
 

Hogan and Lovells 2012 1L Trial Advocacy Competition 
Questions and Answers 

 
  
Q: We have not been able to find any clear indication of the general location of the furniture 
based on the facts of the problem. Is there any way that this location can be clarified?  
 
A: This is not directly stated in the Record. Teams should draw fair inferences from the 
testimony and facts provided.  
 
Q: I am confused regarding the location of the McDonalds from Exhibit D. Are we to assume 
that the McDonalds in Exhibit D is the same described by Chris Jensen in his testimony? Do we 
not know the McDonald's location even though Officer Terry Glenn previously testified about 
Exhibit D and acquired the photo himself? Did I just overlook where its location is explained in 
the problem?  
 
A: This is not directly stated in the Record. Teams should draw fair inferences from the 

testimony and facts provided. 

Q: I was wondering about the testimony of Andy Little.  If it is his testimony, then I’m assuming 
that the defense didn't get a chance to depose him?  What I’m getting at, is are we, when 
representing the defendant, going to be able to challenge the admissibility of this statement as 
he was not deposed and there was therefore no chance to cross examine?  Or is the stipulated 
fact that this is what he would have said had he been under oath going to further mean that 
everything in his testimony is in? 
 
A: The defense did not cross examine Andy Little at the deposition. Pursuant to Stipulation 6  
a party may seek to introduce all or part of the transcript due to witness unavailability. 
However the party must be prepared to defend against possible objections under the FRE.   
 
Q: We just noticed that in the stipulations, numbers 11and 12 state that the year should be 
2011. Is this still the case or should the year be 2012? Please let me know. 
 
A:  Stipulation 12 should be read as “2012 should be the current year in which this case comes 
to trial”  
 


