respect to the 
admission of exhibits, given the limitations of the format. 
  

2. Is Dr. Grande an expert or lay witness? There is no resume provided, so we 
aren't sure what you intended. 

a. To the extent that that the statement provides a basis to qualify Dr. 
Grande as an expert, teams are free to do so.  
 

3. There is no definition of "domicile" in the statute we were given, so the question 
is: are we to use the dictionary definition or can Civics First provide one? The 
statute says you are a resident if you are domiciled (I believe) but this is not a 
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term a high schooler may be familiar with and it can have different meanings in 
the law, depending on the state you are in. 

a. Add to Legal Principle No. 8: "Domicile is defined as: "a person's true, 
fixed, principal, and permanent home, to which that person intends to 
return and remain even though currently residing elsewhere." "Principal" is 
defined as: "Chief; primary; most important." 

 
4. Please confirm that there is no Jury here. See pages 20-21 which refer to a jury 

multiple times. (But see p.1 referring to trial being held before the court (judge). 
a. All references to "jury" on pp. 20-21 will be changed to "court." 

 
5. I believe the reference on p.20 of the Pre-trial Order/Affidavits should be to 

Defendant Smythe (not Stiles) in the 2d sentence of the 3rd Paragraph. 
a. That erroneous reference to "Stiles" will be changed to "Smythe." 

 
6. There are numerous references in Exhibit 9, within the Memorandum to File, in 

which Adrian Grande addresses the memo to "Shawn/a Hall," rather than 
"Mendez." Similar inconsistencies are in Exhibit 4. 

a. Any remaining references to "Shawn/a Hall" are in error, and will be 
corrected to "Mendez." 
 

7. On page 38, lines 19-23, I believe "new election" should be "recount". See page 
31, line 4.  

a. These references to a "new election" will be changed to "recount" in the 
cited locations.  

 
8. On page 23, line 25, I believe "Mendez" should be "Hall" since Beaux and 

Shawna are supposed to have different last names. See page 25, lines 22-25 
and page 59, line 13.  

a. "Mendez" will be changed to "Hall" in these cited locations. 
 

9. On page 60, line 25—"sight" should be "site". 
a. This editorial change will be made in the cited location. 

 
10. On page 27 (fifth page of Tylor Swift’s affidavit), line 13, Dean Stiles’s notice is 

described as having been posted 3 days ago and having 2 days left to respond. 
This would be a period of 6 days, but the fourth page of Stiles’s affidavit (page 
49), line 13 describes a grace period of a week to respond.  

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. 
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11. Also, on page 32 (first page of Adrian Grande’s affidavit), line 16, Grande is 
described as having won CSU’s Student Mentorship Award for three straight 
years, but over a four year period (2008-2011).  

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. 

 

12. We also found a discrepancy between whether the event on November 8th was a 
lecture (Eyelash) or the dedication of the building (Smythe, Stiles).  

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. 
 

13. There also seemed to be some confusion with polling dates: Exhibit 8 only shows 
two polls (without the dates they were released), but Swift seems to reference 
three polls, one of which showed him polling 2 points ahead of Hall a day before 
the election (this poll does not seem to be included in Exhibit 8). Is there any way 
you could clarify that as well?   

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. 
 

14. We also noticed an inconsistency in the affidavits of Adrian Grande and 
Billy/Billie Eyelash: in lines 11 and 27 of page 36 (fifth page of Grande's affidavit), 
line 1 of page 37 (sixth page of Grande's affidavit), lines 11 and 14 of page 44 
(fifth page of Eyelash's affidavit), the Constitution State University recreation 
center (the new one, not the old gym) is described as the usual polling place, but 
Swift's affidavit and the original Complaint both indicate the old gym as the 
original polling place.  

a. The committee has addressed this and determined that no action is 
necessary. 


