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TRIAL OVERVIEW
I.

The presiding judge will ask each side if they are ready for trial. Team rosters/roles should be
presented to the judges.

II.

Presiding judge announces that all witnesses are assumed to be sworn.

III.

Opening Statements - no objections allowed; however, after each opening has concluded, the
opposing counsel may raise his/her hand to be recognized and state that if they could have objected
they would have objected to. The presiding judge does not need to rule on this. No rebuttals
allowed.

IV. Cases presented. See Rule XV for the trial sequence and time limitations.
V.

Closing Statements - no objections allowed; however, after each closing statement has concluded,
the opposing counsel may raise his/her hand to be recognized and state that if they could have
objected - they would have objected to...The presiding judge does not need to rule on this. An
optional rebuttal (up to 1 minute) reserved in advance will be permitted for the Prosecution.

VI. No jury instructions need to be read at the conclusion of the trial.
Judges should complete score sheets before debriefing. This is crucial and ensures completed
score sheets.
VII. If a material rules violation is entered, scoring judges should exit the courtroom but stay in the
vicinity. The presiding judge will follow the rules for this type of dispute. Scoring judges will
return to the courtroom to determine if the presiding judge feels the dispute may be considered in
scoring. Specific forms are needed. See Rule XVII - DISPUTE SETTLEMENT.
VIII. Critique (One team exits the courtroom during the critiques). JUDGES DO NOT ANNOUNCE
SCORES OR PERFORMANCE DECISIONS!
IX. ALL DECISIONS OF THE JUDGES ARE FINAL. Debrief/Critique ONLY.
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CODE OF ETHICAL CONDUCT
The purpose of the Florida High School Mock Trial Competition is to stimulate and encourage a
deeper understanding and appreciation of the American legal system by providing students the opportunity
to participate actively in the legal process. The education of young people is the primary goal of the mock
trial program. Healthy competition helps to achieve this goal. Other important objectives include
improving proficiency in speaking; listening, reading, and reasoning skills; promoting effective
communication and cooperation between the educational and legal communities; providing an opportunity
to compete in an academic setting; and promoting tolerance, professionalism, and cooperation among
young people of diverse interests and abilities.
As a means of diligent application of the Florida High School Mock Trial Competition's Rules of
the Competition, the Mock Trial Advisory/Policy Committee has adopted the following Code of Ethical
Conduct for all participants.
1. Team members promise to compete with the highest standards of ethics, showing respect for their
fellow team members, opponents, judges, evaluators, attorney coaches, teacher coaches, and mock
trial personnel. All competitors will focus on accepting defeat and success with dignity and
restraint. Trials will be conducted honestly, fairly, and with the utmost civility. Members will
avoid all tactics they know are wrong or in violation of the rules, including the use of unfair
extrapolations. Members will not willfully violate the rules of the competition in spirit or in
practice.
2. Teacher coaches agree to focus attention on the educational value of the Mock Trial Competition.
They shall discourage willful violations of the rules. Teachers will instruct students as to proper
procedure and decorum and will assist their students in understanding and abiding by the
competition's rules and this Code of Ethical Conduct.
3. Attorney coaches agree to uphold the highest standards of the legal profession and will zealously
encourage fair play. They will promote conduct and decorum in accordance with the competition's
rules and this Code of Ethical Conduct. Attorney coaches are reminded that they are in a position
of authority and thus serve as positive role models for the students.
4. All participants (including observers) are bound by all sections of this code and agree to abide by
the provisions. Teams are responsible for insuring that all observers are aware of the code.
Students, teacher coaches, and attorney coaches will be required to sign a copy of this code. This
signature will serve as evidence of knowledge and agreement to the provisions of the code. Teams
will receive scores on ethical conduct during each round.
5. Staff and Mock Trial Advisory Committee members agree to uphold the rules and procedures of
the Florida High School Mock Trial Competition while promoting ethical conduct and the
educational values of the program.
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CASE SUMMARY
The case summary is offered as an overview and may not be used as evidence in the case.

Each year, the Greek and honors societies at Gulf Breeze University draw large numbers of
students through their bid process. As a college predominantly in a rural area, these societies offer the
social opportunities that cannot be found in the outside community. Though the honors societies choose
their members differently than the traditional Greek organizations, there still remains an honored ritual of
bid, acceptance, and initiation. Delta Omicron Delta (“DOD”) is no different in that regard. As a
University accredited honors society, they are co-ed by nature. DOD engages primarily in service related
activities, although there is an optional pledge process, as well as social events. Though not a traditional
Greek organization, DOD has its own house through the generous philanthropy of an alumni member.
DOD has all of the traditional roles, as with Greek societies like the chapter president, vice president,
treasurer, social chair, education chair, and pledge master.
Saturday, August 29, 2015, was the last day of pledge week for the DOD pledges. Throughout
that week, they had participated in various activities commonly referred to as the “Pledge Olympics.” The
Pledge Olympics included activities each day, such as wiffle ball in the back yard, quiz sessions on the
University and the history of DOD, as well as team building activities. What loomed before the pledges
that Saturday afternoon has made out by other members to be the most dreaded event: the “Fearsome
Five.” The Fearsome Five was a type of trivia game that incorporated a culmination of all their studies
about DOD and the Gulf Breeze University. Contestants were provided with five (5) questions about the
fraternity that they had to answer correctly. Only instead of earning points, it was to avoid having to eat
a “mystery food” and complete a physical activity (burpees) while blindfolded. A burpee is an exercise
that requires the participant to jump in the air, drop into a pushup position, do a pushup, then jump back
to a standing position. Years ago, DOD developed this as an alternative to forcing pledges to chug beer,
which is clearly against University rules. On Saturday, August 29, 2015, the penalty for a wrong answer
was to eat the mystery food and complete an increasing number of burpees. Pledges were told that they
could not leave the yard during the game. Amelia Taylor, a nursing student, convinced Emily Young to
pledge with her, got fed up with the treatment during the Fearsome Five, and quit. Amelia and Emily
were best friends and Amelia said that she was well-aware that Emily was allergic to peanuts and other
tree nuts. Additionally, Amelia said she learned in her nursing classes that the Fearsome Five was probably
dangerous to all the participants, not just Emily.
On August 29, 2015, after consuming a mystery food and the completion of her fourth round of
burpees, Emily collapsed and appeared to have passed out. This scared the pledge master, the pledges,
and the other members of DOD that were present. 911 was called and both EMS and the University Police
responded. EMS found Emily in an unresponsive state and transported her to the local hospital. Emily
Young died within two (2) hours of the collapse without ever regaining consciousness. From the initial
investigation, Sgt. Riley Johnson found no wrongdoing and concluded that Emily simply collapsed while
playing an DOD game. Further investigation, prompted by the results of the autopsy, indicated that Emily
died due to a severe allergic reaction (anaphylaxis) after consuming peanuts that were mixed into
brownies. That night, Emily was not able to access her epinephrine auto-injector while she played the
Fearsome Five as it was inside the DOD house. The pledge master, Hunter Wilson, was charged with
hazing and manslaughter. DOD chapter president, Jordan Miller, was granted criminal immunity and
agreed to testify for the state, although civil suits are pending.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.

Case No. 14-0018-H

HUNTER WILSON,
Defendant.
/
INFORMATION
In the name of and by the authority of the State of Florida:
David W. Moore, State Attorney for the Twenty-First Judicial Circuit of the State of Florida, charges
that in Palmetto County, Florida the above-named Defendant committed the following crimes.
COUNT I
MANSLAUGHTER – FLA. STATUTE § 782.07
That Hunter Wilson did, in Palmetto County, Florida on or about August 29, 2015, commit the crime of
Manslaughter by culpable negligence in that the Defendant, Hunter Wilson, did unlawfully cause the death
of Emily Young, contrary to FLA. STATUTE § 782.07.

COUNT II
HAZING – FLA. STATUTE § 1006.63
That Hunter Wilson did, in Palmetto County, Florida on or about August 29, 2015, commit the crime of
Hazing in that the Defendant, Hunter Wilson, did act in a way that recklessly or intentionally endangered
the mental or physical health or safety of a student for purposes including, but not limited to, initiation or
admission into or affiliation with any organization operating under the sanction of a postsecondary
institution. To-wit: the Hazing occurred against Emily Young, during an organized Delta Omicron Delta
activity with death resulting, contrary to FLA. STATUTE § 1006.63.

7

David w. Moore

David W. Moore
Assistant State Attorney
STATE OF FLORIDA
PALMETTO COUNTY
L. JAMES MYERS, STATE ATTORNEY
TWENTY-FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
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WITNESS LIST

Prosecution:

Defense:

1. Riley Johnson

1. Hunter Wilson

2. Dr. Shawn Reed

2. Dr. Tristan Martinez

3. Jordan Miller

3. Ashton Davis

*Each team must call all three witnesses for their respective party.
**Witnesses may be male or female.
EXHIBIT LIST
Only the following physical evidence may be introduced at trial. The parties have stipulated to the
authenticity of the trial exhibits listed below. The Court will, therefore, not entertain objections to
authenticity of these trial exhibits. The parties have reserved any objections to the admissibility of any of
these exhibits until the trial of the above-captioned matter. The trial exhibits may be introduced by either
party, subject to the Rules of Evidence and the stipulations of the parties contained in the materials.
Exhibit A: 911 Transcript
Exhibit B: Initial Police Incident Report
Exhibit C: Investigative Report
Exhibit D: Emergency Room Record
Exhibit E: Record of Coroner
Exhibit F: Photograph of Table at DOD House
Exhibit G: Medical Release Form
Exhibit H: DOD Pledge Rules
Exhibit I: Toxicology Report
Exhibit J: Death Certificate of Emily Young
Exhibit K: Dr. Martinez’s Medical Report

9

STIPULATIONS
Stipulations shall be considered part of the record. Prosecution and defense stipulate to the following:
1. Florida High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence and Procedure apply.
2. All of the exhibits referred to above are authentic and accurate copies of the documents. No
objections as to the authenticity of the exhibits may be made. Exhibits may still be objectionable
under the Florida High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence and will require a proper
foundation for admission.
3. All witness statements were given under oath.
4. All charging documents were signed by the proper parties.
5. Jurisdiction and venue are proper.
6. The arrest warrant was based on sufficient probable cause and properly issued.
7. The absence of photographs may not be questioned.
8. All physical evidence and witnesses not provided for in the case are unavailable and their
availability may not be questioned.
9. Neither party can challenge the authenticity of the exhibits.
10. The identity of the person(s) named in the photo exhibits may not be challenged. Faces are not
visible in order to allow students to portray the characters.
11. Beyond what’s stated in the witness statements, there was no other forensic evidence found in
this case.
12. The death of Emily Young occurred on August 29, 2015.
13. Defendant was over the age of 21 as of August 29, 2015.
14. The family medical history is not in dispute.
15. The chain of custody for evidence is not in dispute.
16. All witnesses who were questioned by law enforcement were properly advised of their Miranda
rights. The search of the Delta Omicron Delta house was conducted with consent of the chapter
president, and, therefore, was proper and in accordance with the law.
10

17. The transcript of the 911 phone call is admissible as a substitute for the actual recording and
accurately reflects the contents of the recording. The caller’s voice on the recording is identified
as Jordan Miller.
18. Delta Omicron Delta “DOD” is an organization operating under the sanction of Gulf Breeze
University, a post-secondary institution.
19. Emily Young was allergic to both peanuts and tree nuts.
20. Dr. Shawn Reed and Dr. Tristan Martinez are qualified expert witnesses and can testify to each
other’s statements and relevant information they would have reasonable knowledge of.

11

Witness
Affidavits
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.

Case No. 14-0018-H
HUNTER WILSON,
Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF RILEY JOHNSON
1

My name is Riley Johnson. I am currently a Sergeant with the Gulf Breeze University

2

Police Department (GBUPD). I attended Gulf Breeze University for a year before transferring to

3

Clemson University for my undergraduate degree in Military Studies. I have been in law

4

enforcement for thirteen years. I have basic and advanced School Resource Officer (SRO)

5

certifications, Active Shooter Crisis Response training, Basic and Advanced Narcotics Interdiction

6

training, Basic Instructor Development (BID), as well as Detective school training from the Florida

7

Criminal Justice Academy. I was formerly an investigator with the Glendon University Police

8

Department before coming to work with the Gulf Breeze University Police Department.

9
10

At 16:00 on August 29, 2015, I received a call from a confidential informant about

11

some potential hazing activity that would be taking place at the Delta Omicron Delta house located

12

at 313 University Way, Palm City. We take hazing very seriously as a Department. There have

13

been multiple incidents at other houses that have resulted in serious bodily injury and emotional

14

distress. The same confidential informant provided credible and verifiable information that led us

15

to these incidents. Additionally, I am somewhat familiar with the pledge activities of DOD, having

16

been a pledge my second semester at GBU, before transferring to Clemson. I immediately

17

contacted the Department’s drone pilot to deploy our drone to conduct surveillance of the DOD
13

18

house based on the imminent danger to the students being subjected to this alleged hazing activity.

19

Drones are a new technology in our office, but in light of the many campus shootings that have

20

taken place over the last few years, we find it an invaluable resource to protect the safety of our

21

students and the security of our campus.

22
23

At approximately 17:08 on August 29, 2015, the Emergency Communications

24

Division dispatched a call of an unconscious person located at 313 University Way, Palm City. I

25

arrived on the scene at 17:37. The Palmetto County Emergency Medical Service (EMS) was

26

already on scene and inside the location. I was alarmed based on the previous tip received only an

27

hour before dispatch contacted me. Upon entry to the residence, I spoke briefly with EMS

28

personnel that were loading an unresponsive female onto the stretcher for transport. There were

29

seven (7) people in the yard in addition to the victim, EMS, and myself.

30
31

The first person I spoke with identified him/herself as Jordan Miller, president of

32

the honors society. Miller stated that s/he had been in the upstairs portion of the Delta Omicron

33

Delta (DOD) house when a pledge came upstairs yelling to call 911 and that Emily Young had

34

collapsed during one of the pledge activities. Miller called 911 immediately, and, then, went

35

downstairs and into the back yard to see what happened. While outside, Hunter Wilson told Miller

36

that Ms. Young had simply “fallen out” during the last phase of the “Fearsome Five” game. This

37

game served as the final activity of the initiation week for the society. As previously stated, I am

38

familiar with the pledge activities of DOD, having been a pledge my second semester at GBU.

39
40

I was not fully accepted into DOD as a member. I was told by the then-president

41

of DOD that another member accused me of cheating on finals. As a result, I transferred to

42

Clemson and was accepted into an honors society there.

43
44

Immediately following my interview with Miller, I interviewed Hunter Wilson.

45

Wilson indicated that s/he was the pledge master for the Delta Omicron Delta honors society and

46

that they were completing the last activity in pledge week before full membership was to be

47

granted. Wilson then said that Ms. Young fell out.

48
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49

I asked what was meant by this and Wilson said that she had to eat a plate of

50

brownies and then complete twenty (20) burpees. After eating the brownies and doing five (5)

51

burpees, she said she needed to go inside, walked away, and then fell down and it looked like she

52

passed out. I specifically asked if this was a voluntary activity and Wilson responded that it was.

53

My initial thoughts and concerns on scene were that perhaps this was an alcohol overdose related

54

to hazing. I asked if alcohol was involved. Wilson responded absolutely not, and that I was free

55

to search the DOD house. Chapter President Miller also confirmed the consent to search. Along

56

with an additional officer, I conducted a search of the DOD house and found a small quantity of

57

tequila (less than 500mL) in the room of an DOD member who was above 21. There was no other

58

alcohol found on premises and it did not appear that the tequila was involved with the activities in

59

the yard. We did recover and search the victim’s purse. The only findings were her wallet, some

60

receipts, and a small makeup case containing an EpiPen and what appeared to be an inhaler like

61

those used for asthma.

62
63

In speaking with Amelia Taylor, she stated that they had all been playing a game

64

in which wrong answers meant that one had to consume a plate of “mystery food” and then

65

complete an increasing number of burpees. Taylor additionally stated that she quit the game as

66

she recalled from nursing classes that too much consumption of large quantities of food and

67

strenuous physical activity could result in vomiting. She was concerned about her physical well-

68

being, as well as that of the other pledges.

69
70

Correct contact information for all witnesses interviewed was recorded for possible

71

follow up. With no other indications of criminal activity at the time, I cleared the incident location

72

and went to the hospital to ascertain Ms. Young’s condition. Upon arrival at the hospital, one of

73

the ER physicians stated that Ms. Young never regained consciousness and died after her arrival

74

in the ER. I asked if there were any visible signs of foul play. The physician stated that there was

75

no overt trauma indicative of foul play, but pursuant to state law, there would be an autopsy.

76

Seeing no criminal conduct at the time, I contacted the student life coordinator at the University.

77

Along with a representative of the school, we made contact with the sheriff’s office in Ms. Young’s

78

home county, who handled the parental notification of her death.

79
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80

At the time, I did not realize that Emily Young was the younger sister of Chase

81

Young. I have had numerous law enforcement contacts with Chase Young. He was known on

82

campus as a reckless and uncaring individual, with concern only for his immediate gratification.

83

He was investigated for several obnoxious campus pranks, which, in my opinion, rose to the level

84

of criminal conduct, though he was never charged. One of these alleged events was the theft of a

85

University Police golf cart along with a statue of the University mascot.

86
87

The autopsy was performed by a medical examiner working under the authority of

88

the Office of the Coroner for Palmetto County. At the autopsy, the cause of death was a fatal

89

allergic reaction, more formally known as an “anaphylaxis.” Additionally, the medical examiner

90

noted that this was not a natural cause based upon an incidental ingestion of peanuts in the victim’s

91

system. The contents of her stomach showed what appeared to be a large quantity of brownies

92

containing peanut particles. The medical examiner was of the opinion that an individual with a

93

known and severe peanut allergy would not allow for the voluntary consumption of so many

94

peanuts and, thus, it was a deliberate and forced act. The ruling of the Coroner’s office was that

95

Emily Young’s death was a homicide.

96
97

Upon reviewing the case file following the autopsy report, I spoke by phone with

98

sophomore Amelia Taylor, who had been present and questioned on August 29, 2015. She stated

99

that she and Emily pledged DOD together and that Emily was desperate to fit in and be liked.

100

They had been roommates during freshman year and Amelia stated that Emily pledged both

101

semesters without receiving an invite from any of the sororities. Amelia indicated that she thought

102

Emily would have been heartbroken to have been rejected from DOD, and was doing everything

103

that was asked of her, no matter how ridiculous. Amelia said she quit the “Fearsome Five” activity

104

because she thought it was unsafe and she even told Pledge Master Hunter Wilson that she thought

105

it could hurt the other pledges. Because they were roommates during their freshman year, Amelia

106

stated that she was well aware of Emily’s peanut allergy.

107
108

During further subsequent investigation, the yard where Ms. Young died was

109

reexamined as well as footage and still photographs from the drone deployed by GBUPD.

110

Photographs of the yard were taken, including a photo of multiple plates of food. Because the
16

111

scene was not secured immediately following Ms. Young’s death, it is not known if the plates were

112

tampered with or damaged in the elements after the incident in question on August 29, 2015. A

113

black-rimmed plate at the space labeled for Ms. Young was found to have partially consumed

114

brownies containing what appeared to be peanuts. Drone photos did show pledges vomiting and

115

laying on the ground, including Ms. Young, while other members stood by and observed.

116
117

Based upon the findings of the Coroner’s Office, information from other pledges,

118

and the fact that Wilson was responsible for the pledge activity known as the “Fearsome Five”;

119

Wilson was arrested and charged with manslaughter and hazing. Chapter President Jordan Miller

120

was also initially arrested and charged, however Miller agreed to testify and all criminal charges

121

made were dropped in exchange for his/her testimony.

122
123

After Wilson was arrested, I scheduled a follow up appointment to meet with

124

Amelia Taylor on September 19, 2015. Unfortunately, Ms. Taylor died in a car accident on

125

September 12, 2015, after being struck by a drunk driver. This is the largest challenge of this job

126

– seeing young lives cut short by the poor and reckless decisions of others.

WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Riley Johnson
Riley Johnson
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.
HUNTER WILSON,

Case No. 14-0018-H

Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF DR. SHAWN REED
1

My name is Shawn Reed. I am twenty-seven years old. I received my bachelor’s degree

2

in biology from the University of Buffalo, and my MD from the Baylor College of Medicine. I

3

have been in Florida for the last two years, since finishing my residency requirements. I won

4

awards at Baylor for top marks in the anatomical pathology specialty, and graduated third in my

5

class over all. I am a board certified physician, and licensed in the State of Florida through the FL

6

Department of Labor, Licensing and Regulation (LLR). I have certifications in internal medicine

7

as well as anatomical pathology. I serve as an assistant medical examiner for the State of Florida,

8

and handle cases from the various coroner’s offices that call on us. I have seen all of the usual

9

causes of death, from drowning to shootings, stabbings, and of course auto fatalities.

10
11

The morning of August 30, 2015, we received a body from the Palmetto County

12

Coroner’s Office. The body was an Asian female, giving all outward physical appearances of an

13

older teenager. Per the positive identification of the Gulf Breeze University Police Department,

14

the body was identified as Emily Young, twenty-one years of age, of Aiken, Florida. Per the

15

records from the emergency room physician, she arrived at the emergency room in an unresponsive

18

16

state with fixed, dilated pupils, weakened pulse rate, flushed skin, a swollen throat, and shallow,

17

labored breathing. Time of death was 18:50 on Saturday, August 29, 2015.

18
19

The autopsy was conducted at 10:00 on Monday, August 31, 2015. Upon physical

20

examination of the body, the only marks of external trauma visible were consistent with a fall from

21

intermediate height. The only external markings upon the body were red nail polish on toes and

22

fingers, and a tattoo of a cherub with an arrow through its back located on the outside of her right

23

ankle. This was noted in the autopsy filings. Weight of the body was 131 lbs, 5oz; length 65

24

inches. The body was an athletic build, appearing to be in excellent physical condition from muscle

25

tone and definition. Due to hospital protocol, the clothing of the deceased was removed during

26

treatment and revival efforts. I did receive the remnants of a white shirt with the DOD pin still

27

attached, the remnants of tan shorts, and a pair of tan flip flops.

28
29

Through the course of the autopsy, all organs appeared unremarkable in coloration,

30

size, and weight with the exception of a nominally swollen brain stem. I determined the cause of

31

death was swelling of the throat and widened blood vessels which caused victim’s blood pressure

32

to drastically fall, resulting in the disruption of brain and major organ function due to lack of

33

oxygen. All of the symptoms indicated death as a result of a fatal allergic reaction known as

34

anaphylaxis.

35
36

This conclusion prompted me to examine the contents of the oral cavity and

37

digestive system to include the stomach. Although partially disintegrated due to gastric acid, most

38

of the stomach contents maintained their integrity. Among the contents were gelatin worms,

39

commonly called gummy worms, what was once dry dog or cat food, hard-boiled egg, and

40

chocolate brownies containing chopped peanuts. The rather large size of the food items indicated

41

they were consumed quickly with minimal chewing. I also found trace amounts of brownie and

42

peanut in the deceased’s oral cavity and esophagus indicating that it was likely the last item

43

consumed.

44
45

There are cases of anaphylaxis in the United States every year. The vast majority

46

of fatal anaphylaxis cases occur through more common overconsumption of peanuts and tree nuts,
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47

such as peanuts, almonds, or cashews. To say it is strange that a teenager would die of this would

48

be an understatement – those who have had an allergy to various nuts for an extended period of

49

time know the possible consequences of consumption of peanuts, almonds, et cetera. I have never

50

seen a fatality from anaphylaxis before this case, but and I am familiar with the symptoms and the

51

physiological effects. Anaphylaxis is a painful way to die. Anaphylactic reactions usually happen

52

fast. Quicker reactions are usually more severe. Those with severe allergies are instructed to be

53

given an injection as soon as possible after the allergic reaction starts. In this case, it has been

54

documented that no medication was injected at the time or after the symptoms began. Picture

55

consuming so much of what you are allergic to that your airways narrow and your throat swells,

56

making it extremely difficult and painful to breathe. This leads to a severe tightness in the lungs,

57

which along with the difficulty breathing, can be extremely painful and uncomfortable. Usually in

58

conjunction with that is the swelling of the face or lips. All of these symptoms are particularly

59

dangerous because, if not counteracted, coma and ultimately death can occur. The brain stem

60

controls consciousness, breathing, heartbeat, eye movements, pupil reactions, swallowing and

61

facial movements. Furthermore, all the sensations going to the brain, as well as the signals from

62

the brain to the muscles, must pass through the brain stem. To give a graphic illustration, without

63

a clear path of oxygen to the brain, it is as if the head had been chopped off.

64
65

I did conduct a toxicology screen of the deceased as well to verify there were no

66

drugs or alcohol in her system that could have potentially caused comparable symptoms. Medical

67

records indicated that the deceased suffered from asthma but that it had been properly controlled

68

by taking theophylline, a medication prescribed to prevent and treat wheezing, shortness of breath,

69

and chest tightness caused by asthma or other respiratory issues. I included a panel for this drug

70

in my toxicology screen request in order to rule out toxicity as a result of an overdose. I was able

71

to find a normal amount of theophylline in her system. All other panels returned negative. She was

72

also prescribed “albuterol” which would have served as a rescue inhaler should she have

73

encountered respiratory distress.

74
75

The totality of my findings leads me to conclude that Ms. Young died after

76

unknowingly consuming large amounts of peanuts causing a severe allergic reaction resulting in

77

anaphylaxis. A person suffering from a peanut and tree nut allergy for the majority of their life
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78

would surely know the consequences of such actions and would not knowingly consume the large

79

amounts of peanuts found in the course of the autopsy. Ms. Young died as a direct result of human

80

intervention.

81
82

The death certificate notes the cause of death as anaphylaxis, along with

83

confirmation of homicide as opposed to natural causes. Despite the prior condition of asthma, it

84

is my professional opinion that the consumption of peanuts would have, for lack of a better term,

85

been the nail in the coffin, no matter the preexisting condition of the deceased. I later found out

86

that after my homicide ruling and the autopsy that the GBU Police Department investigated further

87

the circumstances of Ms. Young’s death. Hunter Wilson and Jordan Miller were held responsible

88

with Hunter Wilson ultimately charged.

89
90

I understand that Dr. Martinez is testifying for the Defense and disagrees with my

91

conclusion. While I have the utmost respect for Dr. Martinez, I strongly disagree with the assertion

92

that an asthma attack was the primary cause of death. Ms. Young’s asthma appeared to be properly

93

controlled with the use of medication, also evidenced by the healthy state of her lungs and general

94

physical health. In addition, I attended medical school with Dr. Martinez’s son, who later lost his

95

license to practice medicine due to a drug conviction. Over the years, I had on many occasions

96

spoken at length with Dr. Martinez about the practice of medicine and have been dismayed that

97

his/her focus has turned from service to the public to the financial rewards of being an expert

98

witness, or “a hired gun”.

99
WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Shawn Reed
Shawn Reed
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.
HUNTER WILSON,

Case No. 14-0018-H

Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF JORDAN MILLER
1

My name is Jordan Miller and I am the president of the Chi Si Chapter of Delta Omicron

2

Delta honors society here at Gulf Breeze University. I turned twenty-two on December 9, 2015.

3

During the school year, I live in the DOD house at Gulf Breeze University. During the summer, I

4

typically travel out of the country to see more of the world. I am a senior with a 4.0 GPA and have

5

already been accepted to a law school once I graduate. I have been in DOD for three years now. I

6

was elected pledge master for a year before running for and being elected president of the chapter.

7
8

Though we have Greek letters identifying us, much as the traditional fraternities

9

and sororities do, we are quite a bit different. First, we are co-ed. Second, we have much higher

10

GPA standards than any of those groups. Also, we do true services for the community. We have

11

a few other things in common with the traditional Greek organizations on campus. Our officers

12

are all required by the University to attend the same trainings as traditional Greek organizations.

13

We are an organization that gains membership by invitation only based on brains; not necessarily

14

beauty or popularity.

15
16

I have greatly enjoyed my time here at Gulf Breeze University. I have worked hard

17

to move up through the ranks of the DOD honors society. This year, I became president of the

18

Chapter, and had some great plans for the year. Things have really derailed since then.

19

22

20

Hunter Wilson joined DOD at the same time that I did. Hunter was always happy

21

working with the new members or “pledges” as they are often called. Hunter just loved the process

22

of screening and admitting new members and some of the fun things to build unity within DOD.

23

Hunter learned the ropes of being the pledge master, like I did, from Emily’s older brother Chase.

24

Chase put us through the paces of the “Fearsome Five” game. Hunter was miserable after we were

25

done that day but Hunter and Chase became fast friends after the experience. They began to hang

26

out all the time together. I am willing to bet Hunter was with Chase when the University Police

27

golf cart was stolen.

28
29

Every year, there is a type of DOD Pledge Olympics. Prior to the Pledge Olympics,

30

All of the DOD officers review the proposed activities to make sure that we do not run into trouble

31

with the University’s hazing policies. Until this year, we have never even had a visit from the

32

University Police Department, much less been sanctioned in any way by GBU Administration.

33

Last year when I was pledge master, everyone had a great time and nobody died from the

34

“Fearsome Five” game. It is awful that Hunter cannot say the same this year.

35
36

This year, Hunter seemed fixated on pushing the pledges further than we had

37

before. I said it was not a good idea and even thought the “Fearsome Five” that Hunter was so

38

fond of was probably close to hazing. I even told Hunter about a fundraiser on campus where a

39

lady got really sick from doing this crazy food challenge where she ate fifty (50) donut holes and

40

then sprinted around campus. She couldn’t stop vomiting and was hospitalized for dehydration.

41

That was not something we needed to happen under the DOD name. Hunter insisted that the

42

“Fearsome Five” was not hazing because it was voluntary but that s/he would call the University

43

Student Affairs Office to ask. I have no idea if Hunter ever did call or what they even discussed.

44

I just know that very few pledges who are made official members after opting out of pledge week

45

activities. Either way, Hunter said s/he was moving forward with the “Fearsome Five.” We argued

46

about it and I ultimately decided that I did not want to be present for the game. I probably should

47

have double checked behind Hunter but I had been busy settling back into the fall semester routine.

48

I was around for most of the other pledge week activities and they all seemed to go pretty well.

49

Everyone was having a good time, especially with the shaving cream fight.

50
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51

When the “Fearsome Five” game started, I headed upstairs to my room to study.

52

After a while, I heard Amelia Taylor yelling for a phone and to call 911. Amelia looked lost

53

wandering around the house when I came downstairs and I realized that she had never been inside

54

the main portion of the house since she was just a pledge.

55
56

I called 911, while asking what the problem was. Amelia said that one of the

57

pledges passed out. That happens to people from time to time however this time they could not

58

get her to wake up. That scared me. I went out to the back yard with Amelia and we opened up

59

the fence to the main street and everyone waited on EMS. Hunter and a couple others were trying

60

to wake Emily Young up while we waited. Emily’s face was really flushed. EMS arrived and took

61

Emily away on a stretcher. When I found out it was Emily I was really upset. She was Chase’s

62

little sister and we all knew her pretty well. She was a good, albeit goofy kid and she was here to

63

run track for Gulf State while taking a rigorous course load. She was not taking the pledge process

64

seriously enough for Hunter all week long, however, she never took anything too seriously. I am

65

sure that Hunter was punishing her with the “Fearsome Five.”

66

been an alcohol poisoning and hazing incident since it was pledge week all over campus. Before

67

Sgt. Johnson left, Hunter and I were interviewed about what happened. Sgt. Johnson asked if it

68

was okay to search the house for alcohol since there were appearances that alcohol could be

69

involved. Hunter and I both told the cop to feel free to search the house so Sgt. Johnson and Cpl.

70

Dechane did. They, of course, did not find anything. I found out later that evening from the

71

University Director of Student Affairs that Emily died.

The cop thought it might have

72
73

A couple days later, Sgt. Johnson and another officer came back to the house and

74

said that the “Fearsome Five” was considered hazing and manslaughter. They said that Emily died

75

from a severe allergic reaction and that it was our fault as we should have known about Emily’s

76

allergies. They arrested Hunter for it and took me down to an interview room at the police

77

department. I was told that because I was the chapter president and it happened while I was

78

responsible for the honors society that I could be held responsible too. The police gave me a

79

choice. I could sit at the prosecution table or the defense table. You do not have to have a 4.0 in

80

aerospace engineering to realize the implications of that decision. I am sure it was Hunter’s

81

meanness and pushing events too far that got Emily Young killed. I did overhear Hunter say that
24

82

“planning all of the pledging events would be so much easier if Emily Young wasn’t allergic to

83

everything.” I am sitting at the right table.

84
WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Jordan Miller
Jordan Miller
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.
HUNTER WILSON,

Case No. 14-0018-H

Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF HUNTER WILSON
1

My name is Hunter Wilson. I am twenty-one years old, and will turn twenty-two on May

2

22, 2017. I live at the Delta Omicron Delta house at Gulf Breeze University during the school

3

year. For the last two years I have subleased apartment space during the summer so I can stay in

4

town to take summer classes. I am a senior at Gulf Breeze University. I have a 3.985 GPA with

5

a double major in psychology and social work. Following undergrad, I plan to go back for a

6

masters in social work and then work with homeless youth. In addition to my academics and

7

position with DOD, I am also an assistant manager at the Jittery Bean coffee shop on campus.

8
9

I have been a member of the DOD honors society since 2014. I was the first pledge

10

initiated to the chapter that year and I loved it. Since I joined, I have never missed a social, mixer,

11

pledge event, or public service opportunity that we have had. I love the fact that we can have great

12

parties and that we can all get together to help others in the community through events like Habitat

13

for Humanity, the Gulf Breeze University Blood Drive, Toys for Tots, and the local food bank.

14
15

For the last two years, I assisted the other pledge masters including Jordan Miller.

16

This year I was asked to be the pledge master. I have taken my role seriously because I think that

17

everyone who joins DOD should take the honor and responsibility of the organization seriously as

18

well. Primarily, as pledge master, my job was to make sure that the students were not only of the

19

highest caliber at the University but that they were knowledgeable about the University, the DOD

20

chapter, and the community that we served. I was responsible for all the paperwork that the
26

21

pledges completed and signed off on as they were working towards joining DOD. This included

22

requesting their transcripts so we could get their GPAs, a medical history chart outlining any health

23

problems that we needed to be aware of, and a general liability release that the University insisted

24

that we get prior to letting them participate in any events. Everyone joining this semester were

25

sophomores. According to my records, all of them completed and submitted their required

26

paperwork.

27
28

This year’s pledge class was a mix of guys and girls, just like in most years. Our

29

more rigorous GPA requirements meant that we invited fewer to join. Everyone was having a

30

good time all week with the activities. These activities are not hazing or anything like what I have

31

been accused of doing. Everyone was notified in writing at the beginning of the week that

32

participation in the activities was “optional.” I even said it on the first day at the welcome.

33

Everyone got a copy of all the activities for the week, as well as a copy of the rules that the pledges

34

had to go by for that week. The rules said that the activities were optional. The rules were not any

35

big deal really, all the rules said was that the pledges all had to wear the same color shirts and

36

shorts every day of the week, they could not have cell phones, and they were not allowed anywhere

37

in the DOD house except for the basement and the backyard. Sure, I may have teased some of

38

them when they talked about not wanting to do things or that the activities were taking too much

39

of their time but I never told anyone they could not quit an activity. It was all part of the fun of

40

bringing in new people and making new friends.

41
42

The activities were all funny and sometimes foolish; all of which were designed for

43

everyone to get to know one another better and test their knowledge of the University and the DOD

44

chapter. There were wiffle ball games in the back yard with members versus pledges. There was

45

a water balloon game where everyone stood at attention on the front lawn and the members stood

46

on the roof and threw water balloons at pledges who did not answer the chapter questions correctly.

47

There were shaving cream fights on the back lawn for the pledges to “get even” with the members

48

who had been egging them on all week long. Then, there was the final activity of the week. This

49

is where things went horribly, horribly wrong, but it was not my fault. The final activity was the

50

annual the “Fearsome Five” game.

51
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52

We all knew then and we all know now that forcing people to drink beer, especially

53

if they are underage is a huge way to get in a world of trouble. That is why we liked “The Fearsome

54

Five” so much. We all sat in on the University required sessions about hazing, how not to do

55

hazing, and on and on. That session was such a bore. We all knew that you could not force people

56

to drink alcohol or do humiliating things. That is why we had the water balloon activity, the

57

shaving cream fight, and “The Fearsome Five.” After an argument with Jordan, I even called the

58

University Office on Student Affairs several times to be sure that “The Fearsome Five” was not in

59

fact hazing. I left voicemails with a description of what DOD was doing. I never got a call back

60

from any of my messages so it must have been okay. We have been doing “The Fearsome Five”

61

for years and never had a problem before August 29, 2015.

62
63

In “The Fearsome Five”, we had a long table with eight seats, one for each of the

64

pledges, set up outside. During “The Fearsome Five”, there were five rounds in which pledges

65

were blindfolded and had to answer questions about DOD like reciting the pledge verbatim,

66

naming founding members – that kind of thing. If they got a question wrong, they had to eat

67

whatever was put on the plate in front of them and then do whatever number of burpees we called

68

out. If you throw up, you’re automatically disqualified and you can’t leave or go inside the house.

69

After each round, the blindfolded pledges were lead back to their seat at the table by a member.

70

To be clear, this isn’t Survivor or something, we don’t want to crown a winner in the Pledge

71

Olympics. The Pledge Olympics are really just meant to give all the members a good laugh,

72

encourage the pledges to learn the history and purpose of DOD, and weed out the weak pledges

73

that wouldn’t cut it in this fraternity.

74
75

The questions are intentionally hard – everyone gets them wrong. The plate for

76

round one had a handful of cat food covered in whipped cream. The pledges were already

77

blindfolded and at the table so after everyone had a plate I yelled “Ready! Set! Go!” and all the

78

pledges started eating their plate. I could see some of the pledges facial expressions even with their

79

blindfolds on and no one was particularly happy but no one threw up so they moved on to ten

80

burpees. The Round two’s plate had three hard-boiled eggs that had been soaked in hot sauce.

81

Once again everyone got the question wrong - every pledge finished their plate and their 15 burpees

82

so we went on to round three. Round three is always the worst. It’s right in the middle. We don’t
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83

want to start out too hard and we want to finish on a pleasant note so pledges don’t hate DOD

84

when they’re done but it also can’t be a walk in the park either. The plate for round three had

85

gummy worms and gizzards. Separate, those two foods aren’t that bad but the combination

86

together is sickening. Amelia Taylor refused to finish after one bite and two other pledges threw

87

up. Everyone else stomached the plate and did their 20 burpees. Rounds four and five are much

88

easier. The plate for round four was just brownies covered in honey mustard. When I was planning

89

this activity, I remembered seeing on Emily’s medical release form that she was allergic to nuts so

90

I had a plate with regular brownies made just for her. The other brownies I got from work had

91

peanuts in them. Everyone’s plate was white except for the plate I had made for Emily which was

92

colored with black marker around the edge. I yelled for the pledges to start from behind the table

93

because I was holding back a sick pledge’s hair.

94
95

Everyone finished round four and the remaining pledges were being lead back to their

96

chairs to start round five. Emily was wandering off saying she really needed to go inside the house

97

to get something to which I replied “Absolutely not! You read the rules and you know you’re not

98

allowed to go in the house. I know you just want to throw up in private so you won’t be

99

disqualified.” The round five plates were being handed out to the seated pledges when Emily fell

100

out of her chair. At first, I thought she was just being a clown and I told her to get up. When she

101

did not move, I got concerned. I went over to her and rolled her over. She was breathing very

102

slowly and appeared to have passed out. I tried to wake her up a couple of times by shaking her a

103

little bit and calling her name. Her face was kind of rosy and her lips looked a little swollen. We

104

even got some water and splashed it on her face but it made no difference. That is when we all got

105

scared and needed to call for an ambulance. It was only a couple minutes before I yelled for

106

someone to call 911. There was no phone in the room where we were playing the game. I do not

107

carry a cell phone when I am conducting activities so that the pledges can see that I am also

108

following the rules. Amelia Taylor ran upstairs in search of a phone. A little while later, Jordan

109

came downstairs on the phone and said that the EMS was on the way. After that, the EMTs came

110

to loaded Emily on the stretcher and take her away. The police also came to the house. I answered

111

some questions from one of the cops that arrived. The cop said it did not look like we did anything

112

wrong.

113
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114

I even told the police to search the whole house when they asked if her condition

115

could be due to alcohol hazing. They searched and, of course, there was no alcohol. We are not

116

that kind of organization.

117
118

Four days later, the same cop came back and arrested me. I did not haze anyone

119

and I darn sure did not kill anyone. Emily Young could have stopped playing at any time. She did

120

not even have to eat any of the plates. She even signed a waiver saying that she knew what she

121

was voluntarily doing for the entire week of pledging.

122
123

Look, I am friends with Chase Young and I have known Emily Young for years.

124

She used to visit her brother on campus on the weekends and even did some of the service projects

125

with us while she was still in high school. In fact, we kept her from engaging in some of the more

126

inappropriate social activities around campus. That’s why I prepared a separate plate for her. I

127

knew she had a nut allergy and didn’t want to take any chances.

WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Hunter Wilson
Hunter Wilson
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.
HUNTER WILSON,

Case No. 14-0018-H

Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF DR. TRISTAN MARTINEZ
1

My name is Dr. Tristan Martinez. I have an MD in internal medicine from Duke University and

2

have been a Fellows Professor of Pathology at the University of Maryland for the last six (6) years. Prior

3

to that, I was the Associate Director of the University of Tennessee Forensic Anthropology Facility. It is

4

more commonly referred to as the “Body Farm.”

5

anthropologists, and law enforcement officials study all manners of death and decomposition in order to

6

make better decisions in criminal investigations and to make more thorough diagnoses in the autopsy

7

procedures. I have been contracted by both prosecutors’ offices and defense firms for over fifteen years

8

as an expert in the field of pathology, decomposition, and in questions determining the timeline of death.

9

My average annual income as an expert (apart and separate from my fellowship at the University) has been

10

approximately $200,000 per year for the past five (5) years, before taxes and overhead. I hold certifications

11

in Anatomical and Clinical Pathology, as well as Forensic Pathology and Anthropology.

It is a facility in which medical examiners,

12
13

I was contracted by the defense to look into the matter of the death of Emily Young. For the

14

purposes of my investigation, I examined the health records, medical release forms, emergency room

15

records, death certificate, and Coroner’s report on Ms. Young. These documents were all released to the

16

defense from the solicitor’s office. My report works from the assumption that these reports are full and

17

complete records on Emily Young with no other records or information being available through other

18

means.

19
20

The autopsy conducted by the State does show that a severe allergic reaction was ultimately cause

21

the death of Ms. Young. What the State missed in their overzealous attempt to lay blame on (what should
31

22

more properly be termed) an “accident” were the underlying health conditions of Ms. Young. Assistant

23

Medical Examiner Reed appears fascinated with the idea of a death from anaphylaxis. I can certainly

24

remember being fascinated by some of the more obscure deaths that I attended when first cutting my teeth

25

as a pathologist.

26
27

According to the medical records provided by the solicitor’s office, Ms. Young had a pre-existing

28

condition—asthma. A well-known respiratory condition, asthma, is a direct cause for many fatalities I have

29

seen in my career. Some are triggered by over-exertion and others are caused by failure to properly regulate

30

this manageable condition – I contend that both resulted in the death of Ms. Young. In the medical waiver

31

statement obtained by the State from the DOD honors society, there is a mention of asthma, but there was

32

also a note that the condition was “under control”. After reviewing the toxicology report, I, too noted trace

33

amounts of theophylline. Theophylline, when taking regularly can prevent and treat many of the symptoms

34

of asthma - wheezing, shortness of breath, and chest tightness. I found the amount of theophylline to be

35

inconsistent with one who should be regularly taking the medication to control these symptoms. Whether

36

she failed to take her medication that day, had reduced the amount taken, or had decided to stop taking the

37

medication all together is only something to which I can speculate. Although I can readily admit I am not

38

a respiratory specialist, I can say as a medical professional that which I am certain of - there should have

39

been more in her system to properly regulate her asthma.

40
41

Regardless of recent media hype, death from anaphylaxis is a rare event. Other questions as to Ms.

42

Young’s death also are brought up. I saw nothing in the emergency room record to respect a proper

43

diagnosis of anaphylaxis in progress. At no time do the records state that Ms. Young received an injection

44

from an epinephrine auto-injector prior to Ms. Young “coding” or when her heart stopped beating. Had that

45

been done sooner, there would have been multiple treatment regimens for the condition to lessen the airways

46

from narrowing and thus prevent blood vessels from widening and causing blood pressure from rapidly

47

falling, which in result leads to death.

48
49

In addition to evaluating sodium serum levels, when anaphylaxis is suspected, a seasoned

50

pathologist draws from the fluid remaining in the bladder to gain a baseline for the volume of whatever the

51

deceased had been allergic to that had been in the system of the deceased at the time of death. This was not

52

done by Dr. Reed and had this occurred in my lab, it would have been considered a fundamentally basic

53

error. Without that baseline information of precisely how much of the allergen was consumed by the

54

deceased, it would be difficult, if not impossible to determine the volume in the deceased’s system in order

55

to properly rule out an asthma attack and establish anaphylaxis as a sole cause of death.
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56
57

I have known Dr. Reed since s/he was my son’s classmate in medical school. Shawn was not a

58

very impressive student according to my son, Jackson. Jackson even said that Shawn would cheat off of

59

his exams. Further evidence of Shawn’s lack of academic aspirations is the fact that Shawn has never

60

pursued any further specialization, attended any teaching fellowships, or been published. Clearly not the

61

equal of my son.

62
63

Though a horrible accident for which the community and University should grieve, given the

64

incomplete nature of the medical examiner and the lack of diagnosis by medical professionals involved

65

with this case, I cannot see the connection of responsibility to anyone other than that of Ms. Young.

66
67
68

I am aware that Dr. Reed believes that I am nothing more than a mercenary for the highest dollar
but I base my opinions on the medical records alone despite the financial rewards.

WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Tristan Martinez
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALMETTO COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
STATE OF FLORIDA,
Prosecution,
v.

Case No. 14-0018-H

HUNTER WILSON,
Defendant.
/
SWORN STATEMENT OF ASHTON DAVIS
1

My name is Ashton Davis. I am twenty (20) years old and a junior at Gulf Breeze University. I

2

live in the South Quad dormitory. I am in my second year as a member of Delta Omicron Delta

3

honors society. Hunter was a student assistant to the professor in my University 101 class and we

4

have been friends ever since. I think Hunter is crazy about the rules and rituals of the DOD but

5

that has not caused any problems in our friendship. Hunter learned all these rules and rituals from

6

Chase Young. Even though Chase was Hunter’s pledge master, they became good friends even

7

after the pledge week initiation chaos, so I do not think Hunter would have done anything to

8

deliberately hurt Emily Young. Chase and Hunter had some fun at GBU, but they are really good

9

guys. Chase is a strong American who felt the call to service so much that he joined the Army

10

right after college and is currently serving in Afghanistan.

11
12

For me, membership in the DOD is something that I can point to on my resume after

13

college. I did not and do not care about the socials and all the other events. It is just a resume

14

builder for many of us. It makes us look good. Hunter encouraged me to join DOD. I gave it

15

considerable thought and decided to join. I told Hunter up front that I was not going to do all the

16

foolishness and junk that they try to push off on the pledges. Hunter didn’t like it and even told

17

me “We say the activities are voluntary but I’ve never seen a pledge opt out and be initiated.”

18

Ultimately he/she had no choice, since it even says in the charter for DOD that being a member is

19

only dependent upon maintaining a certain GPA and paying dues to the charitable funds account.
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20

They use those funds to pay for supplies for the Habitat for Humanity projects and so on. There

21

are several of us each year that join but never do the activities or move into the house.

22
23

One of the forms that we all sign when we are joining tells us that we do not have to do

24

any of the games or pledge activities and that the activities are for building unity within DOD.

25

Hunter and Jordan have not gotten along as long as I have known them. Jordan thinks s/he is going

26

to save the world and that EVERYTHING we do has to be linked to that goal. Jordan and Hunter

27

have fought before because the games and activities that Hunter organizes take up too much of

28

DOD’s time. On top of that, they worked together on the pledge class last year when Jordan was

29

the pledge master. Hunter did not push the limits any further than Jordan did last year. In fact,

30

the two were always at each other’s throats about one thing or another. Some people just cannot

31

get along. Jordan even said to Hunter at the last DOD mandatory meeting before pledge week

32

started that there was no way Hunter could top the pledge week of last year. I do not know if

33

Jordan meant the number of pledges or the kind of activities for pledge week.

34
35

I also remember when Chase was the pledge master. I do not think that Hunter did anything

36

beyond what Chase did. In fact, I talked with Chase at the funeral. Chase said he thought this was

37

a tragic accident and could not believe there were criminal charges. Chase had used the “Fearsome

38

Five” game as a part of the Pledge Olympics as well as both Jordan and Hunter. Someone did pass

39

out during Chase’s term as pledge master. I do not remember during what activity but that was

40

probably just from the stress of pledge week or from the Florida heat. Chase was deployed to

41

Afghanistan shortly after the funeral.

42
43

I was not around when Emily died but I had been in the back yard to watch the festivities.

44

It is always funny to laugh at the pledges who take everything so seriously, especially with the

45

“Fearsome Five.” Before I wandered out to go watch some of the fall football practice, I heard

46

Amelia Taylor tell Emily to stop playing. Hunter laughed it off and asked Emily if she wanted to

47

continue and she said that she did. That was when I wandered out.

48
49

I talked to Hunter and others the next day about the “Fearsome Five.” Everyone said it was

50

the usual stuff being played during the game. Nothing that I heard was out of the ordinary in the
35

51

games that were played by DOD. I am sure there was some teasing when Amelia decided to stop

52

playing the game, but it did not kill her and she still had the opportunity to become a full member

53

of DOD. I think Hunter was equally hard on all the pledges, not anyone in particular. If Emily

54

could see that other people were quitting with no negative consequences then there was no reason

55

she could not have quit too -- especially if she was not feeling well. She also should have told

56

somebody about her allergy to nuts. How were we supposed to know and guess that she’d also be

57

allergic to peanuts? Hunter told me Amelia was saying she heard that eating a lot of food and

58

doing physical activity could be bad but she never told anyone there why it was bad or how it was

59

bad. I think, like everyone else who was present, Amelia was probably just trying to find a way

60

to get out of the game without looking like she was a wimp. I later asked Amelia what she meant

61

by “bad” and she told me that people could get very sick from doing too much physical activity

62

on a full stomach.

63
64

Between other people not doing the activities and still becoming members, the medical

65

waivers, and the papers that tell you that you do not have to participate, how can you really believe

66

what Hunter did was wrong? Emily could have quit at any time, but she always was a little

67

irresponsible about her safety. When she was still in high school and visited Chase on campus,

68

she would try to attend parties where alcohol was being served. Jordan will do anything to stay

69

out of trouble and blame others for what was a weird accident. I think Jordan is trying to throw

70

Hunter under the bus with this whole hazing business. All Jordan cares about is staying out of

71

trouble and getting rich after graduation. I think Jordan would do or say anything to keep a clean

72

record and an impressive resume. In fact, when the police golf cart was stolen, Jordan told the

73

other DOD members that if the cart was anywhere on DOD property that it had better be moved

74

to another Greek house or s/he was going straight to the police.

75

WITNESS ADDENDUM
I have reviewed this statement, and I have nothing of significance to add at this time. The material
facts are true and correct.
Signed,

Ashton Davis
Ashton Davis
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Exhibits
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Exhibit A – 911 Phone Transcript (page 1 of 2)
08-29-2015 17:06
Dispatch:

"Emergency 911. Is your emergency Police, Fire, or Medical?"

Caller 1:

“I'm at the DOD house at 313 University Way in Palm City. One of the pledges
has passed out. We need an ambulance in a hurry."

Dispatch:

“I need your name and location, please.”

Caller 1:

“My name is Jordan Miller.”

Dispatch:

"Can you confirm the address?"

Caller 1:

"It’s the DOD house on University Way. 313."

Dispatch:

“EMS (Emergency Medical Service) 4, Prepare to copy.”

EMS 4:

“EMS 4. Go ahead dispatch.”

Dispatch:

“Report of a person unconscious at 313 University Street, Palm City. No further
information available at this time. Your incident number is 46-108270911, and
time of dispatch is 17:07.”

EMS 4:

“EMS 4 copies. We are in route to 313 University Street for report of an
unconscious person. We have an ETA (estimated time of arrival) of ten minutes.”

Dispatch:

“Good copy.”

Dispatch:

“GBPD (Gulf Breeze University Police Department) 33, prepare to copy.”

GBPD 33:

“GBPD 33. Go ahead dispatch.”

Dispatch:

“Report of a person unconscious at 313 University Way, Palm City. No further
information available at this time. EMS en route. Your incident number is 46108270911, and time of dispatch is 17:08.”

GBPD 33:

“GBPD 33 copies. En route to 313 University Way for report of person
unconscious. 33 also copies EMS en route. Time is 17:09.”

Dispatch:

“Good copy.”

Dispatch:

"I've dispatched police and EMS to 313 University Way but it's a long street. Do
you know the nearest cross-street?"

Caller 1:

"We're near the intersection of North College Street. It's a big white two-story
house with columns. They can't miss it.”
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EXHIBIT A: 911 Phone Transcript (page 2 of 2)
Dispatch:

“OK, I just want you to stay on the line with me. We need to know what's
going on."

Caller 1:

"OK."

Dispatch:

"Do you know the name of the individual who passed out?"

Caller 1:

"Yes, it's Emily Young."

Dispatch:

"Do you know whether Emily has any medical conditions? Is she on any
medications?"

Caller 1:

"I don't know.”

Dispatch:

"Is Emily conscious?"

Caller 1:

"No, she’s not but she’s breathing really shallow."

EMS 4:

“Dispatch, EMS 4.”

Dispatch:

“Go ahead EMS 4.”

EMS 4:

“EMS 4 on scene.”

Dispatch:

“Copy. EMS 4 on scene at 17:36.”

GBPD 33:

“Dispatch, GBPD 33.”

Dispatch:

“Go ahead GBPD 33.”

GBPD 33:

“GBPD 33 on scene.”

Dispatch:

“Copy. GBPD 33 on scene at 17:37.”

Caller 1:

"Thank goodness, EMS is here. Thank you. Thank you. I'm going now." – CALL
ENDS

EMS 4:

“Dispatch, EMS 4.”

Dispatch:

“Go ahead EMS 4.”

EMS 4:

“One unconscious female, respiratory distress. En route Palmetto Regional
Medical Center cleared from 313 University Way.”

Dispatch:
“Copy. EMS 4 clear from 313 University Way at 17:44, en route to Palmetto
Regional Medical Center with one unconscious female, respiratory distress.”
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Exhibit B – Initial Police Incident Report (page 1 of 2)

GULF BREEZE UNIVERSITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

AGENCY ID

INCIDENT #

Palm City, Florida (803) 555-1234

FL04619

46-108270911

INCIDENT REPORT
PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION
INCIDENT TYPE

COMPLETED

EVENT

Assisting other Agencies –Palmetto County EMS


YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO



PREMISE
TYPE

UNITS
ENTERED

Res.

1

INCIDENT LOCATION (SUBDIVISION, APARTMENT AND NUMBER, STREET NAME AND NUMBER)

ZIP CODE

313 University Way,

27708

INCIDENT DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

17:37

TO

TYPE VICTIM

Individual






DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

DAYTIME PHONE

EVENING PHONE

NA

803-555-0789

803-555-0789

CITY

STATE

ZIP CODE

Palm City

FL

27708

ADDRESS

NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

19:05

RELATIONSHIP TO SUBJECT

Miller, Jordan
313 University Way

Business
Government
Other

WEAPON TYPE

8/29/2015

COMPLAINTANT’S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

SUBJECT NO.1

FORCED ENTRY

AKA

NA
FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULARITIES, ETC.

ADDRESS

CITY

SUBJECT (NO.1) USING:
ALCOHOL
DRUGS

YES NO
YES NO

ARRESTED NEAR OFFENSE SCENE
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

YES

STATE

ZIP CODE

DATE / TIME OF OFFENSE

DATE / TIME OF ARREST

NO

Responding Officer (RO) arrived on Scene at the above date and time in reference to an unresponsive female at the Delta Omicron Delta

NARRATIVE

house. In the back yard of the house, EMS was working on what appeared to be an unconscious teenage female. RO made contact
with chapter president Jordan Miller, pledge master Hunter Wilson, and pledge Amelia Taylor. Based upon experience, RO had
probable cause to believe that this was an alcohol based initiation. RO inquired with both Miller and Wilson as to the age of the female
and whether or not alcohol was being used. Both denied any alcohol and stated that Ms. Young merely passed out. During this time
EMS cleared the Scene to Palmetto Regional Hospital with Young. RO requested and was granted permission to search the premises for
alcohol. Additional officers arrived on Scene shortly thereafter. Once additional officers were at the residence, RO and Cpl. Dechane
conducted a thorough search of the premises. Drone footage was also taken at said premises. 500 ml. of tequila was discovered in the room.
No other illicit substances were discovered. RO interviewed Amelia Taylor following the consent search for alcohol. Taylor stated that

PROPERTY

TYPE (GROUP)

TOTAL VALUE

STOLEN
DAMAGED
BURNED
RECOVERED
SEIZED

ADMINISTRATIVE

SUBJECT IDENTIFIED
 YES
 NO

SUBJECT LOCATED

 ACTIVE
 ADM. CLOSED
 UNFOUNDED

REASON FOR EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE: 1.  OFFENDER DEATH.
4.  VICTIM DECLINES OPERATION

2.  NO PROSECUTION
5.  JUVENILE NO CUSTODY

 ARRESTED UNDER 18
 ARRESTED 18 AND OVER

 EX-CLEAR UNDER 18
 EX-CLEAR 18 AND OVER

3.  EXTRACTION DENIED

REPORTING OFFICER

DATE

24 HOUR
CLOCK

APPROVING OFFICER

DATE

UNIT NUMBER

Sgt. Riley Johnson

8/29/2015

20:11

Lt. Solomon

8/29/2015

4618

FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION REQUIRED
 YES
 NO
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EXHIBIT B: Initial Police Incident Report (page 2 of 2)
INCIDENT #

GULF BREEZE UNIVERSITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

AGENCY ID

Palm City, Florida (803) 555-1234

FL04619

46-108270911

SUPPLEMENTAL INCIDENT REPORT
PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION)
ZIP CODE

INCIDENT LOCATION (SUBDIVISION, APARTMENT AND NUMBER, STREET NAME AND NUMBER)

313 University Way

CASE #

27708

INCIDENT DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

17:27

TO

1879320

DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

COMPLAINTANT’S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

DAYTIME PHONE

EVENING PHONE

NA

803-555-0789

803-555-0789

CITY

STATE

ZIP CODE

Palm City

FL

27708

Miller, Jordan
ADDRESS

313 University Way
NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

19:05

RELATIONSHIP TO SUBJECT

AKA

SUBJECT NO.2

NA
FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULARITIES, ETC.

ADDRESS

CITY

SUBJECT (NO.2) USING:
ALCOHOL
DRUGS
DATE

YES NO
YES NO

ARRESTED NEAR OFFENSE SCENE
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

YES

STATE

ZIP CODE

DATE / TIME OF OFFENSE

DATE / TIME OF ARREST

NO

8/29/2015

24 HOUR CLOCK

19:05

the game in which all pledges were playing required them to do “burpees” and “eat brownies” as punishment if they answered questions wrong.
RO asked if this was hazing and Taylor stated that she felt it was, but she quit the game so maybe it was not. RO asked
why Taylor felt this was hazing and Taylor stated that she heard in nursing class that too much to eat while doing physical activity was harmful.
Seeing nothing that constituted a criminal violation, RO cleared the Scene, and drove to Palmetto
Regional Hospital to interview Ms. Young as to the circumstances of her collapse. Upon arrival at Palmetto Regional Hospital, RO met with ER

SUPPLEMENTAL NARRATIVE

doctor on call, Cory White. Dr. White stated that Ms. Young never regained consciousness and died subsequent to her arrival at
Palmetto Regional. RO inquired about signs of trauma indicative of criminal intervention in her death. Dr. White stated that
there was no evidence of any overt trauma which would have resulted in her death. As with state law, an autopsy would be
performed. The body was transported by the Palmetto County Coroner’s Office to the Medical Examiner’s Office at
MUSC. RO consulted with Lt. Solomon regarding the fatality of a student and RO was assigned to attend the
autopsy. RO then made contact with the Student Life Coordinator at the University and made contact with Aiken
County Sheriff’s Office (ACSO). ACSO along with a local grief counselor handled death notification to the parents.

REPORTING OFFICER

DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

SUPERVISING OFFICER

Sgt. Riley Johnson

8/29/2015

20:11

Lt. Solomon
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EXHIBIT C: Investigative Report (page 1 of 2)
INCIDENT #

GULF BREEZE UNIVERSITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

AGENCY ID

Palm City, Florida (803) 555-1234

FL04619

46-108270911

INCIDENT REPORT
PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION
INCIDENT TYPE


YES NO

Manslaughter

EVENT

Hazing



PREMISE
TYPE

UNITS
ENTERED

Res.

1

Res.

1

YES NO

YES NO



YES NO

YES NO

YES NO



INCIDENT LOCATION (SUBDIVISION, APARTMENT AND NUMBER, STREET NAME AND NUMBER)

ZIP CODE

313 University Way, Palm City, FL

27708

INCIDENT DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

17:27

TO

TYPE VICTIM

Individual
Business






Government
Other

WEAPON TYPE

UNK

DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

VICTIM’S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

19:05

RELATIONSHIP TO SUBJECT

DAYTIME PHONE

EVENING PHONE

In Care Of

UNK

UNK

CITY

STATE

ZIP CODE

Palm City

FL

27708

Young, Emily
ADDRESS

603 Moore Tower, Gulf Breeze University

SUBJECT NO.1

FORCED ENTRY

COMPLETED

NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

AKA

Wilson, Hunter L

None

FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULARITIES, ETC.

None
ADDRESS

313 University Way
SUBJECT (NO.1) USING:
ALCOHOL
DRUGS



YES NO
YES NO

CITY

STATE

ZIP CODE

Palm City

FL

27708

DATE / TIME OF OFFENSE

DATE / TIME OF ARREST

8/29/2015 17:27

9/2/2015 15:30

ARRESTED NEAR OFFENSE SCENE
UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN




YES

NO

Following the homicide ruling of the Coroner’s Office in re: Emily Young, Investigating officer questioned Wilson and

NARRATIVE

Miller. Based upon the further questioning, this officer did arrest and charge Wilson and Miller with
manslaughter and hazing. Amelia Taylor was out of town when contacted but agreed to an interview upon her return
to the campus. Interview was set for 9/19/2015 at 09:00 at the GBU PD.

PROPERTY

TYPE (GROUP)

TOTAL VALUE

STOLEN
DAMAGED
BURNED
RECOVERED
SEIZED

ADMINISTRATIVE

SUBJECT IDENTIFIED
 YES
 NO



 ACTIVE
 ADM. CLOSED

 UNFOUNDED

SUBJECT LOCATED

YES

REASON FOR EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE: 1.  OFFENDER DEATH.
4.  VICTIM DECLINES OPERATION
REPORTING OFFICER

DATE

Sgt. Riley Johnson

9/2/2015

2.  NO PROSECUTION
5.  JUVENILE NO CUSTODY

 ARRESTED UNDER 18
 ARRESTED 18 AND OVER



 EX-CLEAR UNDER 18
 EX-CLEAR 18 AND OVER

3.  EXTRACTION DENIED

24 HR CLOCK

APPROVING OFFICER

DATE

UNIT NUMBER

16:50

Lt. Solomon

9/2/2015

4618

FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION REQUIRED
 YES
 NO
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EXHIBIT C: Investigative Report (page 2 of 2)

GULF BREEZE UNIVERSITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

AGENCY ID

INCIDENT #

Palm City, Florida (803) 555-1234

FL04619

46-108270911

SUPPLEMENTAL INCIDENT REPORT
PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION)
ZIP CODE

INCIDENT LOCATION (SUBDIVISION, APARTMENT AND NUMBER, STREET NAME AND NUMBER)

313 University Way

CASE #

27708

INCIDENT DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

17:27

TO

1879320

INCIDENT DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

8/29/2015

COMPLAINTANT’S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

DAYTIME PHONE

NA

803-555-0789

CITY

STATE

ADDRESS

Palm City

FL

313 University

Miller, Jordan
ADDRESS

313 University Way

19:05

RELATIONSHIP TO SUBJECT

COMPLAINTANT’S NAME (LAST,
FIRST, MIDDLE)

Miller, Jordan

Way
NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE)

AKA

SUBJECT NO.2

Jordan Miller
FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULARITIES, ETC.

None
ADDRESS

CITY

313 University Way
SUBJECT (NO.2) USING:
ALCOHOL
DRUGS
DATE




YES NO
YES NO

STATE

Palm City
ARRESTED NEAR OFFENSE SCENE

UNKNOWN
UNKNOWN

YES


NO

9/2/2015

ZIP CODE

FL

27708

DATE / TIME OF OFFENSE

DATE / TIME OF ARREST

8/29/2015 17:27

9/2/2015 15:30

24 HOUR CLOCK

16:50

SUPPLEMENTAL NARRATIVE

Jordan Miller identified as second subject.

REPORTING OFFICER

DATE

24 HOUR CLOCK

SUPERVISING OFFICER

Sgt. Riley Johnson

9/2/15

16:50

Lt. Solomon
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EXHIBIT D: Emergency Room Record

Palmetto Regional Hospital
3505 Gulf Highway
Palm City, FL 27354
555-353-7131

EMERGENCY ROOM REPORT
PATIENT NAME: Emily Young

DATE: 8/29/2015

CONTACT NUMBER: NA

TIME OF TREATMENT: 18:01

INSURANCE COMPANY: Blue Cross Blue Shield of Florida

DATE OF BIRTH: 05/22/1994

INSURANCE PHONE NUMBER: 803-555-9615

POLICY NUMBER: FL 998405667-1

EMPLOYER: None/Student

EMPLOYER NUMBER: N/A

IF UNDER AGE OF 18, GUARDIAN NAME: N/A

CONTACT NUMBER: N/A

BILLING ADDRESS: 603 Moore Tower, Gulf Breeze University, FL 27708

VITAL SIGNS:

BLOOD PRESSURE 43/23

PULSE 58bpm

TIME OF ARRIVAL: 18:00

AGE 21 years old WEIGHT 131 lbs

BLOOD TYPE: B+
CURRENT MEDICATIONS: None known at admission
ALLERGIES: None known at admission
PHYSICIAN OF RECORD: Dr. Cory White

NURSE ON DUTY: Amanda Adams, RN

REASON FOR VISIT NOTED BY PATIENT: N/A – Patient arrived unconscious via Palmetto EMS
OBSERVATIONS MADE BY PHSICIAN: Patient arrived by Palmetto County EMS. Patient was in an unresponsive state with fixed pupils, swollen
throat, flushed skill, and labored breathing.

TREATMENT PERFORMED: Administered steroid to allow for ease of breathing and patient’s heart stopped. Code alarm triggered, immediate
resuscitation efforts began, shot of Adrenaline injected, AED paddles charged and executed four times, RN Adams administered rebreathing

bag for approximately 20 minutes. Following 20 minutes of unsuccessful life support, Time of Death was called and resuscitation efforts
ceased.

DIAGNOSIS: Acute respiratory arrest
MEDICATIONS PERSCRIBED: Anabolic Steroid, Adrenaline
ADMITTANCE DATE / TIME: 18:00
RELEASE DATE / TIME: Time of Death Notated at 18:50. Subsequent release to the Palmetto County Coroner’s Office.
FOLLOW-UP NEEDED: N/A
REFERRED TO: Palmetto County Coroner’s Office

Cory White, MD
PHYSICIAN’S SIGNATURE

DATE

PATIENT’S SIGNATURE
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DATE

EXHIBIT E: Record of Coroner (page 1 of 3)
STATE OF FLORIDA
FLORIDA BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIONS
DIVISION OF FORENSIC SCIENCES
RECORD OF CORONER
City
County
Case No.
Palm City
Palmetto
2015-470152
Name of Deceased
Emily Young
Residence of Deceased
603 Moore Tower, Gulf Breeze University, FL 27708
Age
DOB
20 years, 3 months, 7 days
5/22/94
Race
Height/Weight
Asian
65” 131lbs, 5oz

(

) Natural ( X ) Homicide

(

MANNER OF DEATH
) Suicide ( ) Accident (

) Undetermined (

) Other

CAUSE OF DEATH
Severe anaphylactic reaction.
LAST SEEN
Date
8/29/2015
FOUND
Date
8/29/2015
INJURY
Set forth below.
PRONOUNCED
Date
8/29/2015
NOTIFIED
Date
8/30/2015

( X ) Fingerprints

( X ) State ID Card

AUTHROIZED BY
PRESENT AT AUTOPSY

Hour
Hour

n/a
17:36

Place
Place

313 University Way
313 University Way

Hour
Hour

18:50
11:25

Place
By

Dr. Cory White
Lt. Clarice Starling, ACSO

BODY IDENTIFIED BY
(
) Photographs

(

) Family

AUTOPSY
CORONER NOTIFIED
Coroner Eppes
Yes
Sgt. Riley Johnson, Gulf Breeze University Police Dept., Investigating Officer
SUSPECT(S)

MORGUE INFORMATION
NAME
Palmetto Regional Hospital Date Received
8/30/2015
BODY REMOVED FROM
Palmetto Regional Hospital
TRANSPORTED BY
J.P. Dawson

( X ) Autopsy
PERFORMED BY

( ) Limited Dissection
Dr. Shawn Reed

PURPOSE
(
) External Exam
Date
8/31/2015

Hour

(

SIGNED

Dr. Shawn Reed

Date

8/31/15

APPROVED

Dr. Randall Gentry

Date

8/31/15
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19:15

) History Review
Hour
10:15

EXHIBIT E: Record of Coroner (page 2 of 3)
In accordance with the Florida Death Investigation Act, an autopsy is performed on the body of Emily L. Young at the Medical University
of Florida, Charleston, Florida, on Monday, August 31, 2015, commencing at 10:15 hours.

EXTERNAL, EXAMINATION: Body is that of an adult female, approximately 65" in height, and weighing 131 lbs. 5oz, consistent
with the documented age of 21 years. Body is received wrapped in a black zippered disaster bag and is identified by an attached name
tag and the remnants of the following clothing articles were in a sealed bag with the body:
1. White shirt and tan colored shorts with multiple pockets were worn. DOD pin worn at the upper right of shirt. Gas station
receipt and one container of Soft Lips lip gloss were located in the front right pocket. No other contents found.
2. Tan colored flip flops.
Body was refrigerated and is cool to the touch. The blood from the body pooled evenly in the lower portions of the body as it presents
on the examination table. Rigor mortis is fully fixed in the extremities and jaw.
Red scalp hair ranges to an estimated 14 inches. Irises are hazel. Equal pupils are .118 inch. Whites of the eyes do not show blood
vessels indicative of strangulation. Ears and nose are without discharge. Mouth is in good condition. Swelling of the throat, face, lips,
and tongue is noticeable.
Chest is normal size and is without lesion. Upper chest area still has medical leads attached from resuscitation efforts at Palmetto
Regional Hospital.
Hands have moderate length, irregular nails red in color with minimal dirt underneath. Dorsal right forearm has multiple purple
contusions extending from the dorsal hand to the forearm. A 1-inch group of blue ink lines is on the left outer hand. Bilateral shins lack
significant edema. An indistinct 6-inch purple contusion is around the left knee and matching on the right knee. Skin of the bilateral
shins, extending to the feet is without note. Additional superficial healed scars range to 1 inch. Varicose veins of both feet are prominent
at the arches and insteps. Toenails are short to moderate in length, painted red, and minimally irregular. Pooling of blood in the upper
back is prominent with multiple blotchy spots. Remaining extremities and back are without lesion.

EVIDENCE OF MEDICAL INTERVENTION: A single electrocardiographic lead is on the upper left chest. Injection site is visible
where IV port is still present and in place on the inside of the right forearm. Marks from AED paddles are visible on the opposing chest
sides in locations consistent with emergency cardiac resuscitation efforts. Intubation tube is still present in upper trachea extending
out of the mouth. Patient identification is still present on left wrist.

EVIDENCE OF INJURY: A 1-inch group of abrasions is on the dorsal right elbow, indicative of a fall of intermediate height.
INTERNAL EXAMINATION: The following excludes the described injuries. Soft tissues and typically positioned internal organs lack
unusual odor or color. Soft tissues and internal organs have mild breakdown of cells/tissue by self-produced enzymes.

CAVITIES: The serosal cavities have usual smooth glistening tan-pink lining. Tissues around the heart have no fibrous adhesions and
contain estimated 110 ml of fluid without clot. Remaining cavities are without excess fluid accumulation.

CARDIOVASCULAR: The 360-gram heart is smooth and glistening with mildly increased fat tissue. The valves, delicate cords, and
papillary muscles are without note. The chambers of the heart that receive blood from the veins are acutely dilated.
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EXHIBIT E: Record of Coroner (page 3 of 3)
LIVER / GALLBLADDER: The 2260-gram liver has a smooth glistening capsule. The pale yellow-brown tissue is
soft and without discreet gross lesion. The liver is without note. The typically positioned gallbladder contains an
estimated 15 ml of green sticky bile without stone; the duct is open and unobstructed.

RESPIRATORY: The examination of neck musculature lacks blood or lesion. The intact typically minimally hyoid
bone is situated between the base of the tongue and the larynx supporting the tongue, larynx and their muscles are
without note. The typically branching tracheobronchial tree has a smooth glistening tan-pink mucosa without lesion.
A moderate quantity of pink froth is within the lower bronchial tree. The typically formed 560-gram right and 530
gram left lung have smooth glistening membranes. Each is well aerated, deep purple red to pink parenchyma which
issues a small quantity of pink froth but which otherwise has no discreet gross lesion. The pulmonary blood vessels
are without note.

GASTROINTESTINAL: The typically formed tongue, esophagus, junction involving the stomach and the
esophagus, and lining of the digestive tract are without note. The stomach contains gelatin worms, commonly called
gummy worms, what was once dry dog or cat food, hard-boiled egg, partially digested animal protein, and chocolate
brownies/cake containing what appear to be chopped peanuts. The gastric tubular organ contains an estimated 550
ml of yellow-green thick opaque fluid. The small and large bowels are slightly enlarged from water presence but are
without significant gross lesion.

NEUROLOGICAL: The 1420-gram brain has a distinct grey-white matter. The symmetric hemispheres are without
gross lesion. The grey-white matter separation is without note. The brainstem and the cerebellum located between
the brain stem and the back of the cerebrum have nominal swelling. Further detail notes excessive fluid in the area.
At the brain stem area, nominal swelling noted.

MUSCULOSKELETAL:
The typically formed skeleton is without note. The intact vertebrae, ribs, pelvis, and extremity long bones are without
note.

OTHER PROCEDURES:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Documentary photographs obtained.
Blood, bile, and other fluids submitted for toxicological analysis.
Blood submitted for blood analysis.
Head and body hair submitted.
Clothing submitted for chemical determination.

AUTOPSY FINDINGS: At the time of death, this was a healthy adult female, showing no natural cause of death or
traumatic injury. Toxicological testing per report: no alcohol, nor narcotics – prescription.

OPINION: Based upon the medical science reports, as well as physical observation, this otherwise healthy 21-yearold female, Emily L. Young, died from a severe anaphylactic reaction. The widened blood vessels and dramatic
decrease in blood pressure would undoubtedly be lethal for someone of Young's height and weight. Based upon this
information, a lethal anaphylactic reaction was neither accidental nor self-inflicted.

MANNER OF DEATH: Deceased died of anaphylaxis through criminal intervention.
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EXHIBIT F: Photograph of the DOD Yard and Pledge Activities (1 of 2)
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EXHIBIT F: Photograph of the DOD Yard and Pledge Activities (2 of 2)

49

EXHIBIT G: Medical Release Form

EMERGENCY MEDICAL/GENERAL RELEASE/WARNING
DELTA OMICRON DELTA (DOD)
CHI SI Chapter
Emily
Young
(
803)
555-2600
Name of Participant:
Phone:
Address:
603 Moore Tower, Gulf Breeze University, Palm City, FL 27708
Date of Birth:
5/22/1994
Name of Emergency Contact:
Phone : (803) 555-0102
Linda Young
1.

I hereby certify that I am physically fit to participate in Delta Omicron Delta (DOD). EY
I hereby consent to be
said participant competing in events sponsored by DOD Fraternity and/or the Delta Omicron Delta Foundation.
EY

2.

By signing this contract, I agree to abide by the rules and regulations of DOD and events. I understand that signing this
contract releases from liability: DOD Fraternity, its chapters and the DOD Foundation. I understand that signing this
contract releases from liability: DOD Fraternity’s and DOD Foundation’s members, employees, officers, agents, sponsors,
judges, coaches and managers, in connection with any injury to or death of the above named participant.
EY

WARNING:

I am aware that playing or practicing to play/participate in any sport can be dangerous activity involving many risks of injury. I
understand that the dangers and risks of playing or practicing to play/participate in the above mentioned event(s) include, but are not limited to,
death, serious neck and spinal injuries which may result in complete or partial paralysis, injury to virtually all bones, joints, ligaments, muscles,
tendons and other aspects of the skeletal system, and serious injury or impairment to other aspects of my body, general health and well-being. I
understand that the dangers of playing or practicing to play/participate in the above mentioned event may result not only in serious injury, but in
serious impairment of my future abilities to earn a living, to engage in other business, social and recreational activities and generally enjoy my life.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF WARNING:

Signature of Participant:
Signature of Witness:

Emily Young, hereby acknowledge that I have been properly advised,
Hunter Wilson , that by participating in such event, I am exposing myself to the

I (student)

cautioned, and warned by the proper personnel of DOD
above described risks.

Date:
Date:

Emily Young
Hunter Wilson

8/19/2015
8/19/2015

GENERAL RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS:
General Release made August 19, 2015
by
Emily Young student of Gulf Breeze University residing at
Moore Tower
city of
Palm City , county of
Palmetto
.

603

In consideration of permission granted by me by DOD Fraternity to participate in DOD ,
Emily Young
,
I hereby release and discharge DOD Fraternity, its chapters and DOD Foundation, and their members, employees, officers, agents, sponsors, coaches,
judges and managers, from all claims, demands, actions, judgments, and executions which the undersigned’s heirs, executors, administrators, or
assigns may have or claim to have against DOD Fraternity, its chapters and DOD Foundation, their members, employees, officers, agents, sponsors,
coaches, judges, and managers for all injuries or death to me,
Emily Young
, including personal injuries or death caused by negligence, or otherwise, known or unknown, and injuries to
property, real or personal, caused by, or arising out of the above event(s). I, the undersigned, have read this general release and understand all of its
terms. I execute it voluntarily and with full knowledge of its significance. In witness whereof, I have executed this general release the day and year
set forth above written.

MEDICAL HISTORY / IMPAIRMENTS:

Please note any prior injuries, allergies, or medical history which would preclude you from

participating in DOD activities.

Nut allergy, asthma (I’m on medication…I’m good to go LOL)
Signature of Participant:
Signature of Witness:

Date:
Date:

Emily Young
Hunter Wilson
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8/19/2015
8/19/2015

EXHIBIT H: DOD Pledge Rules

ΔOΔ
PLEDGE RULES FOR DELTA OMICRON DELTA
CHI SI Chapter
Gulf Breeze University
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

Wear pledge pin all of the time (this includes on pajamas, towel to and from the shower, etc).
Carry pledge book at all times (this includes to and from the shower, etc).
Address members as "Ms." and “Mr.”; a pledge may never address a member by their first name.
All pledges will wear tan shorts and white shirts without logos or graphics on them during pledge week.
Possession of cell phones by pledges during pledge week is prohibited.
Pledges are not allowed in any portion of the DOD House except the yard until full membership status is
attained.
Mandatory pop quizzes initiated by members at any time.
Must carry backpacks to and from classes for members with the same course.
Must transport home at any time any member who calls upon a pledge to do so from any location within the
metro area.
Massive memorization of every song, local chapter affiliation and large portions of the DOD constitution is
required.
Prepare a pledge class song and skit and perform it on request whenever and wherever requested.
Wear a pledge clothing item to all University sponsored athletics activities.

Demerits may be received for any rule infraction.
Demerits must be atoned for before full initiation
 Atonement for demerits may include any of the following at a member’s request: washing laundry,
picking up meals at the Student Union, washing member’s cars, singing the DOD song during lunch in
the Student Union, swimming through the respecting pool at the library, or any other appropriately
formulated task assigned by a full member.
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EXHIBIT I: Toxicology Report for Emily Young

PALMETTO COUNTY CORONOR OFFICE LABORATORY REPORT

P
P

PALMETO COUNTY, FLORIDA

C

NAME: E. Young

Tox # 2015-0829

AGE: 21 years

BLOOD ALCOHOL: ....................................................................................................... 0.010g/ml
BLOOD DRUG SCREEN:
Amphetamines: ....................................................................................................... Negative
Antidepressants: ...................................................................................................... Negative
Barbiturates: ............................................................................................................ Negative
Benzodiazepines: .................................................................................................... Negative
Cannabioids (THC): ................................................................................................ Negative
Cocaine/Metabolites: .............................................................................................. Negative
Lidocaine: ............................................................................................................... Negative
Methadone: ............................................................................................................. Negative
Non-Opiate Narcotic Analgesic: ............................................................................. Negative
Opiates: ................................................................................................................... Negative
Phencyclidine: ......................................................................................................... Negative
Phenothiazines: ....................................................................................................... Negative
Propoxyphene: ........................................................................................................ Negative
Acetaminophen: ...................................................................................................... Negative
Salicylates: .............................................................................................................. Negative
Oxycodone: ............................................................................................................ Negative
KNOWN PRESCRIPTION MEDICATION: THEOPHYLLINE
Note: prescribed as a bronchodilator to treat asthma
Low Range

Therapeutic Range

0

5 – 15 mcg/mL
^ 3.85 mcg/mL

Requested by: Dr. Shawn Reed

Date/Time: 08/31/2015 12:21 PM

Received by: Dr. Shawn Reed

Date/Time: 09/1/2015 10:08 AM

Report by: Dr. Chuck Campbell

Date/Time: 08/31/2015 03:45 PM
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Toxic
>20 mcg/mL

EXHIBIT J: Death Certificate of Emily Young
File No – For State Registrar Only

STANDARD CERTIFICATE OF DEATH
STATE OF FLORIDA
Bureau of Vital Statistics
State Board of Health

1. Place of Death
County of Palmetto

FL-55513

Township of

Registered No.
Registration District No.

or
City of

46-055-89

Palm

(No.

St.:

(Ward)

(For use of Local Registrar) (If death occurred
in a Hospital or institution give its NAME
instead of street and Number.)

Home Address: 603 Moore Tower, Gulf
Breeze University, Palm City, FL 27708
Residence NA

2. FULL NAME Emily Young

In City

PERSONAL AND STATISTICAL PARTICULARS
3. Sex

4. Color of Race

F

5. Single, Married, Widowed, or
Divorced (write the word)

Asian

Single

6.

DATE OF BIRTH (month, day, year) May 22, 1994

7.

AGE

OCCUPATION

If married, widowed, or divorced
HUSBAND or WIFE of

21

Years

3

Months

7

Days

8. Trade, profession or particular kind of work done as spinner, lawyer,
bookkeeper, etc.
9. Industry or business in which work was done, as silk mill, saw mill, bank, etc.

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That I attended deceased from

cause of importance in order of onset were as follows:

Date of Onset

Anaphylactic Reaction

8/29/2015

10. Date deceased last worked at this occupation (month and year)
11. Total time (years) spent in this occupation

Name of operation

14. BIRTHPLACE ( city or town) Easley, Florida

16. BIRTHPLACE ( city or town) Douglass, Georgia

17. Information
(Address)

18. BURIAL, CREMATION, OR REMOVAL
Place
Date
19. UNDERTAKER
(Address)
/

What test confirmed diagnosis?

Yes

Date
Was there an autopsy?

23. If death was due to external causes (violence) fill in the following:

15. NAME Linda Young

20. FILED

Was this death due to pregnancy or to childbirth? If so, state which.
Contributory causes of importance not related to principal cause
Asthma.

13. NAME William Young
FATHER

21. DATE OF DEATH (month, day and year)
August, 29, 2015

8/29/2015 to 8/29/2015. I last saw Emily Young alive on
8/29/2015, death is said to have occurred on the date stated above, at
18:50. The principal cause of death and related

12. BIRTHPLACE (city or town) Aiken
(State or Country) Florida

MOTHER

7 Days

MEDICAL CERTIFICATE OF DEATH

22.

a.

21 Yrs 3 Mos

/
(Registrar Signature)

Accident, suicide, or homicide?
Date of Injury
Where did the injury occur?
(Specify city or town and state)
Specify whether injury occurred in industry, in home, or in public place
Manner of Injury

Nature of Injury

24. Was disease or injury in any way related to occupation of deceased?
no
If so, specify
(Signed) Cory White
M.D.
Address
3505 Gulf Highway, Palm City, FL 27354
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EXHIBIT K: Dr. Martinez’s Report

Tristan Martinez, M.D.
180 Glen Burnie Drive, Baltimore, MD 21282 – Phone: 301.555.1278
Pathology Report - CONFIDENTIAL – Defense Work Product
SUBJECT NAME:
DECEDANT’S ADDRESS:

Emily Young
DATE OF DEATH: 8/29/2015
603 Moore Tower
Gulf Breeze University
Palm City, FL 27708
LOCATION OF DEATH:
Palmetto Regional Hospital ATTENDING PHYSICIAN: Dr. White
DATE OF AUTOPSY:
8/31/2015
AT BEHEST OF: State of Florida
AUTOPSY CONDUCTED BY: Dr. Shawn Reed
RECORDS AVAILABLE FOR EXAMINATION:
Medical Waiver, Emergency Room Records, Death Certificate, Autopsy Record, E-911 Transcript, Family Medical History
and Limited Records from Primary Care Physician

Pursuant to defense counsel request, I have reviewed all of the above listed records to ascertain the cause of death for
Emily Young. In particular, I reviewed the report of the Coroner’s Office and autopsy report due to the rare cause of death
listed.
Emily Young died at Palmetto Regional Hospital on August 29, 2015. Immediately prior to her death, she had been a pledge
at the Delta Omicron Delta Honors Society and was participating in events termed as the “Fearsome Five.” At one of these
events, she collapsed and was transported to Palmetto Regional Hospital by Palmetto County EMS.
The cause of death was listed as anaphylaxis and was ruled as a homicide by the Coroner’s Office. As a result of narrowed
airways, the blood vessels widened, making the blood pressure dramatically fall, here to a dangerous and fatal level. In the
autopsy findings, no mention is made of testing for hypotension or for treatment of such. This would be an intervening factor
that could cause the dramatic decrease in blood pressure. In the documents provided by the State, a medical release for
Emily Young was included. The medical release indicates in her own handwriting no medical conditions or impairments
that would preclude her from activities. The family history and medical records from the primary care physician both indicate
a genetic history of hypotension. Furthermore, Ms. Young suffers from asthma. This strongly suggests that a condition the
airways in her lungs and an alteration of breathing patterns existed in Ms. Young and was missed by the autopsy. A
personal history of medical diagnoses would be a condition necessary to disclose on any medical release.
Additionally, there was no treatment or diagnosis of anaphylaxis either by the paramedic with the EMS unit or by the treating
emergency room physician. Had either of these professionals made the correct diagnosis, Ms. Young could have been
rapidly treated with an injection that would bring the body chemistry back into balance. This treatment would have prevented
the coma and death. The treatment could have even averted damage to the airways and blood vessels, but definitely would
have prevented the coma and death.
In my professional medical opinion, the ineptness of the paramedic and ER attending physician in addition to the lack of
disclosure by Ms. Young led to her death. The autopsy report was incomplete and thus negligent by not conducting
serology tests to determine if an underlying hypotension condition could have contributed to or been the root cause for
Ms. Young’s death.
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APPLICABLE STATUTES

Fla. Statute § 782.07. Manslaughter.
The killing of a human being by the act, procurement, or culpable negligence of another,
without lawful justification according to the provisions of chapter 776 and in cases in which
such killing shall not be excusable homicide or murder, according to the provisions of this
chapter, is manslaughter, a felony of the second degree.
Fla. Statute § 1006.63. Hazing.
“Hazing” means any action or situation that recklessly or intentionally endangers the mental or
physical health or safety of a student for purposes including, but not limited to, initiation or
admission into or affiliation with any organization operating under the sanction of a
postsecondary institution. “Hazing” includes, but is not limited to, pressuring or coercing the
student into violating state or federal law, any brutality of a physical nature, such as whipping,
beating, branding, exposure to the elements, forced consumption of any food, liquor, drug, or
other substance, or other forced physical activity that could adversely affect the physical health
or safety of the student, and also includes any activity that would subject the student to
extreme mental stress, such as sleep deprivation, forced exclusion from social contact, forced
conduct that could result in extreme embarrassment, or other forced activity that could
adversely affect the mental health or dignity of the student. Hazing does not include customary
athletic events or other similar contests or competitions or any activity or conduct that furthers
a legal and legitimate objective.
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JURY INSTRUCTIONS
MANSLAUGHTER
§ 782.07, Fla. Stat.
To prove the crime of Manslaughter, the State must prove the following two elements beyond a reasonable
doubt:
1.

EMILY YOUNG is dead.

2.

The death of EMILY YOUNG was caused by the culpable negligence of HUNTER WILSON.

The defendant cannot be guilty of manslaughter by committing a merely negligent act.
I will now define “culpable negligence” for you. Each of us has a duty to act reasonably toward others. If there
is a violation of that duty, without any conscious intention to harm, that violation is negligence. But culpable
negligence is more than a failure to use ordinary care toward others. In order for negligence to be culpable, it
must be gross and flagrant. Culpable negligence is a course of conduct showing reckless disregard of human
life, or of the safety of persons exposed to its dangerous effects, or such an entire want of care as to raise a
presumption of a conscious indifference to consequences, or which shows wantonness or recklessness, or a
grossly careless disregard for the safety and welfare of the public, or such an indifference to the rights of others
as is equivalent to an intentional violation of such rights.
The negligent act or omission must have been committed with an utter disregard for the safety of others.
Culpable negligence is consciously doing an act or following a course of conduct that the defendant must have
known, or reasonably should have known, was likely to cause death or great bodily injury.
HAZING
§ 1006.63, Fla. Stat.
To prove the crime of Hazing, the State must prove the following three elements beyond a reasonable doubt:
1.
EMILY YOUNG was a student at Gulf Breeze University who sought initiation, admission into, or
affiliation with, Delta Omicrom Delta Organization (“DOD”).
2.
Delta Omicrom Delta Organization “DOD” was an organization operating under the sanction of a
postsecondary institution.
3.
HUNTER WILSON intentionally or recklessly forced EMILY YOUNG to consume food or other
substances that resulted in the death of EMILY YOUNG.
“Hazing” means any action or situation that recklessly or intentionally endangers the mental or physical
health or safety of a student for purposes including, but not limited to, initiation or admission into or affiliation
with any organization operating under the sanction of a postsecondary institution. “Hazing” includes, but is not
limited to, pressuring or coercing the student into violating state or federal law, any brutality of a physical
nature, such as whipping, beating, branding, exposure to the elements, forced consumption of any food, liquor,
drug, or other substance, or other forced physical activity that could adversely affect the physical health or
safety of the student, and also includes any activity that would subject the student to extreme mental stress, such
as sleep deprivation, forced exclusion from social contact, forced conduct that could result in extreme
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embarrassment, or other forced activity that could adversely affect the mental health or dignity of the student.
Hazing does not include customary athletic events or other similar contests or competitions or any activity or
conduct that furthers a legal and legitimate objective.
“Recklessly” means a willful or wanton disregard for the safety of persons.
“Intentionally” means knowingly, willfully and purposely.
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RULES OF THE STATE COMPETITION
Rule I: Team Composition/Presentation
1) The competition is open to students currently enrolled in grades 9-12 in Florida schools. All students on
a team must be enrolled in the same school in the district they are representing.
2) Only one team may represent a high school at any level of competition.
3) Teams shall consist of six to eight students including alternates to be used in any manner deemed
appropriate by the teacher and coach, as long as the distribution of duties does not conflict with
competition Rule IV. For each trial round, teams shall use three students as attorneys and three students
as witnesses.
4) Students may switch roles for different rounds of trials (i.e. a student may be an attorney for the defense
and a witness for the Prosecution during separate rounds).
5) Each team must be fully prepared to argue both sides of the case. (Plaintiff/Prosecution and
Defense/Defendant) using six team members.
6) Students of either gender may portray the role of any witness. The competition will strive to make roles
gender neutral. However, some cases will warrant a specific gender role. In such cases, students of either
gender may portray the role but the gender of the witness may not change from the case as presented.
7) Team Roster/"Roll" Call
Copies of the Team Roster form must be completed and returned prior to arrival at the competition
site. Teams should be identified by the code assigned at registration.
Before beginning a trial, teams will be asked to prepare a "Roll Call" list to identify the students
participating in each round and their corresponding roles. No information identifying team origin
should appear on the list.
8) All teacher coaches and students must attend the mandatory general assembly/orientation. Attorney
coaches who accompany their team must also be present.
9) Immediately following the mandatory general assembly, all teachers and attorney coaches affiliated with
participating Mock Trial teams must attend a Teacher and Coaches Meeting, which will include a review
of the rules and power matching system.
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Rule II: The Case
1) The case may contain any or all of the following stipulations: documents, narratives, exhibits, witness
statements, etc.
2) The stipulations (and fact statements, if any) may not be disputed at the trial. Witness statements may not be
altered.
3) All witnesses must be called.
Rule III: Trial Presentation
1) The trial proceedings will be governed by the Florida Mock Trial Simplified Rules of Evidence. Other more
complex rules may not be raised at the trial. Questions or interpretations of these rules are within the discretion
of the State Mock Trial Advisory Committee, whose decision is final.
2) Each witness is bound by the facts contained in his/her own witness statement, the Statement of Facts, if
present, and/or any necessary documentation relevant to his/her testimony. Fair extrapolations may be
allowed, provided reasonable inference may be made from the witness' statement. If, in direct examination,
an attorney asks a question which calls for extrapolated information pivotal to the facts at issue, the
information is subject to objection outside the scope of the problem.
If, on cross-examination, an attorney asks for unknown information, the witness may or may not
respond, so long as any response is consistent with the witness' statement or affidavit and does not
materially affect the witness' testimony.
Adding facts that are inconsistent with the witness statement or with the Stipulated Facts and which
would be relevant with respect to any issue in the case is not permitted. Examples include, but are not
limited to (a) creating a physical or mental disability, (b) giving a witness a criminal or bad record
when none is suggested by the statements, (c) creating facts which give a witness standing as an expert
and (d) materially changing the witness' profession, character, memory, mental or physical ability
from the witness’ statement by testifying to "recent changes."
3) If certain witnesses are stipulated to as experts, their expert qualifications may not be challenged or impeached
by the opposing side. However, their testimony concerning the facts of the case may be challenged.
4) On direct examination, the witness is limited to the facts given. If a witness testifies in contradiction to the
facts given in the witness statement, that testimony may be impeached on cross-examination by the opposition
through the correct use of the affidavit. The procedure is outlined in the Rules of Evidence.
5) On cross-examination, no restrictions will be made on the witness or the cross-examination, except that the
answer must be responsive and the witness can be impeached.
If the attorney who is cross-examining the witness asks a question, the answer to which is not contained
in the stipulations or affidavit then the witness may respond to that question with any answer as long
as the answer does not contradict or materially change the affidavit.
If the answer by the witness is contrary to the stipulations or the affidavit, the cross-examination
attorney may impeach the witness.
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6) Use of voir dire examination of a witness is not permitted.
Rule IV: Student Attorneys
1) Team members are to evenly divide their duties. During any single round, each of the three attorneys will
conduct one direct and one cross; in addition, one will present the opening statements and another will
present closing arguments. In other words, the attorney duties for each team will be divided as follows:
a) Opening Statements
b) Direct/Re-direct Examination of Witness #1
c) Direct/Re-direct Examination of Witness #2
d) Direct/Re-direct Examination of Witness #3
e) Cross/Re-cross Examination of Witness #1
f) Cross/Re-cross Examination of Witness #2
g) Cross/Re-cross Examination of Witness #3
h) Closing Arguments
i) Prosecution’s optional closing rebuttal (see Rule XV)
Opening statements must be given by both sides at the beginning of the trial.
The attorney who will examine a particular witness on direct examination is the only person who
may make the objections to the opposing attorney's questions of that witness on cross examination,
and the attorney who will cross-examine a witness will be the only one permitted to make objections
during the direct examination of that witness.
Each team must call the three witnesses listed in the case materials. Witnesses must be called only by
their own team and examined by both sides. Witnesses may not be recalled.
2) Attorneys may use notes in presenting their cases. Witnesses are not permitted to use notes while testifying
during the trial.
3) To permit judges to hear and see better, attorneys will stand during opening and closing statements, direct and
cross-examinations, all objections, and whenever addressing the presiding judge. Students may move from
the podium only with the permission of the presiding judge.

Rule V: Swearing of Witnesses
The presiding judge will indicate that all witnesses are assumed to be sworn.
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Rule VI: Case Materials
Students may read other cases, materials, and articles in preparation for the mock trial. However,
students may cite only the case materials given, and they may introduce into evidence only those
documents given in the official packet. In addition, students may not use, even for demonstrative
purposes, any materials that are not provided in the official packet. The following are not permitted:
props, costumes, enlargements, computers, phones, or electronic devices of any kind.
Rule VII: Trial Communication
Instructors, alternates, and observers shall not talk to, signal, communicate with, or coach their teams
during trial. This rule remains in force during any recess time that may occur. Team members within
the bar area may, among themselves, communicate during the trial; however, no disruptive
communication is allowed.
Non-team members, alternate team members, teachers, and coaches must remain outside the bar in the
spectator section of the courtroom. Only the six members participating in this round may sit inside
the bar.
Rule VIII: Trial Start Time
The starting time of any trial will not be delayed for longer than ten minutes unless approved by the
Mock Trial Coordinator. Incomplete teams will have to begin without their other members or with
alternates.
Rule IX: Conduct/Attire
All participants are expected to demonstrate proper courtroom decorum and display collegial
sportsmanlike conduct. Appropriate courtroom attire is required. Adherence to the Code of
Ethics is expected of all participants.
Rule X: Videotaping/Photography
Cameras and recording devices are permitted in certain courtrooms; however, the use of such
equipment may not be disruptive and must be approved in advance of the competition by The
Florida Law Related Education Association, Inc. When one team requests to videotape during a
trial, the opposing team must be consulted and their permission granted prior to taping.
Rule XI: Witnesses
Witnesses are to remain in the courtroom during the entire trial.

Rule XII: Jury Trial
For purposes of the competition, students will assume this is a jury trial. The scoring judges will act
as the jury. The presiding judge is the trial judge. Students should address the scoring judges and the
presiding judge.
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Rule XIII: Viewing a Trial
Team members, alternates, attorney coaches, teacher coaches, and any other persons directly associated
with a mock trial team, except those authorized by the State Advisory Committee, are not allowed to
view other teams in competition so long as their team remains in the competition. Judges should
maintain order in the courtroom. If observers are disorderly, they will be asked to vacate the premises.

Rule XIV: Decisions
ALL DECISIONS OF THE JUDGES ARE FINAL.
Rule XV: Time Limits
1. A total time will be given to each side for direct, cross, re-direct, and re-cross.
The sequence and time limits are:
Opening Statements

5 minutes per side

Direct Examination and Re-direct
Examination (optional)

24 minutes total per side

Cross Examination and Re-cross
Examination (optional)

21 minutes total per side

Closing Argument

5 minutes per side

None of the foregoing may be waived except the optional times, nor the order changed.
The Plaintiff/Prosecution gives the opening statement first. The Plaintiff/Prosecution gives the closing
argument first; the Plaintiff/ Prosecution may reserve one minute or less of the closing time for a
rebuttal. Plaintiff/Prosecution must notify the judge before beginning closing argument if the rebuttal
time is requested. The Plaintiff’s/Prosecution’s rebuttal is limited to the scope of the defense’s closing
argument.
Attorneys are not required to use the entire time allotted to each part of the trial. Time remaining in
one part of the trial may not be transferred to another part of the trial.
2. Timing will halt during objections and responses to objections. Timing will not halt during the
admission of documentary evidence, unless there is an objection by opposing counsel. In the interest
of fairness, time extensions may be granted at the discretion of the presiding judge. All objections should
be argued in open court, not at the bench. Timing will resume after the judge has ruled on the objection.
Students should avoid the use of tactics to "run out the clock" during the admission of evidence. Judges
will be instructed to consider this in the Team Ethics scoring category.
3. A "timekeeper" will be provided and will keep the official time of the trial. The timekeeper's role will be
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expanded to time the 10 minute debrief session for each side. This will help ensure that the schedule is
maintained. The timekeeper will announce to the court when time has expired in each of the separate
segments of the trial. Further, the timekeeper will bring a calculator to each courtroom and double check
the scores of scoring judges to ensure no ties. Judges will be instructed not to tie the teams during any
round. This will eliminate the issue of vote assignments during ties.
4. Teams are permitted to keep their own time. However, this will not be considered the official time of the
trial. Teams are not permitted to have an extra person be the timekeeper. One of the six participants
may be the timekeeper. Team timekeepers must not interfere with the trial or obstruct the view of any
witness.
Rule XVI: Judging
1) The presiding judge provides a mandatory performance vote during each round/trial for the team that he
or she feels gave the better performance during that round/trial.
The presiding judge does not award points to the teams. The presiding judge’s score sheet is a short
form on which the judge declares which team in his or her opinion exhibited the best performance.
The presiding judge should not announce the mandatory performance vote.
2) The scoring judges (jury) will utilize prepared score sheets to rate the quality of the students' performances
in the round/trial. The judges will be instructed to rate the performance of all witnesses and attorneys on the
team. Judges will not announce the presentation decision. Judges should make field notes on students'
performances during the round/trial.
3) Judges will be instructed not to tie teams in any round/trial. In the event scores are computed by the judges
and errors are found in the computations, score room staff will correct the errors and the corrected scores will
be the official scores after adding the individual categories/assessments.
4) The team receiving the majority of the performance votes from the three judges is declared the winner of the
trial/round.
5) To enhance the students' learning experience, the judges will be instructed to give each team an oral critique
after their deliberation. The decision on which team gave the better performance will not be given to the
participants. Students and their coaches will have the opportunity to meet informally with all the judges for
20 minutes (10 minutes per team) immediately following the round/trial. Score sheets should be completed
before the debriefing. Debriefing sessions will be timed by the timekeepers to avoid lengthy debriefs.
6) ALL DECISIONS OF THE JUDGES ARE FINAL.
7) The Team Ethics category will score students on the standards recognized in the Code of Ethical Conduct.
8) Attorney coaches of mock trial teams that do not advance from the local competition may not serve as a judge
in any capacity at any level of competition during the remainder of the competition year.
Teacher coaches of mock trial teams may not serve as judges in any capacity. Teacher coaches may
serve as timekeepers if their team does not advance from their local competition.
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Rule XVII: Dispute Settlement
1) Reporting a Rules Violation Inside the Bar
If any team has serious reason to believe that a material rules violation has occurred during a trial
round, one student attorney member of the team shall communicate that a dispute exists to the
presiding judge immediately after the trial is over and before the critique begins. The scoring judges
will be excused from the courtroom, but should remain in the vicinity.
2) The presiding judge will ask that both teams remain in the courtroom. A dispute form shall be completed
by the student attorney to record in writing the nature of the dispute. The student attorney may
communicate with other student attorneys and witnesses on the team before preparing the form. No more
than 3 minutes may be taken to complete the form.
At no time in this process may team sponsors or coaches communicate or consult with the students.
Only student attorneys may invoke the dispute procedure.
3) Dispute Resolution Procedure
The presiding judge will review the written dispute and determine whether the dispute should be heard
or denied. If the dispute is denied, the judge will record the reasons for this, announce her/his decision
to the Court, retire to complete his/her score sheet (if applicable), and turn the dispute form in with the
score sheets. If the presiding judge feels the grounds for the dispute merit a hearing, the form will be
shown to opposing student counsel for their written response. After the team has recorded its response
and transmitted it to the judge, the judge will ask each team to designate a spokesperson. After the
spokespersons have had time (not to exceed three minutes) to prepare their arguments, the presiding
judge will conduct a hearing on the dispute, providing each team's spokesperson three minutes for a
presentation. The spokespersons may be questioned by the presiding judge. At no time in this process
may team sponsors or coaches communicate or consult with the student attorneys. After the hearing,
the presiding judge will adjourn the court and retire to consider her/his ruling on the dispute. The
judge will make a final decision as to whether or not a rules violation has occurred. That decision will
be recorded in writing on the dispute form. The presiding judge is not required to announce his/her
decision to students.
4) Effect of Violation on Score
If the presiding judge determines that a substantial rules violation has occurred, the presiding judge
will inform the scoring judges of the dispute and provide a summary of each team's argument. The
scoring judges will consider the dispute before finalizing their scores. The dispute may or may not
affect the final decision, but the matter will be left to the discretion of the scoring judges. All decisions
of the judges are FINAL.
Rule XVIII: Reporting a Rules Violation Outside the Bar
1. Disputes that (a) involve people other than student team members and (b) occur outside the bar
only during a trial round may be brought by teacher or attorney-coaches exclusively. Such disputes
must be entered on a complaint form and turned in to the registration area. The Mock Trial State
Coordinator and/or Advisory Committee will review the dispute for appropriate action, if needed.
Decisions and actions of the coordinator and/or committee are FINAL.
64

Rule XIX: Score Sheets/Ballots
a) Score sheets will be completed individually by scoring judges. The presiding judge will cast a mandatory
performance vote, but no points for each round. Judges may not inform students of score sheet results.
b) The term “ballot” will refer to the decision made by a scoring judge as to which team made the best
presentation in the round. The term “score sheet” is used in reference to the form on which speaker and
team points are recorded. Score sheets are to be completed individually by the scoring judges. Scoring
judges are not bound by the rulings of the presiding judge. The team that earns the highest points on
an individual judge’s score sheet is the winner of that ballot. The team that receives the majority of
the three ballots wins the round. The ballot votes determine the win/loss record of the team for powermatching and ranking purposes. While the judging panel may deliberate on any special awards (i.e.,
Outstanding Attorney/Witness) the judging panel should not deliberate on individual scores.
c) Individual assessment categories including team ethics and team performance shall be judged on a 110 scale by scoring judges only.
d) In the event of a mathematical error in tabulation by scoring judges, score room staff will enter the correct
tabulation of the scores.
Rule XX: State Competition Power Matching/Seeding Model
1) The Florida High School Mock Trial Competition uses a power matching system.
2) A random method of selection will determine the opponents in the first round. A power match system
will determine opponents for all other rounds. The two schools emerging with the strongest record from
the four rounds will advance to the final round. The first-place team will be determined by ballots
from the championship round only.
3) Power matching will provide that:
a) Pairings for the first round will be at random.
b) All teams are guaranteed to present each side of the case at least once.
c) Brackets will be determined by win/loss record. Sorting within brackets will be determined in the
following order: (1) win/loss record; (2) ballots; (3) total points; then (4) point spread. The team with
the highest number of ballots in the bracket will be matched with the team with the lowest number of
ballots in the bracket; the next highest with the next lowest, and so on until all teams are paired.
d) If there are an odd number of teams in a bracket, the team at the bottom of that bracket will be matched
with the top team from the next lower bracket.
e) Teams will not meet the same opponent twice.
f) To the greatest extent possible, teams will alternate side presentation in subsequent rounds. Bracket
integrity in power matching will supersede alternate side presentation.
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Rule XXI: Completion of Score Sheets
1. Each scoring judge shall record a number of points (1-10) for each presentation of the round/trial. At the
end of the trial, each scoring judge shall total the sum of each team’s individual points and place this sum
in the column totals box. The team with the greater number of points wins that scoring judge’s
performance vote/ballot for that trial/round.
2. The presiding judge shall circle either Plaintiff/Prosecution or defense/defendant on his or her score
sheet/ballot to indicate which team the presiding judge feels gave the better performance during the
trial/round. The team that the presiding judge circles on their score sheet/ballot receives that presiding
judge’s performance vote/ballot for that trial/round.
Rule XXII: State Competition Team Advancement
Teams will be ranked based on the following criteria in the order listed:
1) Win/Loss Record – equals the number of rounds won or lost by a team.
2) Total Number of Ballots – equals the total number of judge’s votes a team earned in preceding
rounds.
3) Total Number of Points Accumulated in Each Round.
4) Point Spread Against Opponents – the point spread is the difference between the total points earned
by the team whose tie is being broken less the total points of that team’s opponent in each previous
round. The greatest sum of these point spreads will break the tie in favor of the team with that
largest cumulative point spread.
Rule XXIII: Effect of a Bye/Default
1. A “bye” becomes necessary when an odd number of teams are present for the tournament. For the purpose
of advancement and seeding, when a team draws a bye or wins by default, the winning team for that round
will be given a win and the number of ballots and points equal to the average of all winning team’s ballots
and points of that same round. The Mock Trial State Coordinator may, if time and space allow, arrange
for a “bye round” to allow teams drawing a bye to compete against one another in order to earn a true
score.
2. The Mock Trial State Coordinator has the discretion on how to handle a bye in all rounds of the tournament.
Rule XXIV: Eligibility
1. All students on a team must be enrolled in the same public or private school in the district for which they
are competing.
2. Each judicial circuit may send only one team to compete in the Florida High School Mock Trial State
Finals.
3. The Mock Trial State Coordinator reserves the right to enlist participation from each district and circuit.
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Rule XXV: State Competition Awards
Trophies will be awarded to the top five teams. Four best witness awards and four best attorney awards
will also be presented. Both the presiding judge and the scoring judges will vote on the best witness
and best attorney awards. Additionally, two professionalism awards will be awarded based upon team
recommendations. Student certificates and school plaques will be presented to all participants.
Rule XXVI: Interpretation of State Competition Rules
1. All rules of competition for the Florida High School Mock Trial Competition, as set forth above, are
subject to the interpretation of the Advisory Committee of the Florida High School Mock Trial
Competition.
2. No exceptions are permitted at the competition site unless approval has been given by the Advisory
Committee prior to the competition.
3. The Advisory Committee and/or State Mock Trial Coordinator will serve as the final arbiter at the
competition site.
4. The Florida High School Mock Trial Competition Advisory Committee may invite additional circuit teams
to participate in the State Finals Competition if it determines, in its sole discretion, that doing so would
provide for diversity within the competition, would resolve disputes at the circuit level in a fair manner,
or would otherwise advance the goals of the competition and serve the students who have competed at the
circuit level.
Rule XXVII: Circuit Competitions
1. The State competition power matching and seeding system is optional for use during circuit competitions.
2. Team advancement procedures will be the responsibility of circuit coordinators.
3. Circuit coordinators should contact The Florida Law Related Education Association, Inc. for approved
alternate models.
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SIMPLIFIED RULES OF EVIDENCE AND PROCEDURE
In American courts, elaborate rules are used to regulate the kind of proof (i.e., spoken testimony by
witnesses or physical evidence) that can be used in trials. These rules are designed to ensure that both parties
receive a fair hearing. Under the rules, any testimony or physical objects deemed irrelevant, incompetent,
untrustworthy, or unduly prejudicial may be kept out of the trial.
If it appears that a rule of evidence is being violated, an attorney may raise an objection to the judge.
Usually, the attorney stands and says, "I object, your honor," and then gives the reason for the objection.
Sometimes the attorney whose questions or actions are being objected to will then explain why he or she thinks
the rule was not violated. The judge then decides whether the rule has been violated and whether the testimony
or physical items must be excluded from the trial.
Official rules of evidence are quite complicated. They also differ depending on the kind of court where
the trial occurs. For purposes of this mock trial competition, the rules of evidence you will use have been made
less complicated than those used in actual courts. The ideas behind these simplified rules are similar to actual
rules of evidence.
A.

Witness Examination/Questioning
1. Direct Examination
Attorneys call and question their own witnesses using direct as opposed to leading questions.
Example:
Elyse Roberts is called by her attorney to explain the events leading up to her filing suit against
Potomac County.
“Ms. Roberts, where do you work? How long have you worked there? Please describe your
working relationship with Mr. Kevin Murphy during the first month of employment. Why did you
meet with your supervisor, Fran Troy? Did you seek advice from a therapist during this time?”
Questions such as the above do not suggest the answer. Instead, they introduce a witness to a particular
area of importance, leaving the witness free to relate the facts. Obviously, the witness will have been
prepared to answer such questions in a particular way. But the question by its terms does not "lead" to
the answer.
a. Leading Questions
A leading question is one that suggests the answer. It does not simply call the witness' attention
to a subject. Rather, it indicates or tells the witness what the answer should be about that subject.
Leading questions are not permitted on direct examination, but questions on cross-examination
should be leading.
Examples:
“Mrs. Roberts, despite repeated invitations, you chose not to participate in office social
functions, correct?”
“Isn't it true, that due to all the stress from work you decided to go to a therapist?”
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These questions are obviously in contrast to the direct examination questions in the preceding
section. Leading questions suggest the answer to the witness. This is not proper for direct
examination when a party is questioning its own witness.
b. Narration
While the purpose of direct examination is to get the witness to tell a story, the questions must ask
for specific information. The questions must not be so broad that the witness is allowed to wander
or "narrate" a whole story. At times, the witness' answer to a direct question may go beyond the
facts asked for by the question asked. Narrative questions are objectionable.
Example Narrative Question:
“Ms. Roberts, please tell the court about the events that contributed to your decision to sue
the county.”
Narrative Answer:
“It all began the night I found out that it was the county that was dumping on my land. At first
I thought it was my neighbors, but they denied having any part in the dumping. I decided to
watch my vacant lot and see if I could catch the person responsible. I drove down to my lot
the night of the 13th and parked in a place where I could see the lot but no one could see me…”
c. Scope of Witness Examination
Direct examination may cover all facts relevant to the case of which the witness has first-hand
knowledge.
d. Character
For the purpose of this mock trial, evidence about the character of a party may not be introduced
unless the person’s character is an issue in the case.
i. Methods of Proving Character (Section 90.405)
1. Reputation: When evidence of the character of a person or of a trait of his/her character is
admissible, proof may be made by testimony about his/her reputation.
2. Specific Instances of Conduct: When character or a trait of character of a person is an
essential element of a charge, claim, or defense, proof may be made of specific instances
of his/her conduct.
e. Refreshing Recollection
When a witness uses a writing or other item to refresh his/her memory while testifying, an adverse
party is entitled to have such writing or other item produced at the hearing to inspect it, to crossexamine the witness thereon, and to introduce it, or in the case of writing, to introduce those
portions which relate to the testimony of the witness, in evidence.
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2. Cross Examination (questioning the opposing side’s witnesses)
Cross-examination should involve leading questions. In fact, it is customary to present a witness with
a proposition and ask the witness to either agree or disagree. Thus, good cross-examination calls only
for a yes or no answer.
Examples:
“Mr. Roberts, in direct examination you testified that litigation was very stressful for you, correct?
In fact you were so stressed that you did work at home or called in sick. Isn't this true?”
“As an assistant district attorney, you knew that trying only three cases while settling 75 cases
was not a job performance your supervisor would rate highly, didn't you?”
“Thus given the stress you felt, your poor attendance at work and poor job performance, it was
not unusual for your supervisor to transfer you to another Bureau, was it?”
Leading questions are permissible on cross-examination. Questions tending to evoke a narrative
answer should be avoided.
a. Scope of Witness Examination
Cross-examination is not limited. Attorneys may ask questions of a particular witness that relate
to matters brought out by the opposing side on direct examination of that witness, matters relating
to the credibility of the witness, and additional matters otherwise admissible, that were not covered
on direct examination.
b. Impeachment
On cross-examination, the attorney may want to show the court that the witness should not be
believed. A witness' credibility may be impeached by showing evidence of the witness' character
and conduct, prior convictions, and prior inconsistent statements. If the witness testifies differently
from the information in their sworn affidavit, it may then be necessary to "impeach" the witness.
That is, the attorney will want to show that the witness previously said something that contradicts
the testimony on the stand.
i. Impeachment Procedure
Impeachment may be done by comparing what a witness says on the witness stand at trial to
what is contained in the witness' affidavit. By pointing out the differences between what a
witness now says and what the witness' affidavit says, the attorney shows that the witness has
contradicted himself or herself.
ii. Who May Impeach?
Any party, including the party calling the witness, may attack the credibility of a witness by:
1. Introducing statements of the witness which are inconsistent with his/her present
testimony;
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2. Showing that the witness is biased;
3. Attaching the character of the witness in accordance with the state mock trial competition
rules of evidence and procedure;
4. Showing a defect of capacity, ability, or opportunity in the witness to observe, remember,
or recount the matters about which he/she testified; and
5. Proof by other witnesses that material facts are not as testified to by the witness being
impeached.
iii. Section 90.610 Conviction of Certain Crimes as Impeachment
A party may attack the credibility of any witness, including an accused, by evidence that the
witness has been convicted of a crime if the crime was punishable by death or imprisonment
in excess of 1 year under the law under which he was convicted, or if the crime involved
dishonesty or a false statement regardless of the punishment, with the following exceptions:
1. Evidence of any such conviction is inadmissible in a civil trial if it is so remote in time as
to have no bearing on the present character of the witness.
2. Evidence of juvenile adjudications is inadmissible under this subsection.
iv. Section 90.614 Prior Statements of Witness
1. When witness is examined concerning his prior written statement or concerning an oral
statement that has been reduced to writing, the court, on motion of the adverse party, shall
order the statement to be shown to the witness or its contents disclosed to him.
2. Extrinsic evidence of a prior inconsistent statement by a witness is inadmissible unless the
witness is first afforded an opportunity to explain or deny the prior statement and the
opposing party is afforded an opportunity to interrogate him on it, or the interests of justice
otherwise require. If a witness denies making or does not distinctly admit that he has made
the prior inconsistent statement, extrinsic evidence of such statement is admissible. This
subsection is not applicable to admissions of a party-opponent.
3. Re-direct and re-cross examination/questioning. If the credibility or reputation for
truthfulness of the witness has been attacked on cross-examination, the attorney whose
witness has been damaged may wish to ask several more questions. These questions should
be limited to the damage the attorney thinks has been done and should be phrased so as to
try to "save" the witness' truth-telling image in the eyes of the court. Re-direct examination
is limited to issues raised by the attorney on cross-examination. Re-cross examinations
follows re-direct examination but is limited to the issues raised on re-direct only and should
avoid repetition. The presiding judge may exercise reasonable control over questioning so
as to make questioning effective to ascertain truth, avoid needless waste of time, and
protect witnesses from harassment.
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B.

Objections
An attorney can object any time the opposing attorneys have violated the rules of evidence. The attorney
wishing to object should stand up and do so at the time of the violation. When an objection is made, the
judge may ask the reason for it. Then the judge may turn to the attorney whose question or action is being
objected to, and that attorney usually will have a chance to explain why the judge should not accept the
objection. The judge will then decide whether a question or answer must be discarded because it has violated
a rule of evidence or whether to allow the question or answer to be considered as evidence. The legal term
“objection sustained” means that the judge agrees with the objection and excludes the testimony or item
objected to. The legal term “objection overruled” means that the judge disagrees with the objection and allows
the testimony or item to be considered as evidence.

1. Standard Objections on Direct and Cross Examination
1. Irrelevant Evidence: “I object, your honor. This testimony is irrelevant to the facts of this case.”
2. Leading Questions: “Objection. Counsel is leading the witness.” Remember, this is only objectionable
when done on direct examination (Ref. Section A1.a).
3. Narrative Questions and Answers: may be objectionable (Ref. Section A1.b).
4. Improper Character Testimony: “Objection. The witness’ character or reputation has not been put in
issue or “Objection. Only the witness’ reputation/character for truthfulness is at issue here.”
5. Hearsay: “Objection. Counsel’s question/the witness’ answer is based on hearsay.” If the witness makes
a hearsay statement, the attorney should also say, “and I ask that the statement be stricken from the
record.”
6. Opinion: “Objection. Counsel is asking the witness to give an opinion.”
7. Lack of Personal Knowledge: “Objection. The witness has no personal knowledge that would enable
him/her to answer this question.”
8. Lack of Proper Predicate: Exhibits will not be admitted into evidence until they have been identified
and shown to be authentic (unless identification and/or authenticity have been stipulated). Even after
proper predicate has been laid, the exhibits may still be objectionable due to relevance, hearsay, etc.
9. Ambiguous Questions: An attorney shall not ask questions that are capable of being understood in two
or more possible ways.
10. Non-responsive Answer: A witness’ answer is objectionable if it fails to respond to the question asked.
11. Argumentative Question: An attorney shall not ask a question which asks the witness to agree to a
conclusion drawn by the questioner without eliciting testimony as to new facts. However, the Court
may, in its discretion, allow limited use of argumentative questions on cross-examination.
12. Unfair Extrapolation/Beyond the Scope of the Statement of Facts
Attorneys shall not ask questions calling for information outside the scope of the case materials or
requesting an unfair extrapolation. Unfair extrapolations are best attacked through impeachment
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and closing arguments and are to be dealt with in the course of the trial. A fair extrapolation is
one that is neutral.
Note: Fair extrapolations may be allowed, provided reasonable inference may be made from the
witness’s statement. If, in direct examination, an attorney asks a question which calls for
extrapolated information pivotal to the facts at issue, the information is subject to objection Outside
the Scope of the Problem. If in CROSS examination, an attorney asks for unknown information,
the witness may or may not respond, so long as any response is consistent with the witness’
statement or affidavit and does not materially affect the witness’ testimony.
13. Asked and Answered: “Objection. Your honor, the question has already been asked and answered.”
14. Objections Not Recognized in This Jurisdiction: An objection which is not contained in these materials
shall not be considered by the Court. However, if counsel responding to the objection does not point
out to the judge the application of this rule, the Court may exercise its discretion in considering such
objection.
Note: Attorneys should stand during objections, examinations, and statements. No objections should
be made during opening/closing statements but afterwards the attorneys may indicate what the
objection would have been. The opposing counsel should raise his/her hand to be recognized by the
judge and may say, “If I had been permitted to object during closing arguments, I would have objected
to the opposing team’s statement that
.” The presiding judge will not rule on this objection
individually and no rebuttal from the opposing team will be heard.
15. Opinions of Witnesses
1.

Expert Opinion
1.

Section 90.702 Testimony by Experts
If scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the trier of fact in
understanding the evidence or in determining a fact in issue, a witness qualified as an expert
by knowledge, skill, experience, training or education may testify about it in the form of an
opinion; however, the opinion is admissible only if it can be applied to evidence at trial.

2.

Section 90.703 Opinions on Ultimate Issue
Testimony in the form of an opinion or inference otherwise admissible is not objectionable
because it included an ultimate issue to be decided by the trier of fact.

3.

Section 90.704 Basis of Opinion Testimony by Experts
The facts or data upon which an expert bases an opinion or inference may be those perceived
by, or made known to, him at or before the trial. If the facts or data are of a type reasonably
relied upon by experts in the subject to support the opinion expressed, the facts or data need
not be admissible in evidence.

4.

Expert Opinion (additional information)
An expert shall not express an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the accused.
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2.

Lay Opinion
1.

Section 90.701 Opinion Testimony of Lay Witnesses
If a witness is not testifying as an expert, his testimony about what he perceived may be in the
form of inference and opinion when:

2.

1.

The witness cannot readily, and with equal accuracy and adequacy, communicate what
he has perceived to the trier of fact without testifying in terms of inferences or opinions
and his use of inferences or opinions will not mislead the trier of fact to the prejudice of
the objecting party; and

2.

The opinions and inferences do not require a special knowledge, skill, experience, or
training.
Lay Opinion (additional information)
All witnesses may offer opinions based on the common experience of laypersons in the
community and of which the witnesses have first-hand knowledge. A lay opinion may also
be obtained. For example, Sandy Yu, as the personnel director, would know of other
complaints of sexual harassment in the office and any formal reprimands, even though he is
not an expert in sexual harassment. They may be asked questions within that range of
experience. No witness, not even an expert, may give an opinion about how the case should
be decided.
The cross-examination of opinions proceeds much like the cross-examination of any witness.
Questions, as indicated above, may be based upon the prior statement of the witness.
Inconsistencies may be shown. In addition, the witness may be asked whether he or she has
been employed by any party, to show bias or interest. Or a witness giving an opinion may be
asked the limits of certainty in that opinion, as follows:
“Dr. Isaacs, please read this portion of your sworn statement to the court.”
"I have studied the records of this case, and have conducted two one-hour interviews with
Elyse Roberts on March 29 and 31st. In those interviews, she described to me her family
history, her work environment, the actions of her co-workers and supervisor and her
resulting feelings."
“This is your statement, is it not, Dr. Isaacs? Ms. Roberts selected you because of your
expertise in sexual harassment in the workplace, correct? During your two-hour interview
you were only concerned with evaluating Ms. Roberts’ working environment and no other
psychological factors that may have caused her problems. Thus you really can't say that
Ms. Roberts' difficulty on the job was only caused by the actions of Mr. Murphy, can you?”
The point of these questions is not to discredit the witness. Rather, the objective is simply to
treat the witness as a responsible professional who will acknowledge the limits of her or his
expertise and testimony. If the witness refuses to acknowledge those limits, the witness then
is discredited.
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It is always important in cross-examination to avoid arguing with the witness. It is particularly
important with an expert. Thus, the cross-examination should be carefully constructed to call
only for facts or to draw upon statements the witness has already made.
3.

Lack of Personal Knowledge
A witness may not testify to any matter of which the witness has no personal knowledge. The legal
term for testimony of which the witness has no personal knowledge is "incompetent."

16. Relevance of Testimony and Physical Objects
Generally, only relevant testimony may be presented. Relevant evidence is physical evidence and
testimony that makes a fact that is important to the case more or less probable than the fact would be
without the evidence. However, if the relevant evidence is unfairly prejudicial, may confuse the issues,
or is a waste of time, it may be excluded by the court. Such relevant but excludable evidence may be
testimony, physical evidence, or demonstrations that have no direct bearing on the issues of the case
or do not make the issues clearer.
1.

Introduction of Documents, Exhibits, Items, and Other Physical Objects Into Evidence
There is a special procedure for introducing physical evidence during a trial. The physical
evidence must be relevant to the case, and the attorney must be prepared to its use on that basis.
Below are the basic steps to use when introducing a physical object or document for identification
and/or use as evidence.
1.

Show exhibit and have it marked by the judge. Say “Your Honor, I ask that this ___ be marked
for identification as Plaintiff’s/Defendant’s Exhibit No. ___”

2.

Show the exhibit to opposing counsel for possible objection. Ask the witness to identify the
exhibit. “I now hand you what is marked as Exhibit No. 1. Do you recognize this document?”

3.

At this point the attorney may proceed to ask the witness a series of questions about the exhibit.

4.

If the attorney wishes to place the document into evidence, say, “Your Honor, I offer this ____
marked as Plaintiff's/Defendant's Exhibit No. 1 into evidence and ask the Court to so admit it.”
Court: “Is there any objection?”
Opposing Counsel: “No, your Honor.” or “Yes, your Honor.” (then state objection).
Court: “Plaintiff's/Defendant's Exhibit No. 1 is (is not) admitted.”

NOTE: A witness may be asked questions about his/her statement without its introduction into
evidence; but to read from it or submit it to the judge, it must first be admitted into evidence. Exhibits
can be pre-marked.
17. Hearsay and Exceptions to this Ruling
1.

What is Hearsay?
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Hearsay evidence is normally excluded from a trial because it is deemed untrustworthy. “Hearsay”
is a statement other than one made by the witness testifying at the trial, offered in evidence to
prove that the matter asserted in the statement is true. An example of hearsay is a witness testifying
that he heard another person saying something about the facts in the case. The reason that hearsay
is untrustworthy is because the opposing side has no way of testing the credibility of the out-ofcourt statement or the person who supposedly made the statement. Thus, for example, the
following questions would be objectionable as “hearsay” if you are trying to prove that the color
of the door was red:
“Mr. Edwards what color did Bob say the door was?”
This is hearsay. Mr. Edwards is using Bob's statement for him to prove the color of the door.
Instead, Bob or someone who saw the door needs to be called to testify as to the color of the door.
2.

Reasons for Prohibiting Hearsay
Our legal system is designed to promote the discovery of truth in a fair way. One way it seeks to
accomplish this goal is by ensuring that the evidence presented in court is “reliable”; that is, we
can be fairly certain the evidence is true. Hearsay evidence is said to be “unreliable” for four
reasons:

3.

1.

The hearsay statement might be distorted or misinterpreted by the witness relating it in court.

2.

The hearsay statement is not made in court and is not made under oath

3.

The hearsay statement is not made in court, and the person who made it cannot be observed by
the judge or jury (this is important because the judge or jury should be allowed to observe a
witness' behavior and evaluate his/her credibility).

4.

The hearsay statement is not made in court and the person who made it cannot be challenged
by cross-examination.

When Can Hearsay Evidence Be Admitted?
Although hearsay is generally not admissible, there are certain out-of-court statements that are treated
as not being hearsay, and there are out-of-court statements that are allowed into evidence as exceptions
to the rule prohibiting hearsay.
Statements that are not hearsay are prior statements made by the witness himself and admissions made
by a party opponent.
1.

Exceptions
Hearsay is not admissible, except as provided by these rules. For purposes of this mock trial,
the following exceptions to the hearsay rule will be allowed; even though the declarant is
available as a witness.
1.

Spontaneous Statement
A statement describing or explaining an event or condition made while the declarant
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perceived the event or condition, or immediately thereafter, except when such statement is
made under circumstances that indicate its lack of trustworthiness.
2.

Excited Utterance
A statement or excited utterance relating to a startling event or condition made while the
declarant was under the stress of excitement caused by the event or condition.

3.

Medical Statements
Statements made for the purpose of medical diagnosis or treatment by a person seeking
the diagnosis, or made by an individual who has knowledge of the facts and is legally
responsible for the person who is unable to communicate the facts, which statements
describe medical history, past or present symptoms, pain, or sensations, or the inception or
general character of the cause or external source thereof, insofar as reasonably pertinent to
diagnosis or treatment.

4.

Recorded Recollection
A memorandum or record concerning a matter about which a witness once had knowledge
but now has insufficient recollection to enable the witness to testify fully and accurately,
shown to have been made by the witness when the matter was fresh in his memory and to
reflect that knowledge correctly. A party may read into evidence a memorandum or record
when it is admitted, but no such memorandum or record is admissible as an exhibit unless
offered by an adverse party.

5.

6.

Records of a Regularly Conducted Activity
1.

A memorandum, report, record, or data compilation, in any form, of acts, events,
conditions, opinion, or diagnosis, made at or near the time by, or from information
transmitted by, a person with knowledge, if kept in the course of a regularly conducted
business activity and if it was the regular practice of that business activity to make such
memorandum, report, record, or data compilation, all as shown by testimony of the
custodian or other qualified witness, unless the sources of information or other
circumstances show lack of trustworthiness. The term “business” as used in this
paragraph includes a business, institution, association, profession, occupation, and
calling for every kind, whether or not conducted for profit.

2.

No evidence in the form of an opinion or diagnosis is admissible under paragraph (a)
unless such opinion or diagnosis would otherwise be admissible if the person whose
opinion is recorded were to testify to the opinion directly.
Learned Treatises
To the extent called to the attention of an expert witness upon cross examination or relied
upon by the expert witness in direct examination, statements contained in public treatises,
periodicals or pamphlets on a subject of history, medicine, or other science or art,
established as a reliable authority by the testimony or admission of the witness, or by other
expert testimony, or by judicial notice.
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7.

Then Existing Mental, Emotional, or Physical Condition
1.

2.

C.

A statement of the declarant’s then existing state of mind, emotion, or physical
sensation, including a statement of intent, plan, motive, design, mental feeling, pain, or
bodily health, when such evidence is offered to:
1.

Prove the declarant’s state of mind, emotion, or physical sensation at that time
or at any other time when such state is an issue in the action.

2.

Prove or explain acts of subsequent conduct of the declarant.

However, this subsection does not make admissible:
1.

An after-the-fact statement of memory or belief to prove the fact remembered
or believed, unless such a statement relates to the execution, revocation,
identification, or terms of the declarant's will.

2.

A statement made under circumstances that indicate its lack of trustworthiness.

Trial Motions
No trial motions are allowed except for special jury instructions as permitted in these case
materials.
Examples:
Directed verdict, dismissal, acquittal, motion in limine, motion to sequester witnesses.
Exception:
Motion for Recess may only be used in emergency situations.

D.

Attorney Demeanor
**See Code of Ethical Conduct

Note: Please refer to Official Case Materials for any specific additions relative to this trial.
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GUIDELINES FOR TEACHER COACHES
A.

Role of the Teacher Coach

The teacher coach is expected to help the team members decide which students will play which parts in the mock
trial and to assist the students in playing those roles. As part of the sizeable responsibility of acting as team
coaches, teachers are responsible for the following areas:
1. Rules of the Program: All teachers and teams are expected to adhere to the rules, facts and all other materials
provided in the current Mock Trial Competition Case Materials. Therefore, please make sure you are familiar
with the Competition rules.
2. Role Assignments: Team members should be strongly encouraged to select roles based on their interests and
abilities and not on the basis of any gender or cultural stereotypes which might be drawn from the
characterizations in the fact pattern.
3. Team Preparation: Attorneys will also help coach each team. Teams should prepare both sides of the case
and are strongly urged to arrange and conduct preliminary mock trials with other teams prior to competing in the
district and circuit competition. Preliminary trials require only one attorney or judge to act as the presiding judge,
as it is not necessary to award points to the teams during these practice rounds.
4. Education: Education of the students is the primary goal of the Mock Trial Competition. Healthy
competition helps to achieve this goal, but teachers are reminded of their responsibility to keep the competitive
spirit at a reasonable level. The reality of the adversarial system is that one party wins and the other loses, and
teachers should be sure to prepare their teams to be ready to accept either outcome in a mature manner. Teachers
can help prepare students for either outcome by placing the highest value on excellent preparation and
presentation, rather than on winning or losing the trial.
5. Observers: Other classes, parents, and friends of the participants are welcome to attend the trials. However,
please note that space in the courtroom is limited. The presiding judge may ask overflow observers to leave
the courtroom. All observers must be seated during the trial.
6. Arrival Times: Teachers are responsible for getting their teams to the assigned courtroom 15 minutes prior
to the starting time of each trial.
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GUIDELINES FOR ATTORNEY COACHES
1.

Much as you will want to help the students, point them in the right direction, and give them the benefit of
your experience, remember that the students will develop a better understanding of the case and learn
more from the experience if the attorney coaches do not dominate the preparation phase of the tournament.
The preparation phase of the contest is intended to be a cooperative effort of students, teacher and attorney
coaches.

2.

Avoid (even the appearance of) “talking down” to students and/or stifling discussion through the use of
complicated “legalese.”

3.

The first session with a student team should be devoted to the following tasks:
1.

Answering questions that students may have concerning general trial practices;

2.

Explaining the reasons for the sequence of events/procedures found in a trial;

3.

Listening to the students’ approach to the assigned case; and

4.

Emphasizing the key points, such as the elements to be proved, and the relevance and importance
of available legal authority.

4.

Subsequent sessions with students should center on the development of proper questioning techniques by
the student attorneys and sound testimony by the witnesses. Here an attorney can best serve as a
constructive observer and teacher...listening, suggesting and demonstrating to the team.

5.

Attorney coaches should not prepare opening statements, closing statements, or questions for the students.
Students should be encouraged to do as much of their own preparation as possible.
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
SCORE SHEET/BALLOT
P = Prosecution:__________________________ D = Defense:____________________________
(Team Code)
(Team Code)
Date:______________________ Round: (circle one)
1
2
3
4
F

1

Using a scale of 1 to 10, rate the P and D in the categories below.
Do NOT use fractional points. Please use a ballpoint pen.
Not Effective
Fair
Good
Excellent
Outstanding
2
3
4
56
7
8
9
10

Score Sheet/ Ballot
Opening Statement

Prosecution’s First Witness

Prosecution’s Second Witness

Prosecution’s Third Witness

P

D

(________)

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Cross Examination

(________)

Cross Examination

(________)

Cross Examination

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Direct Examination

(________)

Witness Presentation

(________)

Defense’s First Witness
Cross Examination

(________)

Defense’s Second Witness
Cross Examination

(________)

Defense’s Third Witness
Cross Examination

(________)

Closing Argument

(________)

(________)

Ethical Conduct

(________)

(________)

Team Performance

(________)

(________)

Column Totals: DO NOT TIE TEAMS

(________)

(________)

Note: Any errors in ADDITION will be corrected by score room staff. Please review your individual scores and return to trial
coordinator.

_______________________________________
Judge’s Signature
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
EXPLANATION OF RATINGS USED ON THE SCORE SHEET/BALLOT
Participants will be rated in the categories on the ballot on a scale of 1-10 points (10 being the highest), according to their roles in the
trial. The Scoring Judges are scoring STUDENT PRESENTATION in each category. The Scoring Judges are NOT scoring the legal
merits of the case. Each category is to be evaluated separately and fractional points ARE NOT to be awarded. One team MUST be
awarded more total points than the other. The team winning the majority of the ballots shall win the round.
Judging panels also may recognize outstanding individual presentations by selecting one MOST EFFECTIVE ATTORNEY and/or
one MOST EFFECTIVE WITNESS per round. The decision must be representative of the majority of the panel members.
Judges may NOT disclose the score sheet/ballot results or the identities of the Most Effective Attorney and/or Witness to anyone other
than the mock trial coordinator. Sign your score sheet/ballot before turning it over to the presiding judge on your panel. DO NOT
ANNOUNCE SCORES OR RESULTS TO THE TEAMS DURING THE CRITIQUE!
POINT(S)

PERFORMANCE

1-2

Not Effective

3-4

Fair

CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING STUDENT PERFORMANCE
1.
Exhibits lack of preparation/understanding of the case materials.
2.
Communication unclear, disorganized, and ineffective.
3.
Unsure of self, does not think well on feet, depends heavily on
notes.
1. Exhibits minimal preparation/understanding of the case
materials.
2. Communication minimally clear and organized, but lacking in
fluency and persuasiveness.
3. Minimally self-assured, but lacks confidence under pressure.
1.

5-6

Good

2.
3.

7-8

Excellent

9-10

Outstanding

Exhibits adequate preparation/understanding of the case
materials.
Communications are clear and understandable, but could be
stronger in fluency and persuasiveness.
Generally self-assured, reads from notes very little.

1.
2.
3.

Exhibits mastery of the case materials.
Communication is clear, organized, fluent and persuasive.
Thinks well on feet, poised under pressure, does not read from
notes.

1.

Superior in qualities listed for 7-8 points' performance.
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
PRESIDING JUDGE BALLOT
Prosecution: ___________________ Defense: ___________________
(Team Code)
(Team Code)
Round#: _____________
Please make your decision, offer some written comments, and hand in this score sheet
to the Timekeeper as soon as possible. Thank you for participating.

I. Performance Evaluation - MANDATORY
Performance Decision: In my opinion the better mock trial performance was shown
by the

PROSECUTION / DEFENSE (Circle One)
This is a team performance score based on the clarity and effectiveness of arguments
presented and the professional demeanor exhibited by team members.
Note: Do not announce your performance decision.
II. Comments

_________________________________________________

Judge’s Signature & Date
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
MOST EFFECTIVE

ATTORNEY FORM

(Mandatory)
This form is to be completed by All Judges
_____________________________________
Date of Competition Round
____________________________________
Enter Team Code
____________________________________
Round

ATTORNEY
I wish to award the following team
member the title of

MOST EFFECTIVE
ATTORNEY
For this round:
____________________________
Name of Team Member from Team Roster

Prosecution’s or Defense’s Attorney
(Circle One)

____________________________________________________________

Judge’s Signature
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
MOST EFFECTIVE

WITNESS FORM

(Mandatory)
This form is to be completed by All Judges
_____________________________________
Date of Competition Round
____________________________________
Enter Team Code
____________________________________
Round

WITNESS
I wish to award the following team
member the title of

MOST EFFECTIVE
WITNESS
For this round:
____________________________
Name of Team Member from Team Roster

Prosecution’s or Defense’s Witness
(Circle One)

____________________________________________________________

Judge’s Signature
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
LEGAL PROFESSIONALISM AWARD BALLOT

Teachers: Please complete this ballot as your official recommendation for the Legal Professionalism Award. Only one entry per school will be
accepted. You may wish to discuss with your students their feelings about the professionalism, spirit, and ethical conduct of other teams to aid in
your decision. Please refer to the definition and quotes about professionalism.
Teams should NOT nominate themselves.

Recommendation #1: _________________________________________________
Comments:

Recommendation #2: _________________________________________________
Comments:

Submitted By:
School:
District:
Signature:
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
COMPLAINT FORM
(Please Print)
Date:_______________
Person Lodging Dispute/Complaint:_____________________________
Affiliated With:

(Enter Team Code Only)

Nature of Dispute/Complaint:
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
NOTE: This form may be used to inform the Mock Trial Coordinator and Advisory
Committee of any disputes or recommendations relating to the competition including
complaints regarding judges. Please be specific regarding the nature of the dispute.
This form in no way replaces the dispute resolution process as outlined in the rules.
___________________________________________
Signature
*Return to Box at Information Desk in Courthouse*
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
TEAM DISPUTE FORM
Date:

Round (Circle one)

Prosecution:
(Team Code)

1

2

3 4 Final

Defense: ___________________________
(Team Code)

TEAM LODGING DISPUTE: _____________________________ (Enter Team Code)
Grounds for Dispute:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
Initials of Team Spokesperson: _______ Time Dispute presented to Presiding Judge:__________
Hearing decision of Presiding Judge (Circle one): GRANT / DENY Initials of Judge: ________
Reason(s) for Denying Hearing or Response of Opposing Team:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
Initials of Opposing Team's Spokesperson: __________
Presiding Judge's Notes from Hearing:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
Decision of Presiding Judge Regarding Dispute (Circle one): Refer to Panel/Not Refer to Panel
Reason(s) for Presiding Judge's Decision:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
This form must be returned to the Mock Trial Coordinator along with the score sheets of the
Scoring Judges and the ballot of the Presiding Judge.

_______________
Signature of Presiding Judge
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Florida High School Mock Trial Competition
TEAM ROSTER FORM
Each Prosecution and Defense team should complete this sheet in triplicate. Copies are to be
made available to the judging panel (3 copies) before each round. The team code can be filled
in after registration at the competition site.
Note: Do not place team or attorney coach or teacher coach identifying information on the forms used
in competition rounds.
Please print or type
________________
Team Code

In this round, students listed on this roster represent the:
(Circle One)

Prosecution

Defense

Names of Team Attorneys

Identify Tasks to be Presented

_____________________________
_____________________________
_____________________________

Names of Team Witnesses

Identify Roles to be Performed

_____________________________
_____________________________
_____________________________
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PROFESSIONALISM
The Florida Bar’s Standing Committee on Professionalism’s working definition of
professionalism:
Professionalism is the pursuit of practice of the highest ideals and tenets of the legal
profession. It embraces far more than simply complying with the minimal standards of
professional conduct.
The essential ingredients of professionalism are character,
competence, and commitment.
Other thoughts on professionalism:
“...To me, the essence of professionalism is a commitment to develop one’s skills and to
apply that responsibility to the problems at hand. Professionalism requires adherence to the
highest ethical standards of conduct and willingness to subordinate narrow self-interest in pursuit
of the more fundamental goal of public service. Because of the tremendous power they wield in
our system, lawyers must never forget that their duty to serve their clients fairly and skillfully takes
priority over the personal accumulation of wealth. At the same time, lawyers must temper bold
advocacy for their clients with a sense of responsibility to the larger legal system which strives,
however imperfectly, to provide justice for all.”
Justice Sandra Day O’Connor
“Professionalism is no more, and no less, than conducting one’s self at all times in such a
manner as to demonstrate complete candor, honesty, and courtesy in all relationships with clients,
associates, courts, and the general public. It is the personification of the accepted standard of
conduct so long recognized and observed by able lawyers throughout history, that a lawyer’s word
is his bond. It encompasses the fundamental belief that a lawyer’s primary obligation is to serve
his or her client’s interests faithfully and completely, with compensation only a secondary concern,
and with ultimate justice as the final goal.”
Don Jackson, former chair of the
Senior Lawyer Division of the
American Bar Association
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OATH OF ADMISSION TO THE FLORIDA BAR
The general principles which should ever control the lawyer in the practice of the legal
profession are clearly set forth in the following oath of admission to the Bar, which the lawyer is
sworn on admission to obey and for the willful violation to which disbarment may be had.
"I do solemnly swear:
"I will support the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Florida;
"I will maintain the respect due to courts of justice and judicial officers;
"I will not counsel or maintain any suit or proceedings which shall appear to me to be unjust, nor
any defense except such as I believe to be honestly debatable under the law of the land;
"I will employ for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to me such means only as are
consistent with truth and honor, and will never seek to mislead the judge or jury by any artifice
or false statement of fact or law;
"I will maintain the confidence and preserve inviolate the secrets of my clients, and will accept
no compensation in connection with their business except from them or with their knowledge
and approval;
"To opposing parties and their counsel, I pledge fairness, integrity, and civility, not only in court,
but also in all written and oral communications;
"I will abstain from all offensive personality and advance no fact prejudicial to the honor or
reputation of a party or witness, unless required by the justice of the cause with which I am
charged;
"I will never reject, from any consideration personal to myself, the cause of the defenseless or
oppressed, or delay anyone's cause for lucre or malice. So help me God."
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