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Thank you to the MSBA Case Subcommittee for their countless hours and dedication writing the 2022 Case for 

the competition: Nicholas Hydukovich (Chair), Landon Ascheman, Marcy Harris, Todd Kosovich, Will 

Oosterman, Randy Sparling, Collin Tierney, and Robert Yount.  
 
 

 

 

 

The MSBA is committed to creating an inclusive environment in which every person can participate in the Mock 

Trial program.  Please contact us if there are reasonable accommodations that would allow you to participate 

more fully.  Such requests should be directed to Kim Basting, Director of Mock Trial Program at (612) 278-6306. 

http://www.mnbar.org/public/mock-trial/case-and-resources#.Wd-CJGhSyUk
mailto:kbasting@mnbar.org


2 

 

The Mock Trial Program extends its gratitude for the generous support and assistance of: 

 

MSBA Agricultural & Rural Law Section; MSBA Appellate Practice Section; MSBA Children & the Law 

Section; MSBA Civil Litigation Section; MSBA Communications Law Section; MSBA Construction Law 

Section; MSBA Consumer Litigation Section; MSBA Corporate Counsel Section; MSBA Criminal Law 
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Thank you to over the 700 attorney volunteers that spend countless hours preparing teams and judging 

the competitions!  Without your support, the program would not be a success!  Visit the 2021 April Bench 

& Bar publication on our website to see who they are!   

 

Special thanks to the Mock Trial Advisory Committee 

 

The Honorable William Koch, Minneapolis, Chair; Kenneth Alwin, Lake Elmo; Landon Ascheman, 

Minneapolis; Thomas Atmore, Minneapolis; Sherry Bruckner, Alexandria; The Honorable James Dehn, 

Cambridge; Dyan Ebert, St. Cloud; The Honorable William Fisher, St. Paul; Marcy Harris, Eden Prairie; 

Robert Huber, Bloomington; Nicholas Hydukovich, Stillwater; Lauren Johnson-Naumann, Eagan; Scott 

Jurchisin, Minneapolis; Todd Kosovich, Mankato; David Lillehaug, Minneapolis; William McGinnis, 

Rochester; Kristin Olson, Minnetonka; Will Oosterman, Minneapolis; Robert Patient, Roseville; Lisa 

Pearson Wheeler, St. Paul; Magistrate Jill Prohofsky, St. Paul; Wynne Reece, Minneapolis; David 

Schultz, St. Paul; Marc Sebora, Hutchinson; J. Noble Simpson, Minneapolis; Randy Sparling, 

Minneapolis; Antonio Tejeda, Willmar; Collin Tierney, Minneapolis; The Honorable Mark Vandelist, 

Lakeville; Robert Yount, Anoka. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Consider making a tax-deductible donation to the Amicus Society 

on behalf of the MSBA Mock Trial Program at GiveMN.org 

Volunteers 

 

Since 1986, the Mock Trial Program has been sponsored by 

 

The Minnesota State Bar Association 

600 Nicollet Mall, Suite 380 | Minneapolis, MN  55402 

(612) 333-1183 or (800) 882-MSBA 

Visit the Mock Trial website at: http://www.mnbar.org/public/mock-trial 

 

For further information, contact: 

Kim Basting, MSBA Mock Trial Director | kbasting@mnbar.org 

 

https://givemn.org/organization/411449176-5257147
http://msba.mnbar.org/public/mock-trial#.VCLnr_ldV1Y
mailto:kbasting@mnbar.org
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To:         MSBA Mock Trial Program Participants 

 

From:  Honorable William Koch, Chair, MSBA Mock Trial Advisory Committee 

 

Re:  2021-22 Mock Trial Program 

 

Date: October 15, 2021 

 

 

 

On behalf of the Minnesota State Bar Association and the Mock Trial Advisory Committee, welcome to the 

36th season of the MSBA High School Mock Trial Program! We are proud to present to you these case 

materials and look forward to seeing the arguments you develop. 

 

The MSBA hopes that all the benefits of the Mock Trial Program will go far beyond the rewards associated 

with competing against one’s peers, winning a round or two, or even the state title. The goals of Mock Trial 

include: 

 

1) To develop a practical understanding of the way in which the American legal system functions. 

 

2) To enhance cooperation and respect among educators, students, legal professionals, and the general 

community. 

 

3) To help students increase basic life and leadership skills such as critical and creative thinking, effective 

communication, and analytical reasoning. 

 

4) To heighten appreciation for academic studies and promote positive scholastic achievement. 

 

The Mock Trial website, located at http://www.mnbar.org/public/mock-trial, will be your source for 

information regarding the case and the tournament throughout the next several months. You will find 

timekeeper’s sheets, score sheets, case clarifications, and other resources to help you prepare your case. 

 

The success of this program relies heavily on the hundreds of volunteers acting as coaches and judges; be sure 

to extend your gratitude to these individuals whenever given the chance throughout the season!   

 

Best of luck and have fun! 
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CASE OVERVIEW 

 

 

Stacy is a bright-eyed, charming, funny 8-year-old who dreams of becoming an astronaut.  

Stacy’s mother goes on a crowdfunding site to raise money to pay for Stacy’s bone cancer 

treatment.  Stacy is 8 years old; without such treatment, her mother states, Stacy will die.   

 

Tommy, a miner from West Virginia, was injured in a mining accident.  He is unable to work and 

is in danger of losing his home.  Tommy’s wife and 3 children, aged 2, 4 and 7, are facing 

homelessness, having to pull the kids out of school and don’t have enough for other basic 

necessities. 

 

Both of these stories were placed on a popular crowdfunding website and raised tens of thousands of dollars 

for each.  The problem?  Neither story is true – they are both examples of fraud, where the perpetrator comes 

up with a story intended to pull at your heartstrings and more to the point, pull at your wallet, bank accounts 

and credit cards. 

 

Crowdfunding is a popular way for people to raise small amounts of money from lots of donors, who want to 

help.  While a popular crowdfunding platform reports that less than .1% of sites the platform hosts have been 

fraudulent, crowdfunding raises over $50 billion annually, meaning billions of dollars are raised under false 

pretenses.  Sometimes, scammers start out small and then target vulnerable donors (often the elderly) to try to 

get larger sums of money from them.  It may even be that a fraudulent scheme starts out innocently to support 

a good cause but the creator (the person asking for assistance) gets greedy. 

 

This case involves many of the risk factors mentioned above.  There is a good cause – helping to pay the costs 

of special needs dogs, often complicated by the pets being neglected or abandoned.  The defendant in the 

case, Taylor Blair, raised funds through Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue’s website and through UFundUs, a 

fictional crowdfunding site, Blair also personally solicited donations.  The issues confronting the parties are 

whether or not Blair’s actions rose to the level of criminal theft by swindle. 
 

 

The witnesses for the plaintiff are: 

• STEARNS COUNTY INVESTIGATOR.   River Charles is a forensic and financial crimes analyst for 

Stearns County who conducted examination of financial records of Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue 

(“MNPR”). 

• WHISTLEBLOWER. Alex Knott, co-founded MNPR with Defendant, Taylor Blair. 

• VICTIM. Jay Buchanan is a donor to MNPR who has accused Defendant of misleading donors 

regarding use of the funds being donated. 

   

The witnesses for the defense are: 

• DEFENDANT.  Taylor Blair, with Alex Knott, co-founded MNPR and is the Defendant in the case. 

• FORMER UFundUs SECURITY/FRAUD EMPLOYEE.  Jordan Carpenter is a forensic accountant 

retained to review investigation of River Charles and financial records of MNPR. 

• MINNESOTA NICE PET RESCUE (MNPR) VOLUNTEER. Skylar McMahon. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA                                               DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF STEARNS          SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

 

 

State of Minnesota, 

   Plaintiff 

v. 

 

Taylor Blair,  

Defendant. 

   

 

 

The Complainant, being duly sworn, makes complaint to the above-named Court and states that there is  

probable cause to believe that the Defendant committed the following offense(s): 

 

COUNT I 

 

 

  Charge: Theft by Swindle 

  Minnesota Statute:  § 609.52, subd. 2(a)(4), 609.52, subd. 3(1) 

  Maximum Sentence:  20 years and/or $100,000 

  

  
 

STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 

 

The Complainant states that the following facts establish probable cause: 

 

I, Barney Fife, am a licensed peace officer employed by the Stearns County Sheriff’s Office. Based on my 

investigation as to circumstances surrounding this matter, there is probable cause to believe that Taylor Blair 

obtained property or services from another person by swindling, whether by artifice, trick, or device, and that 

the offense occurred beginning December 1, 2018, until May 1, 2019. 

 

Therefore, Complainant requests that Defendant, subject to bail or conditions of release, be: 

 

(1) arrested or that other lawful steps be taken to obtain Defendant’s appearance in court; or 

 

(2) detained, if already in custody, pending further proceedings; and that said Defendant otherwise be dealt 

with according to law. 

 

 

COMPLAINANT'S NAME:                               COMPLAINANT'S  SIGNATURE: 

 

Deputy Barney Fife     /s/ Barney Fife    

 

Subscribed and sworn to before the undersigned this 14th day of December 2020.  

 

 

Court File No: 73-CR-20-912 

 

  CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
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Being authorized to prosecute the offenses charged, I approve this complaint. 

 

Date: December 14, 2020    PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S SIGNATURE: 

 

        /s/ Robert Yount   

Name: Robert Yount 

Assistant County Attorney 

320-355-1234 

 

 

FINDING OF PROBABLE CAUSE 

 

 

From the above sworn facts, and any supporting affidavits or supplemental sworn testimony, I, the Issuing 

Officer, have determined that probable cause exists to support, subject to bail or conditions of release where 

applicable, Defendant’s arrest or other lawful steps be taken to obtain Defendant’s appearance in court, or 

Defendant’s detention, if already in custody, pending further proceedings.  Defendant is therefore charged 

with the above-stated offense. 

 

Date: December 14, 2020  

 

Judicial Officer: 

 

The Honorable William H. Koch    /s/ William H. Koch   

Judge of District Court     William H. Koch, Judge of District Court 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA                                              DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF STEARNS          SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

 

 

State of Minnesota,  

   Plaintiff, 

v. 

 

Taylor Blair, 

Defendant. 

 

 

This matter came before the Court on the parties’ pretrial motions. The case is scheduled for jury trial on the charge 

of Theft by Swindle against Defendant Taylor Blair. Before trial, the parties argued for the admission of expert 

testimony under R. Evid. 704, and the parties contested what evidence the State could introduce in support of the 

penalty amount for the theft charge. The Court will address each motion in turn.   

 

I. The Court will allow River Charles and Jordan Carpenter to testify and provide opinions under R. Evid. 

701, and the parties may choose at trial whether they wish to qualify them as experts under R. Evid. 702.  

The admissibility of expert testimony is subject to Rule 702 of the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of 

Evidence. The law allows qualified experts to offer an opinion on something within their field of expertise if doing 

so is necessary to help the jury understand the evidence or determine a fact at issue in the case. Our Supreme Court 

has directed that courts may only allow an expert to testify from an established field of expertise if the party 

offering the testimony shows the following: (1) the witness qualifies as an expert in his/her/them field; (2) the 

expert’s opinion in the particular case is reliable; and (3) the expert testimony must be helpful to the trier of fact. 

Doe v. Archdiocese of St. Paul, 817 N.W.2d 150, 164 (Minn. 2012). “[D]istrict courts should evaluate the 

admission of expert testimony on a case-by-case basis, determining whether the expert’s testimony will be helpful 

to the trier of fact and supported by adequate foundation.” Id.  

 

Still, while there is certainly a time and place for expert opinions, “the credibility of witnesses in criminal trials 

[should not] turn on the outcome of a battle among experts.” State v. Myers, 359 N.W.2d 604, 610 (Minn. 1984). 

Courts are hesitant to allow experts to opine about ultimate questions in a case. See R. Evid. 704. A doctor for 

example may offer medical testimony and opinion about a victim’s physical injuries, but as a general rule, the 

doctor may not testify whether a particular injury constituted criminal “assault” or “abuse.” State v. Moore, 699 

N.W.2d 733, 740 (Minn. 2005). Those conclusions are better left to the jury.  

 

The parties here each offer their own potential expert testimony. The State’s investigator River Charles used an 

established methodology for reviewing and investigating the relevant organization records. Similarly, the 

Defendant’s witness Jordan Carpenter has specialized training and experience in fraud investigations. The findings 

of each investigation are relevant, and each investigator may explain what was found and what was personally 

observed and discovered in each investigation. The Court will permit the two witnesses to testify at trial, and as 

with any witness, they may offer their own rational opinions based on their personal perceptions. See R. Evid. 701. 

Any sort of expert opinion on what the findings mean, however, must meet the requirements of R. Evid. 702. The 

parties are permitted to lay foundation and seek to qualify their witnesses as experts if they wish. The court will 

nevertheless exclude the testimony upon objection if the party fails to lay the proper foundation and qualifications. 

If proper foundation is laid, the witnesses may also offer an opinion on whether a particular act or set of 

circumstances suggests fraudulent behavior. The court acknowledges there is a fine line between explaining how 

something is consistent with fraudulent behavior, and saying something is fraudulent, but there is a difference. The 

Court concludes with the following reminder: “While the evidentiary rules do not bar all expert testimony 

concerning the ultimate issue, a district court may exclude ultimate issue testimony under Rule 702 or Rule 403 

Case Type: Criminal 

 

Court File No. 73-CR-20-912 

 

PRETRIAL ORDER 
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when the testimony would merely tell the jury what result to reach.” State v. Lopez-Rios, 669 N.W.2d 603, 613 

(Minn. 2003). 

 

II. The Court will instruct the jury that if it finds the defendant guilty of theft, it must also determine the 

value of the stolen property.  

For theft cases in Minnesota, the State must prove to the jury whether the defendant is guilty or not guilty of the 

crime, and if the defendant is guilty, the jury must also determine the value of property stolen. As charged in the 

complaint here, the State alleges that from December 1, 2018 through May 1, 2019, the Defendant illegally 

obtained property or services from another person in an amount greater than $35,000 by swindling, whether by 

artifice, trick, or device. The parties have submitted joint jury instructions that define the act of theft by swindle: 

 

The essence of a swindle is the cheating of another person by a deliberate artifice or scheme. It is not 

necessary that the victim had a special confidence in the defendant. A swindle can be accomplished by false 

representation as to either past or future facts. A swindle may include a trick or a scheme consisting of mere 

words and actions, and it does not require the use of some mechanical or other device. 

 

The State bears the burden of proof beyond a reasonable doubt for each element in this case. At the conclusion of 

trial, the court will instruct the jury that it must find the following elements: the defendant acted with the intention 

of obtaining for themselves money belonging to the victim(s); the victim(s) gave money to the defendant because 

of the swindle; the defendant’s act was a swindle; and the defendant’s act took place on or about December 1, 2018 

through May 1, 2019 in Stearns County, MN. If the jury finds that each element has been proven beyond a 

reasonable doubt, the defendant is guilty of theft by swindle.  

 

The jury will also receive a special interrogatory on the total value of property that was stolen, if any. If the jury 

finds the defendant is guilty of theft by swindle, it must also make a finding on the value of the money taken by 

swindle. The value of the money taken by swindle determines the maximum sentence the defendant faces. Theft of 

less than $500 is a misdemeanor, and theft of more than $500 and up to $1,000 is a gross misdemeanor. Theft of 

more than $1,000 is a felony, with the maximum penalty increasing based on the amount of the theft. The parties 

may argue to the jury that certain dollar amounts have or have not been proven, but parties may not reference in the 

presence of the jury the penalty (misdemeanor, gross misdemeanor, or felony) that the Defendant would face if the 

jury finds that the theft was above or below a certain amount. Doing so may prejudice the defendant’s case.  

 

After the close of the case, the Court will instruct the jury that, if it returns a guilty verdict, it must make a finding 

of whether the amount was more than $35,000; or more than $5,000, but not more than $35,000; or more than 

$1,000, but not more than $5,000; or more than $500, but not more than $1,000; or not more than $500. At trial, the 

State may argue whether the facts support any of these value ranges, and it may also argue for different values in 

the alternative. The total value proven to the jury may also be from one or more victims. But regardless of 

whichever value range it seeks to prove, the State bears the burden of proving the specific amount beyond a 

reasonable doubt. 

        

So ordered. 

 

 

Dated: October 17, 2021      /s/ Stewart E. Lynch   

         Honorable Stewart E. Lynch 

Judge of District Court 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA                                                DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF STEARNS            SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

 

 

State of Minnesota,  

   Plaintiff, 

v. 

 

Taylor Blair, 

Defendant. 

 

 

 
The State and the Defendant have stipulated and agreed as follows: 

 

1. All of the transactions between Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue (“MNPR”) and/or Taylor Blair and others 

described in the Witness Statements and exhibits occurred in Stearns County, Minnesota. 

 

2. None of the practices, procedures, and policies of UFundUs described by Jordan Carpenter have changed in 

any relevant way since Jordan Carpenter left Carpenter’s employment at UFundUs. Carpenter therefore has 

sufficient knowledge to describe the current practices, procedures, and policies of UFundUs that are discussed 

in Carpenter’s affidavit. 

 

3. Exhibit 1 is a fair and accurate copy of the curriculum vitae of River Charles. 

 

4. Exhibit 2 is a fair and accurate copy of River Charles’s investigation notes regarding MNPR’s revenues and 

expenses from July 1, 2018, through June 30, 2019. 

 

5. Exhibit 3 is a fair and accurate copy of the results of searches on the IRS’s website for tax-exempt 

organizations with the names “MN Nice Pet Rescue” and “Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue.”  

 

6. Exhibit 4 is a fair and accurate copy of the articles of incorporation for MNPR, signed and filed by Taylor 

Blair with the Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State. Exhibit 4 was submitted by Taylor Blair to the 

Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State.  

 

7. Exhibit 5 is a fair and accurate copy of a contract between Taylor Blair and Wet Willy’s Pool Services, Inc. 

The contract was signed by Taylor Blair and William Johnson, the owner of Wet Willy’s Pool Services, Inc. 

 

8. Exhibit 6 is a fair and accurate copy of the MNPR’s balance sheet for fiscal years 2017-2018 and 2018-

2019, which was reviewed by River Charles.  The amounts in the Current Year for Current Assets, Fixed 

Assets, TOTAL ASSETS, Long-term Liabilities and TOTAL LIABILITIES were edits to the amounts 

reflected in the accounting system of MNPR and such edits were made by Taylor Blair to the Balance Sheet 

provided to River Charles by Taylor Blair. 

 

9. Exhibit 7 is a fair and accurate copy of a spreadsheet obtained by River Charles from MNPR regarding 

MNPR’s revenues and expenses from July 1, 2018, until June 30, 2019.  Exhibit 7 is a record of activity 

conducted in the regular course of MNPR’s organization and fully satisfies the requirements for admissibility 

of Rule 803.6 of the Minnesota Mock Trial Simplified Rules of Evidence. 

 

10. Exhibit 8 is a fair and accurate copy of two photos. The top photo in the exhibit depicts the same type of 

swimming pool as that located at the farm at which MNPR kept dogs in April 2018. The bottom photo in the 

Case Type: Criminal 

 

Court File No. 73-CR-20-912 

 

STIPULATIONS 
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exhibit depicts the same type of  swimming pool as that located at the farm where MNPR kept dogs in April 

2019, after the type of pool shown in the top photo was removed. The pool of the type depicted in the bottom 

photo was installed at MNPR in April 2018. The pools and accompanying structures depicted in Exhibit 8 are 

not the actual pools that were installed at MNPR but are fair and accurate representations of the type of pools 

installed at MNPR. Either party may offer Exhibit 8 without laying foundation, but Exhibit 8 is admissible for 

demonstrative purposes only. 

 

11. Exhibit 9 is a fair and accurate copy of two photos of dogs posted on MNPR’s website.  Exhibit 9 was 

posted on MNPR’s website as part of the website depicting images of two dogs posted in February or May 

2019.  The first was of a dog the site indicates was in need of funding for leg surgery and the second was a dog 

indicates as rescued from Texas.   

 

12. Exhibit 10 is a fair and accurate copy of a photo of the type of GMC Teton purchased by Taylor Blair in 

February 2019. The vehicle depicted in Exhibit 10 is not the actual vehicle purchased by Taylor Blair, but it is 

of the same type and color. Either party may offer Exhibit 10 without laying foundation, but Exhibit 10 is 

admissible for demonstrative purposes only. 

 

 

Dated: October 17, 2021 

 

Counsel for the State of Minnesota    Counsel for the Defendant 

 

/s/ Todd Kosovich      /s/ Marcy Harris   

Assistant County Attorney     Attorney at Law 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA                                                DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF STEARNS            SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

 

 

State of Minnesota,  

   Plaintiff, 

v. 

 

Taylor Blair, 

Defendant. 

 

 

Presumption of Innocence 

The defendant is presumed innocent of the charge made. This presumption remains with the defendant unless and 

until the defendant has been proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. That the defendant has been brought before 

the court by the ordinary processes of the law and is on trial should not be considered by you as in any way 

suggesting guilt. The burden of proving guilt is on the State. The defendant does not have to prove innocence. 

 

Proof Beyond a Reasonable Doubt 

Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is such proof as ordinarily prudent men and women would act upon in their most 

important affairs. A reasonable doubt is a doubt based upon reason and common sense. It does not mean a fanciful 

or capricious doubt, nor does it mean beyond all possibility of doubt. 

  

Direct and Circumstantial Evidence 

A fact may be proven by either direct or circumstantial evidence, or by both. The law does not prefer one form of 

evidence over the other. 

  

A fact is proven by direct evidence when, for example, it is proven by witnesses who testify to what they saw, 

heard, or experienced, or by physical evidence of the fact itself. A fact is proven by circumstantial evidence when 

its existence can be reasonably inferred from other facts proven in the case. 

  

Evaluation of Testimony—Believability of Witnesses 

You are the sole judges of whether a witness is to be believed and of the weight to be given a witness's testimony. 

There are no hard and fast rules to guide you in this respect. In determining believability and weight of testimony, 

you may take into consideration the witness's: 

  

[1] Interest or lack of interest in the outcome of the case, 

[2] Relationship to the parties, 

[3] Ability and opportunity to know, remember, and relate the facts, 

[4] Manner, 

[5] Age and experience, 

[6] Frankness and sincerity, or lack thereof, 

[7] Reasonableness or unreasonableness of their testimony in the light of all the other evidence in the case, 

[8] Any impeachment of the witness's testimony 

[9] And any other factors that bear on believability and weight. 

  

You should rely in the last analysis upon your own experience, good judgment, and common sense. 

  

 

 

 

Case Type: Criminal 
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13 

 

Expert Testimony 

A witness who has special training, education, or experience in a particular science, occupation, or calling, is 

allowed to express an opinion as to certain facts. In determining the believability and weight to be given such 

opinion evidence, you may consider: 

 

[1] The education, training, experience, knowledge, and ability of the witness, 

[2] The reasons given for the opinion, 

[3] The sources of the information, 

[4] Factors already given you for evaluating the testimony of any witness. 

  

Such opinion evidence is entitled to neither more nor less consideration by you than any other evidence. 

 

Theft—Swindle—Defined 

Under Minnesota law, whoever obtains property or services from another person by swindling, whether by artifice, 

trick, or device, is guilty of a crime. 

 

Theft—Swindle—Elements 

The elements of theft by swindle are: 

 

First, Jay Buchanan and/or another person gave money to the defendant because of the swindle. 

 

Second, the defendant acted with the intention of obtaining for her/him/themself money belonging to Jay Buchanan 

and/or another person. 

 

Third, the defendant's act was a swindle. The essence of a swindle is the cheating of another person by a deliberate 

artifice or scheme. It is not necessary that the victim and/or another person had a special confidence in the 

defendant. A swindle can be accomplished by false representation as to either past or future facts. A swindle may 

include a trick or a scheme consisting of mere words and actions, and it does not require the use of some 

mechanical or other device. 

 

Fourth, the defendant's act took place on or about December 1, 2018, through May 1, 2019, in Stearns County. 

If you find that each of these elements has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, the defendant is guilty. If you 

find that any element has not been proved beyond a reasonable doubt, the defendant is not guilty.  

 

Value 

If you find the defendant is guilty, you have an additional issue to determine, and it will be put to you in the form 

of questions that will appear on the verdict form. The questions are: 

 

1) Was the amount of the money stolen more than $35,000? 

2) Was the amount of the money stolen more than $5,000, but not more than $35,000? 

3) Was the amount of the money stolen more than $1,000, but not more than $5,000? 

4) Was the amount of the money stolen more than $500, but not more than $1,000? 

5) Was the amount of the money stolen not more than $500? 

 

You will answer one of the questions “yes.” If you have a reasonable doubt as to the amount of the money, you 

should answer “yes” to the lesser of the amounts that the State proved was stolen. 
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Witness Statement of River Charles 1 

 2 

My name is River Charles and I am currently employed as a Forensic and Financial Crimes Analyst 3 

for Stearns County. I can “see” you smiling at my name; my parents had a fondness for Boston and a 4 

good joke.   5 

 6 

I was born in Atwater, Minnesota and had an uneventful childhood, though one filled with family 7 

picnics, T-Ball and then soccer games.  My interest in science and numbers began to grow when I 8 

was in high school, and I took all the math courses I could.  I became fascinated with economics and 9 

the way money worked, from individuals to global movements.   10 

 11 

I attended college at Appalachian State University, where I got my bachelor’s degree in Criminal 12 

Justice in 2008.  To be honest, my interest in forensic science and analysis was launched from 13 

watching CSI: Crime Scene Investigation while I was in college; Gil Grissom became my hero.  So, I 14 

started to look into what it would take to become a crime scene analyst and realized I could merge my 15 

love for economics with my CSI dreams – I could become a forensic analyst.  Aside from my degree 16 

in Criminal Justice from App U, I received a minor in accounting.   17 

 18 

I obtained an internship with the Washington County Judicial Office in 2008.  Most of this work was 19 

administrative but I did get to review some of the criminal case files.  After a year of interning, I 20 

decided to advance myself and obtained a Master of Professional Science Degree from Arizona State 21 

University, concentrating in the areas of fraud management and economic crimes.  After graduating 22 

from ASU in 2011, I obtained Certified Forensic Analyst status from the University of Minnesota-23 

Mankato in 2013, with special training in government and forensic accounting.  Since then, I have 24 

received several certifications (see my C.V.) and am an active member of the American Academy of 25 

Forensic Sciences (AAFS), where I am a member of the Forensic Document Examination Consensus 26 

Body. I have published several articles about financial and forensic analysis in industry journals and 27 

blogs. 28 

 29 

What I lack in years I have more than made up in quantity:  I have worked on hundreds of forensic 30 

cases.  My career goals are simple:  (1) to earn a place on the AAFS Standards Board, to work on 31 

improving and distributing accessible, high quality, science-based forensic standards; (2) to serve the 32 

public by serving as an expert witness; (3) become the head of the FBI Laboratory Services at 33 

Quantico. 34 

 35 

I became involved with the Taylor Blair case in October 2019 after receiving a call from my 36 

colleague Greer Carson at the Minnesota Attorney General’s Office.  The AG’s Consumer Protection 37 

Department had received a complaint from an individual (who I later learned was Jay Buchanan), 38 

who claimed that Blair and Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue (“MNPR”) ripped her/him/them off by 39 

claiming to rescue or help  special needs dogs (I’m a parakeet person myself).  Turns out there were a 40 

lot of people, a lot of money and a lot of suspicious activity.  Carson contacted me, to see if we could 41 

start a criminal investigation as the AG’s Office was unable to do so at this time.  I did a review of 42 

the information that the AG’s office could share with me, discussed the matter with the Sheriff, and 43 

obtained authorization to conduct a full investigation of the Blair matter. 44 

 45 
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The AG’s office was able to obtain a release from the alleged victim, who provided me with the 46 

complaint he/she/they filed with the AG.  After reviewing the complaint, I put together an  47 

investigative team, including a law enforcement liaison, technology specialists, someone 48 

knowledgeable about charitable scams and, of course, counsel from the County Attorney’s office. 49 

 50 

My standard protocol for conducting forensic analysis investigations, and what my team discovered 51 

pursuant to those protocols, is as follows: 52 

 53 

Step 1:  Conduct a preliminary assessment 54 

 55 

The team conducted some initial review of the information we had:  Buchanan’s statement, letters 56 

and emails to Buchanan, pictures, and other information and the UFundUs website.  This led us to: 57 

• Understand the context of the issue 58 

• Identify individuals with relevant information 59 

• Establish the availability of evidence 60 

• Identify whether, if all the allegations were true, a crime could be identified. 61 

 62 

Step 2:  Preserve and collect evidence 63 

 64 

The next step in a fraud investigation is to take steps to preserve any documentary evidence -- 65 

electronic and hard copy -- that might exist. The team’s law enforcement liaison and attorney 66 

obtained warrants to seize and obtain:   67 

• MNPR Company’s computer and network files; 68 

• Blair’s personal computer, cellphone and tablet; 69 

• Documents stored on Blair’s personal and organization hard drives; 70 

• Emails and email archives from Blair, MNPR and employees; 71 

• Text messages or other communications stored on Blair’s personal and organization 72 

cellphones; 73 

• Bank, credit card and UFundUs records relating to Blair and MNPR. 74 

 75 

The victim in this case, Jay Buchanan, and a former volunteer with MNPR, Alex Knott, voluntarily 76 

allowed us to review the documentary evidence they had in their possession. 77 

 78 

Step 3:  Analyze financial, organization, and electronic records 79 

 80 

My team conducted a comprehensive analysis of the financial, business, and electronic records of 81 

MNPR and Blair.  My approach to fraud investigations uses an analytic approach that combines 82 

rules-based analytics, algorithms based on machine learning, and data visualizations to identify fact 83 

patterns. 84 

 85 

An important aspect to analysis is to look not only at the evidence before us, but to look for items that 86 

are not present – organization records, receipts and invoices, materials supplies and equipment 87 

needed to carry out a legitimate organization, insurance coverages and so forth.  Lucky for us, 3 of 88 

the team members had dogs and two have used kennel services in the past, so we had some 89 

knowledge of the organization and how it should be run. 90 

 91 
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Step 4: Conduct interviews 92 

 93 

We interviewed the fact witnesses after most of the financial, business, and electronic records have 94 

been analyzed, so our questions can be more focused. We interviewed the following persons: 95 

 96 

a. Jay Buchanan, alleged victim; 97 

b. Alex Knott, volunteer with Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue; 98 

c. Customer Service Representative for UFundUs; 99 

d. Taylor Blair. 100 

 101 

We conducted one round of interviews after a short review of the financial records; we did not think 102 

it necessary to conduct further interviews after the full review of the financial records. 103 

 104 

Step 5:  Analysis 105 

 106 

Our analysis is contained in the Investigation Notes for the MNPR Revenues and Expenses for 2018-107 

2019.  Categories of expenses were marked either: 108 

• L:  appear legitimate 109 

• Q: questionable – unable to verify because no documentation or explanation unsubstantiated 110 

 111 

Based on the efforts of my team and the analyses we conducted, I submit the following: 112 

 113 

1. We reviewed information from February 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019.  Our financial 114 

analysis focused on the 12-month period between July 1, 2018 and June 30, 2019. 115 

 116 

2. Sometime in the fall or winter of 2016, Blair appears to have rescued and rehabilitated a 117 

deceased neighbor’s 10 dogs. Blair’s efforts were covered in local media, and individuals sent 118 

Blair donations to assist with the dogs. 119 

 120 

3. On or about February 2, 2017, Blair files nonprofit incorporation documents with the 121 

Minnesota Secretary of State for “Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue.”  Investigation revealed that 122 

the organization does not have charity status with the IRS.  As a result, none of the donations 123 

MN Nice Pet Rescue can be taken as tax-deductible donations by alleged victims. It is 124 

outside of the scope of this analysis to determine whether the alleged victims knew their 125 

donations were not tax-deductible and our investigation did not look at any of the tax 126 

issues that may have been present. 127 

 128 

4. Blair puts up a website in February 2017 and added UFundUs in June. From July 11, 2017 129 

through  November 1, 2018, Blair’s UFundUs site obtained 113 donations, only one of which 130 

(Buchanan, June 2018) was over $500. 131 

 132 

5. From November 1, 2018 through January 31, 2019, there appeared several donations in 133 

excess of $500, including alleged victim Buchanan’s donations of $1,000 (November), $5,000 134 

(December) and $25,000 (January).  All the funds were deposited in MNPR’s organization 135 

checking account. 136 

 137 
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6. As of June 30, 2019, there was $4,873 in MNPR’s checking account, which was verified by 138 

contacting the bank. 139 

 140 

7. In March 2019, a donation of $30,000 was received from a donor who requested not to be 141 

identified and was unwilling to be interviewed.    142 

 143 

8. Expenditures:  from July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019, we examined 53 expenditures.  The 144 

results of the investigation are in the Investigation Notes accompanying the Revenue and 145 

Expenditure spreadsheet.  Of these transactions, at least 13 appeared to be questionable 146 

relative to operating a dog rescue organization, including but not limited to the following: 147 

 148 

a. December 21, 2018:  thank-you holiday dinner party for supporters of Minnesota Nice 149 

Pet Rescue at Swankye Restaurant, $440.  Number of attendees:  2 150 

b. February 2019: $30,000 withdrawn from MNPR’s checking account, allegedly for 151 

company vehicle. 152 

c. February 7 – 14, 2019:  2 $150-package tickets to the Westminster Kennel Club Dog 153 

Show; round-trip airfare for two to New York, total $700; 7-day stay at Reformation 154 

Hotel in New York, $2173.50; meals for 7 days, $1,243.74; 2 tickets to the musical  155 

“Cats,” other daily necessities, $400. 156 

d. April 2019: swimming pool installation, $34,250; purpose unclear (Blair alleges it was 157 

for the dogs).  We received the invoice that was submitted for the pool purchase and 158 

installation. 159 

 160 

9. Absence of expected expenses:  my review of the financial transactions of MNPR did not 161 

locate payments, any liability or property insurance for the staff or premises.  In addition, my 162 

calculations (available on request) indicate that, based on the number of animals Blair and 163 

MNPR allegedly served, an overabundance of food and dog-care supplies were ordered.  164 

There also seems to be an implication on the UFundUs site of greater staff-to-dog ratios than 165 

other documents support. 166 

 167 

Last, we reviewed MNPR’s Balance Sheet, which compares cash, assets, and debts between 2018-19 168 

and the prior year, to determine if there were any irregularities.  It appears that almost all of the 169 

numbers in the 2018-2019 were “amended,” looking at the numbers for Current Assets, Fixed Assets, 170 

Total Assets, Long-Term Liabilities, Total Liabilities and Total Net Worth. Examination revealed 171 

that fonts were different, the alignment was off on some numbers, and the document appeared 172 

smudged in some places, as if someone had used paint or something to cover up the original 173 

numbers.  In this age of computers, you don’t normally see these types of revisions.  In addition, we 174 

noted that: 175 

   176 

• Current Assets (cash) appear too high when compared to the cash in bank 177 

• Fixed Assets, such as major equipment and property (like the truck in February 2019 and a 178 

swimming pool in April 2019) are questionably listed for MNPR 179 

• Long-Term Liabilities (debts, long-term loans) did not appear to match up with anything and 180 

clearly the Total Liabilities number had been changed 181 

 182 

These “amendments” make it look like MNPR has more money than it does. 183 
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I am familiar with the following Exhibits: 184 

• Exhibit 1 185 

• Exhibit 2 186 

• Exhibit 3 187 

• Exhibit 4 188 

• Exhibit 6 189 

• Exhibit 7 190 

• Exhibit 8 191 

   192 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and correct. 193 

 194 

Dated October 1, 2021     /s/ River Charles    195 
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Witness Statement of Alex Knott 1 

 2 
My name is Alex Knott, and until recently, I was the unofficial “vice president” of Minnesota Nice 3 

Pet Rescue (“MNPR”). I helped build that organization from the ground up. That is why I felt the 4 

need to blow the whistle on Taylor Blair.  5 

 6 

I was born and raised outside of Philadelphia. You could say we were a no-fuss family. We never had 7 

pets. In fact, I’m allergic to dogs. And that’s fine by me. You have to feed them, water them, walk 8 

them, and they track in dirt. I can appreciate that other people like them—and are willing to put their 9 

money where their hearts are—but dogs aren’t for me.  10 

 11 

I graduated from business school in New York and moved here to make a name for myself. 12 

Minnesota hosts a large number of Fortune 500 companies. I took a job as an Operations Manager in 13 

the healthcare field. I collaborate with business leaders to build and implement strategic solutions that 14 

align with our overall management strategy to deliver excellent results across our portfolio of 15 

products. I work 60+ hours a week.  16 

 17 

I found time, however, to help run a volunteer organization. Those look great on resumes. I met 18 

Taylor Blair in 2016. I’ll admit, I come across to some as a “corporate suit,” but I love gas station 19 

coffee. I miss Wawa coffee from out East, but Fast Trip is a close second. I would stop at the Fast 20 

Trip north of St. Cloud on I-94 all the time. That’s where I met Taylor Blair, who was an employee 21 

there. Taylor was personable and had a good work ethic. It was also clear Taylor really, really cared 22 

about animals. When I heard about Taylor rescuing the dogs in October 2016, and saw the donation 23 

box on the counter at the Fast Trip, I saw an opportunity to combine Taylor’s interests and my 24 

business experience.  25 

 26 

Taylor wanted to cover the cost of care for the dogs and had difficulty placing them because of their 27 

special needs.  I might not know dogs, but I know a target market when I see one. I suggested we 28 

could form a charity to address the needs of dogs with disabilities. Using donations, we would locate 29 

dogs in need of help, facilitate their transport and temporary care, and hopefully find their new 30 

“forever home.” We tried to personalize it: we posted cute pictures and sent personal letters to our 31 

donors. It wasn’t a particularly novel idea to create an animal rescue center—we’re all familiar with 32 

the Sarah McLachlan commercials—but there is a real problem in finding new homes for disabled 33 

animals. Think about it. They usually require time-intensive attention, and most are anxious because 34 

they were never trained properly. I won’t lie, I saw the demand for this type of organization, and 35 

future executives would love to hear how I helped save dogs. Everyone likes dogs! Well, I don’t, but 36 

the important thing is that other people do.  37 

 38 

Marketing came naturally once Taylor rescued those dogs in 2016. The local media went nuts over it. 39 

Taylor had TV interviews, and I pulled some strings for a presentation spot at the Rotary Club in St. 40 

Cloud. Our MNPR website went online in February 2017. I think Taylor and I had sole access in the 41 

beginning. One of our supporters suggested the brilliant idea of going through UFundUs. It avoided 42 

having to register as a tax-exempt organization with the IRS. The UFundUs information and linked 43 

webpage went live in the late spring of 2017.  44 

 45 
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The early donations varied from $50 – $500. We had a lot of low-level, first-time donors. It felt great, 46 

but it’s a maxim in running a charity: you will never keep a donor who only donates a little. Someone 47 

who donates $1,000 to an organization will have more interest than someone who simply clicks 48 

“donate $10” on a social media site. Taylor and I spoke about this. Taylor didn’t know how to build a 49 

brand or have a “strategic action plan.” I guess you could say I was responsible for teaching Taylor 50 

how to solicit bigger donations.  51 

 52 

By summer 2018, we had everything up and running. We had a number of volunteers. I never took a 53 

salary for my work. I helped primarily with the organization strategy, and Taylor handled the 54 

finances. Taylor was responsible for paying bills and expenses, receipt of donations, and served as 55 

the primary contact for the donors themselves. I will admit we did not have precise job duties for 56 

each person in the organization. After all, we weren’t a Fortune 500 company with hundreds of 57 

employees. We all helped where we could. Looking back, the right hand didn’t know what the left 58 

hand was doing.  Still, I believe only Taylor and I had moderator access to the MNPR and UFundUs 59 

websites, and I certainly had no interest in posting cutesy-wutsey pictures of dogs, so Taylor must 60 

have been the only one.   61 

 62 

Taylor had a habit in the beginning to run big donations by me. Taylor said “I want to make sure their 63 

money is spent on something that matters,” or something like that. I would estimate that in the fall 64 

and winter of 2018, Taylor asked me about three different donations before processing the receipts. 65 

Two of them were from Jay Buchanan totaling $1,000 and $5,000. Taylor wanted to make sure the 66 

donations were above board. I reviewed them, and Jay seemed genuine. Taylor stopped telling me 67 

about big donations in late December 2018. At that point, I assumed Taylor finally felt comfortable 68 

processing big payments.  69 

 70 

I knew from the beginning that Taylor lived outside of Freeport, MN. It was perfect for fostering the 71 

dogs. Taylor called it “the farm.” I never went there. At least never past the driveway. Don’t get me 72 

wrong; I love rural towns. They have great coffee, local diners, available tee times, and everyone is 73 

incredibly nice. I just didn’t want to risk my allergies.  74 

 75 

By January 2019, Taylor began to take more leadership of the organization. I stopped reviewing the 76 

transactions and took a backseat role. That was fine by me. Then Jay Buchanan called me out of the 77 

blue. I was not expecting a call from Jay. I also was not expecting to hear how much Jay had donated. 78 

Jay said Taylor met one-on-one to solicit a large donation. I do not remember seeing or hearing about 79 

any individual meetings. I did not think we were big enough yet to justify personalized meetings. 80 

Like I said, we weren’t a Fortune 500 company, and we didn’t exactly have Bill Gates on our donor 81 

rolls.  82 

 83 

Jay also claimed we fraudulently used the donations. I could not believe it. Our organization was a 84 

well-oiled machine. I looked into recent expense reports. Most of them seemed fine. Gas expenses 85 

from here to there; standard operational stuff. I recognized some transactions from New York 86 

because I went to school out there. I believed those were suspicious. I suppose a charity organization 87 

could justify dinner and a show if it led to donations, but I never heard about them, and Taylor never 88 

ran any big donations past me. Besides, why would an organization for dogs spend money to see 89 

Cats!? 90 

 91 
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I then saw the two big transactions in early 2019. The first was the $32,000 in donations received in 92 

January and a $30,000 expenditure in February. That coincided with Taylor’s new pickup truck. I 93 

remember Taylor driving it around and saying how “awesome” it was. I saw a picture of the truck in 94 

this case. People buy cars all the time. It didn’t strike me as odd until I saw it on our balance sheet. I 95 

don’t see how a big pickup truck would help the organization. It also seemed fraudulent because—I 96 

assume—Taylor told Jay we were going to spend the money on dogs.  97 

 98 

Then I saw the expenditure for a pool. I saw it on the revenues and expenses report and found an 99 

invoice for it in our organization records. I was shocked. Taylor billed a $34,000 pool directly to the 100 

company? And it was conveniently installed in Taylor’s backyard?? The organization kept payment 101 

records like this for basic expenditures, but still to this day I cannot imagine any legitimate purpose 102 

for that pool.  103 

 104 

I drove to the farm. From the road, maybe 100 yards away, I could see there was a shiny new pool in 105 

the back. It was ridiculous. It was fenced in and might have had a cabana. I called Taylor from my car 106 

and politely asked what was going on. Taylor said “you don’t get how this works. You never 107 

understood. This is how the game works.” Sure, I never handled donors or drove the dogs around, but 108 

I cannot imagine how a personal truck, personal flight, and personal pool totaling way over $50,000 109 

could be legitimate expenses!  110 

 111 

As I drove away, I saw the dog kennels in my rear-view mirror. Taylor had mentioned the week 112 

before that MNPR had about a dozen dogs waiting for foster homes. I did not see any dogs out back. 113 

Come to think of it, I did not hear any dogs from the road either. To this day I don’t think Taylor had 114 

any dogs there. Where was the money going then? That made me angry. It  led me to take my 115 

information to the Attorney General’s Office. 116 

 117 

As the unofficial vice-president of the organization, I hope to take it over and legitimize it. We had a 118 

solid plan and marketing strategy—I would know, I developed it—and I plan to expand it into 119 

something grander than before. Maybe with all this good press I can run for local office one day. It’s 120 

a dog-eat-dog world out there, and I felt that people should know what I saw.  121 

 122 

I am familiar with the following Exhibits: 123 

• Exhibit 4 124 

• Exhibit 5 125 

• Exhibit 6 126 

• Exhibit 7 127 

• Exhibit 8 128 

• Exhibit 10 129 

 130 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and correct. 131 

 132 

Dated: October 1, 2021     /s/ Alex Knott   133 
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Witness Statement of Jay Buchanan 1 

 2 
My name is Jay Buchanan.  I am 74 years old and have lived in the same house I was born right here 3 

in Avon.  When I was young, my parents would not let me have a dog in their “nice house.”  Once 4 

they had passed, I took in a chihuahua from the pound.  The dog’s name was Tuffy.  Tuffy always 5 

looked prime for a fight, but he was a sweetie and was protective of me and my house.  I have never 6 

been married. 7 

   8 

As Tuff got older, he started to have health problems.  I was living on a pension and started to sell 9 

some of the antiques around the house to pay for a veterinarian.  Tuff had some kidney problems and 10 

I finally had to have Tuff’s leg amputated to get rid of a tumor.  Tuff passed when he was 11 in his 11 

own little bed one night in August 2018.   I spent thousands of dollars on keeping this dear doggie 12 

alive and began to wonder what poor people did – did they just have to let their dogs suffer and die?  13 

I thought if I ever had the money, I would try to help poor people care for their dogs. 14 

  15 

And then I came into some money and tried to find a way to help dogs.  I told the pound that I wanted 16 

to care for an aging, even sick doggie.  Now I have Sammy, another three-legged Chihuahua.  17 

Sammy likes to stay in the house all day, which is fine by me. 18 

  19 

A few month  later, somebody at the pound told me about the inter-thing, inter-web or internet having 20 

a thing on it where people tried to get help for their sick doggies.  I didn’t know anything about 21 

computers, so I took a free class at the library and got a small computer and began to search the web 22 

thing. I came upon a UFundUs page when I searched for ‘sick dogs.’  A group called Minnesota Nice 23 

Pet Rescue indicated it was seeking funds to help a dog get dental surgery.  They had matched up 24 

with a dog dentist in Duluth and were able to provide supplies and treatment but wanted $500 to get 25 

the dog there and back, and pay for a hotel and gas and kenneling at the pet hospital.  They had a 26 

photo of the poor dog named Toby with its teeth all mangled.  I took a deep breath and sent the $500 27 

by computer pay.  They sent me a photo of the dog after the surgery.  I printed it out and taped it on 28 

my fridge.  The person from the organization, Taylor Blair, sent me a nice thank you card.  The return 29 

address was from Freeport here in Minnesota. My first donation was in June 2018. 30 

  31 

So I kept looking at either the UFundUs or the MNPR website webpage.  Taylor Blair lived in 32 

Minnesota, and was helping dogs all over the state.  Some had extreme health needs and needed 33 

surgery, others were in need of adoption because their owners could not care for them. Sometimes 34 

they delivered food and paid for a dog’s medication.  35 

  36 

In November 2018 I donated $1,000 to help a dog named Sparky in St. James who needed daily 37 

insulin shots – just like me!  I still have the dog’s photo right where I can see it.  Sparky passed and 38 

Blair forwarded a lovely thank you card from the owner, saying that I extended Sparky’s life many 39 

months.  They sent me a nice photo of Sparky, which is on my fridge. It seems like  there was a 40 

doggie in distress every few days.   41 

  42 

Then next month, December 2018, I helped finance a dog rescue operation in a hurricane zone.  43 

Minnesota Nice brought the doggies to Minnesota. I donated $5,000 to that worthy cause.  44 

  45 
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Just a few weeks later, in January 2019,  Taylor Blair wanted to come to my house, right here in 46 

Avon.  We visited and had coffee in the living room.  Blair explained s/he/they had been basically 47 

running the rescue operation all by her/him/themself.  Blair wanted to expand into a regular 48 

charitable organization.  Blair wanted to build some nice kennels on a farm to house the animals 49 

waiting for adoption. There would even be a doggie pool for dogs with leg problems so they could 50 

help the dogs exercise. 51 

 52 

Minnesota Nice  would find other caring folks, just like me, to help out.  Blair said people would be 53 

more trusting in contributing to an organization with a fancier website and photos. Blair asked if I 54 

could find it in my heart to donate $25,000.  I told Blair I would have to think about it, as that would 55 

be the last of my money.  Blair quickly pointed out that with an actual organization, people could 56 

include property and cash in a will.  Blair said they would put a big photo of me in the lobby or 57 

office.  It would be framed with my name and a caption, “Jay Buchanan: A dog’s best friend.”  Well, 58 

I was hooked and gave a check for $25,000 to Blair, even though it drained out most of my available 59 

cash.  60 

  61 

After that I was too sad to look at the website  I did not want to see doggies I could not help.  Finally, 62 

in February 2019,  I looked at the Minnesota Nice website and managed to link up and they had a 63 

gallery of dogs that needed help and dogs that had been helped.  If you clicked the doggie’s photo, 64 

you could read their story.  Well, what do you know – there’s Sparky from St. James!  I click the 65 

photo and they say his name is Gus and he had leg surgery.  No, Sparky kept his legs.  I went to the 66 

fridge and got Sparky’s photo – same photo!  Same coloring.  Same background!   67 

 68 

And imagine my surprise a few months later when I saw a picture of Toby, the dog I paid to get his 69 

teeth fixed, but this time he was called Kirby and the website said he was rescued from Texas.  I 70 

reviewed Exhibit 9 and the top picture is of Sparky which the website thing called Gus and the 71 

bottom picture is of Toby which the website called Kirby.  I was very confused and began to feel a bit 72 

strange about the whole thing.  73 

  74 

Also on the website was a photo of a kennel on a farm.  The farm was “near Freeport”.  What if that 75 

was wrong too – or worse.  A fake. So I drove out that way and with the help of a friendly Stearns 76 

County deputy, I got directions and went to the farm.  There was an outdoor kennel with some dogs 77 

next to a nice, new shed.  I was too shy to drive in.  I did see a big shiny new GMC truck, I think it is 78 

a Teton model.  When Blair came to my house, s/he/they was driving an old Chevy truck.  Now this 79 

situation might prove me a fool, but I am not a complete fool.  I watch TV!  Those big 4-door GMCs 80 

are fancy, expensive things that cost more than my house is worth.  Exhibit 10 looks like the big, 81 

fancy GMC truck that I saw out at the farm. 82 

  83 

And then I saw Taylor Blair, unloading groceries from the back and taking them into the house – 84 

NOT the shed!  And I could see there was a new looking swimming pool.  I know those don’t come 85 

cheap. The bottom picture in Exhibit 8 is what the pool I saw looked like. I drove back home mad as 86 

a hornet! 87 

  88 

I called Blair, who said s/he/they could explain – the GMC was for the dogs!  I did not believe Blair.  89 

A new Chevy van would cost half of what a GMC cost!  Finally, I said that I feel cheated out of all 90 

my money and was going to do something about it.  I was embarrassed so instead of calling the cops, 91 
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I started making  phone calls and eventually I talked to a person that works for the State and that’s 92 

why  I’m making my statement.  Finally someone is going to  get to the bottom of this. 93 

  94 

I know my money paid for all or part of that fancy truck Blair is using and maybe the swimming 95 

pool. I want my money back. Hopefully Blair will be convicted or something, but if not, I may decide 96 

to bring a civil suit to recover the money Blair tricked me out of. 97 

 98 

I am familiar with the following Exhibits: 99 

• Exhibit 8 100 

• Exhibit 9 101 

• Exhibit 10 102 

 103 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and 104 

correct. 105 

   106 

Dated October 1, 2021     /s/ Jay Buchanan    107 
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Statement of Taylor Blair 1 

 2 
My name is Taylor Blair and I am the defendant in these proceedings.  I was born in 1992.  I have a 3 

brother who is two years older than me and my sister who is three years younger.  I grew up on a 4 

chicken farm outside of Freeport, which is located in Stearns County.  My Mom and Dad operated 5 

under a production contract with the Good ‘n Plump Chicken Company.  The company provided the 6 

chickens and the feed and my folks provided the farm and the labor.  That labor included me and my 7 

siblings.  Mom and Dad got paid based on the number of birds that went on to the company’s 8 

processing plants in the area. 9 

 10 

It wasn’t an easy life, especially after the salmonella outbreak in 2000 when I was eight years old.  11 

Consumption of chicken was down and Good ‘n Plump reduced the allotment of birds to be raised by 12 

my folks, so their income went down, but the mortgage and other expenses stayed the same.  Mom 13 

got a job at the Wall-Mart in St. Cloud and Dad did some bartending on the weekends at the Corner 14 

Bar in Freeport. 15 

 16 

We got by, but after several years, my Dad just got worn down and started to make mistakes.  Once 17 

we had a power outage at night in a hot and dry spell.  Without the ventilator fans running in the 18 

chicken houses, they overheated, and we lost a lot of birds.  We had a simple alarm plugged into an 19 

outlet in the house that would go off if the power was cut, but someone pulled it out of the socket to 20 

plug something else in and forgot to put it back.  Dad blamed Mom and Mom blamed Dad.  I figured 21 

it was my brother playing Nintendo. 22 

 23 

Things went from bad to worse and in 2005 my folks split up.  They gave up the farm to the bank, 24 

Dad took off for California and my Mom moved us in to live with Grandma and Grandpa in St. 25 

Cloud.  Living on the farm had one advantage and that is all of the pets we had.  I showed rabbits in 26 

4H, but my real love was my dogs.  I read books and got really good with training our dogs.  When 27 

we moved into town, we could only keep one and I picked Sydney, he was an Australian Cattle 28 

Dog/German Shepherd cross.  I had taught him to do tricks and things. 29 

 30 

I did OK in school, but knew we didn’t have the money to send me to college.  Dad wasn’t helping at 31 

all, but when we filled out that FAFSA student aid thing, turned out my Dad was making pretty good 32 

money in California, so I wasn’t going to get much.  Talked with other kids in my class and some 33 

said they were looking at enlistment in the military.  I started looking at it and met with an army 34 

recruiter and she said with my skills at training my dog I could become what they call a Military 35 

Working Dog Handler.  Well, as they say, “sign me up!”  I wish I would have read the fine print.   36 

 37 

I graduated from Apollo High School in June of 2010 and it was off to Fort Leonard Wood in 38 

Missouri, where I did my 10 weeks of basic training and then 17 weeks of advanced training at the 39 

Military Police School there.  I figured being an MP would position me for selection to become a 40 

military dog handler, but the Army had different plans for me.  After training, I moved around a few 41 

posts and did well enough to make E-3, what most would call a private first class.  I also took the test 42 

and finally got my dream assignment to attend the 11-week basic handler course at Lackland Air 43 

Force Base in San Antonio, Texas. 44 

 45 
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I thought I knew how to train dogs, but I had no idea how much work and patience it takes.  The 46 

obedience work-up for basic patrol work was ok, but learning to train a dog to detect explosives was 47 

a ton of work.  I got through it and graduated. 48 

 49 

In 2010 I was deployed to Afghanistan.  When I got there, I was assigned Eddie, a two-year old 50 

Dutch Shepherd/Belgian Malinois cross.  It took a while for us to bond.  Eddie’s former handler had 51 

rotated home and I think Eddie missed him until we built up the mutual trust needed between a 52 

handler and their dog.  We worked together well and I opted to do two tours of duty of nine months 53 

each just to be with Eddie.  That all changed on February 22, 2012. 54 

 55 

Eddie and I were working out of the Bagram air base north of Kabul.  We were assigned to 56 

accompany a squad running a patrol through a village near the base where there had been some 57 

violent protests recently.  Eddie was there to detect any improvised explosive devices that may have 58 

been planted in the area of our patrol.  Some youths stepped out from behind buildings and threw 59 

rocks at us.  The Sergeant leading the patrol told us to chase the kids off.  Eddie was on a long lead 60 

and I let him get about twenty-five feet in front of me.  We turned a corner and from the top of a 61 

building across the street, I saw a man light and toss down towards us a flaming bomb (we called 62 

them Molotov cocktails).  It hit near Eddie and he was severely burned and lost his left eye.  I got 63 

burned a bit smothering the flames.  We got medevacked by helicopter back to the base. 64 

 65 

With his injuries, Eddie was no longer able to continue in service and the veterinarian was going to 66 

put Eddie down.  I wasn’t going to allow that to happen, and I guess I lost it and threatened the doctor 67 

and his staff that if they tried to put Eddie down, he was not the only one going home in a body bag.  68 

The Captain for my unit was called and she came and talked me off the cliff and got the staff to agree 69 

to treat Eddie.  I was looking at a Court Martial and potential sentence to Leavenworth prison.  Mom 70 

contacted our congressman and he stepped up and got me a deal.  I received an “other than honorable 71 

discharge,” but more importantly, they allowed me to adopt Eddie.   72 

 73 

My “other than honorable discharge” from the Army made it so I would not get the education 74 

benefits for which I had enlisted.  So there I was, twenty years old, broke, no job or idea what I 75 

should do next.  I moved in with Mom and got a job as a cashier at the Fast Trip convenience store on 76 

I-94 heading north of St. Cloud doing the overnight shift.  Got a little scary at times, but the manager 77 

let me keep Eddie with me behind the counter and even though he only had one eye, a look from it 78 

and his growl would keep anyone from trying to pull something. 79 

 80 

I saved up enough and started classes at the local tech college and was able to rent an old farmhouse 81 

outside of Freeport.  Heading home from work in the early morning of November 23, 2016, I saw a 82 

bunch of emergency flashers in the distance and as I got closer, I saw two fire trucks and a sheriff’s 83 

deputy’s car in front of Old Man Jensen’s place.  It was on fire. 84 

 85 

I pulled into the driveway and saw it was one of the Stearns County sheriff’s deputies I knew from 86 

her stopping by for coffee at the Fast Trip.  She would stay a bit on slow nights and play tug of war 87 

with Eddie with his chew toy made from an old fire hose.  I explained to the deputy I lived down the 88 

road and had gotten to know Jensen pretty well as I helped him with getting groceries and with his 89 

dogs.  I guess Jensen would be termed a hoarder because when I helped bring in the groceries into his 90 
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kitchen through the back door, I saw piles and piles of books, magazines and newspapers stacked 91 

everywhere so you could barely walk through the place. 92 

 93 

While the deputy and I watched, one of the EMT’s from the fire department came up and said they 94 

had found Jensen in the living room.  The EMT said Jensen wasn’t burned too bad and was able to 95 

say that he must have fallen asleep while he was smoking and listening to the radio.  The EMT said 96 

they were taking him to the hospital, but it did not look like he was going to make it, because of the 97 

smoke inhalation and not being in very good shape before the fire.  They were right, he died the next 98 

day. 99 

 100 

The deputy knew that Jensen did not have any family and that I was good with dogs.  She asked if I 101 

would be willing to take Jensen’s pack in with me while they sorted out what was going to be done 102 

with them if Jensen didn’t make it.  I agreed and we got all ten of them (including two that got a bit 103 

scorched in the fire) into my truck and the deputy’s squad car and drove them over to the farmhouse I 104 

was renting.  Couple days after Jensen’s funeral, I got a call from Sheriff Griffith that the county’s 105 

animal control folks would come by to pick up Jensen’s dogs and take them into be put down unless I 106 

could find a rescue shelter for them. 107 

 108 

I called my veterinarian, and she made a house call to come check out the dogs.  They were not in the 109 

best of shape.  One was blind, another was diagnosed as being diabetic needing insulin injections. For 110 

the two who got burned, one was on the road to recovery, but the other one had a burn on her leg that 111 

was so bad the vet said it was going to have to be amputated.  The other six were mostly just old and 112 

tired.  I went on-line and found a few dog rescue places, but they were only willing to take the three 113 

healthy younger dogs. 114 

 115 

There was just no way I was going to put down the other seven.  Then again, I was going to have a 116 

hard time paying the vet bills on the little I was making at the Fast Trip, what with rent on the 117 

farmhouse and my tuition.  My boss was really nice about it.  She let me put a donation box with 118 

pictures of the dogs out when I was working and was ok with my asking folks to put their change in 119 

to help with the bills for the dogs.  Well, folks would sometimes ask what it was all about, and after I 120 

told them the story, they often pulled a twenty from their wallet and put it in instead of their change. 121 

 122 

Soon after I put out the donation box, I spoke with one of the regulars at Fast Trip, Alex Knott, about 123 

ways we might do more to get money to help care for Jensen’s dogs.  Alex was some kind of 124 

administrator at a hospital or something like that.  S/He/They was never comfortable around Eddie, 125 

Alex said something about allergies.  126 

 127 

Then one day a reporter from the local TV news showed up and asked to interview me and my boss.  128 

My boss called corporate, and they thought it would be good to show Fast Trip was a company with a 129 

heart and even said they would match the funds I raised to pay for the vet bills.  The day after the 130 

story aired, Fast Trip got calls from folks wanting to donate; some wanted to adopt the dogs with 131 

health conditions while others wanted us to take in dogs that they could no longer care for and 132 

couldn’t find a rescue place to take them in.  When I heard this, I called Alex with the news and Alex 133 

seemed to get just as excited as I was and said we needed to take advantage of the good press and 134 

start up a bigger thing. 135 

 136 
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With the funds, I was able to install kennels for 20 dogs in what had been a granary near the 137 

farmhouse.  My landlord had no problem with that and even helped put in some insulation and install 138 

windows donated by a local building supply store.  Between work and taking care of and placing the 139 

dogs, I decided to stop taking classes at the local tech college so I could devote more time to our dog 140 

rescue program. 141 

 142 

Then things just sort of slowed down.  Sure, I continued to get donations at Fast Trip and the 143 

matching funds helped, but it was not going to be enough to build on.  I talked with Alex and Alex 144 

said something like the news cycle had moved on and forgotten about me. 145 

 146 

Alex finagled an invitation for us to speak at the Granite City Rotary Club’s lunch meeting on 147 

February 1, 2017.  I brought Eddie and Jensen’s four remaining dogs (three got placed with good 148 

folks with big hearts willing to take in a dog with challenges).  I used Eddie to show what a dog with 149 

physical impairments could still do and how loving and attentive the other four could be.  Alex 150 

mentioned in our presentation that we wanted to help other dogs with special needs.  After the 151 

meeting, the local Generous Motors dealer came up and offered to help and suggested we use 152 

UFundUs to raise funds.  Another of the Rotarians who was an accountant suggested we form a non-153 

profit corporation to which donations could be made. 154 

 155 

Alex and I were thrilled that it looked like our dreams were about to come true. On the drive home I 156 

called Alex while s/he/they was driving back to work and we decided on the name “Minnesota Nice 157 

Pet Rescue” or “MNPR” for short.  When I got home, I fired up my computer to connect to the 158 

Minnesota Secretary of State’s website to complete the documents to form the non-profit corporation 159 

and when Alex got to work, Alex logged into Go Mommy to get us a website and email addresses. 160 

  161 

By the end of May 2017, we were ready to start raising funds with UFundUs.  Our first request for 162 

funding was to provide what we estimated we needed to build additional kennels and to feed and 163 

provide veterinary care for the dogs we anticipated rescuing.  Well, we exceeded our goal of $20,000 164 

and were contacted by people wanting to volunteer.  We also were contacted by humane societies or 165 

other rescue operations across the state that recognized the challenges of placing dogs with 166 

disabilities and requests from older folks on fixed incomes who could not afford medical care for 167 

their pets. 168 

 169 

Alex suggested we should provide funding for some of those requests.  Alex said something about it 170 

would be better for us to raise and distribute funds to those asking for help rather than compete with 171 

them for donations.  Sometimes it would be a “one and done” where we funded the cost of a surgery 172 

– usually with a veterinarian we had a relationship with – and others would involve our paying the 173 

cost for medications a dog needed that the owner could not afford. 174 

 175 

MNPR was a lot of work and I could not have done it without help from Alex and others who 176 

volunteered.  Some, like Alex, brought know-how to do things on the website or how to reach out to 177 

folks to request donations.  Others would help with caring for the dogs.  Such care would include 178 

coming out to the farm and walking, feeding, and watering the dogs as well as just giving them some 179 

personal attention.  Some volunteers would drive to pick up dogs we were taking in or, best of all 180 

going to visit those who offered to provide a forever home for one of our dogs and if it all checked 181 

out, delivering the dog to their new home.  182 
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Sadly, some of our dogs would never be placed because their needs were so great.  So we just kept 183 

and cared for them so they could live out their remaining lives in a good and loving environment.   184 

 185 

One of our volunteers came up with the idea of having MNPR shirts made up that we could sell on 186 

our website with the message “We rescue those others would leave behind.”  They sold pretty well on 187 

the website and to show appreciation for our volunteers, I took some in and had them embroidered 188 

with the volunteer’s name and “Volunteer” underneath it.  We also had a volunteer and donor 189 

recognition pool party in June 2018  which I had catered by Fast Trip.  In December 2018, I also 190 

hosted a holiday dinner at a local restaurant for some select volunteers. 191 

 192 

At the end of 2018, I quit my job at Fast Trip to devote my full time and energy to MNPR.  I had to 193 

start drawing a salary to replace what I was making at Fast Trip and have MNPR cover the rent on 194 

the farm.  I figured since so much of the farmhouse and the land was being used for MNPR 195 

operations, this was reasonable and I got to live there for free as the caretaker. 196 

 197 

In terms of the MNPR facilities, we started 2017 with kennel facilities for 20 dogs located in the 198 

renovated granary that was funded by Fast Trip matching donations and contributions from a local 199 

building material supplier.  In the spring of 2018, we spent a couple thousand dollars to install an 200 

above ground pool to be used by the dogs for exercise.   It was very beneficial for dogs with mobility 201 

issues as a volunteer could get into the pool with the dog and allow them to exercise.  We obtained a 202 

donation of flotation devices for the dogs from a floatation device manufacturer in the area.  203 

 204 

In July 2018, we obtained a $10,000 grant from Friends of Furry Friends to acquire and install a 205 

metal pole building on vacant land next to the granary.  This allowed us to increase our kennel 206 

capacity to 45 dogs.  We needed the capacity as we were taking in more dogs and some were going to 207 

have to stay with us.   208 

 209 

In December 2018, we received another grant of $15,000 (this time from Doggy Delish Co.).  We 210 

applied to improve our transportation equipment.  My old truck was on its last legs at that point.  I 211 

went to the Generous Motors dealer who turned us onto UFundUs; he had recommended I get a GM 212 

Visa card to run expenses for MNPR through and get points to be used to acquire a vehicle.  I had 213 

close to a few thousand dollars in points and was looking to get a used truck only to find out the 214 

points only applied to new vehicle purchases.  We could, however, use the points for a low mileage 215 

demonstration model the dealer had in stock and for which he had a really good year-end close out 216 

price.  GM was also offering 0% financing for the balance.  I thought $62,000 was a lot of money, 217 

but with the grant money and GM bucks and no interest on the financed balance MNPR could swing 218 

it so I said yes, but asked for a little time to sign up the paperwork while I sought out some additional 219 

donations.  220 

 221 

It may look like a bit of an extravagant vehicle to be carrying dogs in, but the GMC Teton is actually 222 

quite good for it with the ability to load a couple small carry kennels in the back seat (one facing each 223 

door) and two or three more larger kennels in the cargo area in back.  Also, I figure that coming to a 224 

meeting with a high buck potential donor in a nicer vehicle than my old rusted out truck would make 225 

a better impression. 226 

 227 
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We were doing well with our appeals for funding through UFundUs.  It seemed the appeals to help 228 

specific dogs were the ones that had the best responses, but it also seemed to me that donors did not 229 

understand the basic costs of operating MNPR, especially those associated with caring for dogs in 230 

what amounted to a hospice program.  So, I knew we needed to pursue more significant (big buck) 231 

donors.  I had some discussions with Alex about this and Alex said I needed to cultivate donors by 232 

tracking their support and then reaching out to those that were repeat contributors, especially for 233 

larger sums. 234 

 235 

An example of this would be Jay Buchanan.  Buchanan first donated in the summer of 2018 when we 236 

ran a request to fund costs of dental surgery for a dog who had had its teeth severely damaged in an 237 

accident.  I believe Buchanan funded a good part of the $1,000 we needed to get the dog to and from 238 

its home to the veterinary dentist in Duluth.  The dentist was willing to only charge for staff time and 239 

for the medications for the procedure.  I sent a personal thank you card to Buchanan and enclosed a 240 

photo of the dog with the repaired teeth.   241 

 242 

Buchanan’s next support was ongoing funding to cover the cost of insulin for a diabetic dog.  I am 243 

uncertain, but I believe Buchanan made regular monthly payments to us through our donation portal 244 

we set up on our website, though it may have been through UFundUs.  Buchanan was also a 245 

contributor to our efforts to rescue dogs following a hurricane in Florida.  When our records showed 246 

it had been a while since Buchanan had provided funds, I arranged to visit Buchanan at her/his/their 247 

home.  I was trying to move her/him/them from a regular donor into major donor status so it would 248 

be easier for us to grow MNPR with funds not tied to specific appeal. 249 

 250 

My trip was worth the time.  I got a $25,000 donation from Buchanan.  I think my offer to put a photo 251 

of her/him/them in our donor hall of fame is what sealed the deal.  When I got to my car and looked 252 

at the check, I realized it was payable to me and not MNPR.  I didn’t want to go back inside and ask 253 

Buchanan to replace it, and just put it into the MNPR bank account.  I believe this was in January 254 

2019. 255 

 256 

I was shocked to later learn that Buchanan claims we somehow stole her/his/their money.  257 

Buchanan’s donations were made voluntarily. 258 

 259 

Look, I am no accountant so I maybe didn’t do the best job with the books and records of MNPR, but 260 

I firmly believe we always did what was best for the dogs.   261 

 262 

Sure, I get it that spending money for me to flyout to New York in February 2019 may look 263 

suspicious, but you need to understand that at the time, I was trying to get MNPR to the next level.  I 264 

figured attending the Westminster Kennel Club show would allow me access to representatives from 265 

dog food companies and others attending the event who would be willing to provide us a lot of 266 

support in our efforts to rescue dogs with disabilities.  We may not have secured any immediate 267 

funds, but I made contacts with potential donors.  The only regret I have was going to see the play 268 

Cats, I just don’t get what is so wonderful about a bunch of actors dressed up like cats singing and 269 

dancing. 270 

 271 

I also get that someone may question why we spent nearly $35,000 on a therapy pool for the dogs in 272 

April 2019 when we had a pool already.  Well, it is sort of like my going to the Westminster Kennel 273 
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Club show in New York, I was positioning us to make the MNPR facilities more inviting for larger 274 

donors who might come to see what we were doing before they made a more substantial 275 

contribution.  The new pool was so much more accommodating for socializing around the pool while 276 

the dogs were exercising in it.  We had received $35,000 in donations in March and I figured we 277 

could afford it. 278 

 279 

I have seen, but do not fully understand Exhibit 2.  I  am familiar with Exhibits 3, 4 and 5.  I prepared 280 

Exhibit 6, including the corrections in it and Exhibit 7.  I believe Exhibit 9 is a photograph of the dog 281 

that Jay Buchanan contributed funds to fix her teeth and the dog that Buchanan covered the cost of 282 

the insulin.  Exhibits 8 and 10 look like photographs of the new therapy pool at MNPR and the GMC 283 

Teton Truck MNPR purchased in January 2019. 284 

 285 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and correct. 286 

 287 

Dated October 1, 2021     /s/ Taylor Blair      288 
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Statement of Jordan Carpenter 1 

 2 
I am Jordan Carpenter. I’m 44 years old, and I live in Oakland, California, where I work as a forensic 3 

accountant. I work most often on a contract basis with various law enforcement agencies and private 4 

parties, such as companies, corporations, law firms, and private citizens to investigate possible 5 

instances of accounting fraud, theft, embezzlement, or tax anomalies. I used to work in the California 6 

Attorney General’s Office as a forensic accountant and fraud investigator for the California Medicaid 7 

program, called Medi-Cal. Then I was actually employed as an internal fraud investigator for the 8 

corporation UFundUs, which is headquartered here in the San Francisco Bay Area. 9 

 10 

I have two higher education degrees. The first is a bachelor’s in business administration, which I 11 

received from the University of Nevada-Las Vegas. The second is a master’s in accounting, from 12 

California Polytechnic State University-San Luis Obispo. I also have a license as a certified public 13 

accountant (CPA). 14 

 15 

After school, I started my career in private practice as a staff accountant, working under a CPA at her 16 

small firm. After three years, I took the CPA Examination and became a licensed CPA myself. 17 

Following that, I was hired by the California Department of Justice in the Medi-Cal investigations 18 

department, where I worked for more than ten years. 19 

 20 

Medi-Cal is a system for giving monetary and medical aid to patients who qualify for the program. 21 

My time in the Medi-Cal unit was spent auditing behavior of organizations, companies and 22 

individuals who applied for funding through the Medi-Cal system. I did a large variety of auditing 23 

(acquiring and reviewing accounting documentation for mathematical anomalies, interviewing 24 

witnesses, and evaluating explanations for why money was spent, moved, or dispersed in a certain 25 

way). The purpose of my investigations there was to determine if there was evidence of Medi-Cal 26 

funding misuse or malfeasance. When appropriate, we would recommend cases for civil actions or 27 

criminal charges against wrongdoers who defrauded the Medi-Cal system. I have handled hundreds 28 

of these cases. 29 

 30 

In 2012 I joined a relatively new startup company in the Bay Area called UFundUs, as an internal 31 

fraud investigator. UFundUs is now a widely recognized, global for-profit corporation that helps 32 

connect individuals in need of financial help with willing donors, through a website portal system on 33 

the internet. It is a form of social media where people can create user accounts with a profile picture 34 

and an about-page. They may send messages to other users on the platform; they may choose to 35 

advertise their history of receiving or giving donations on their profile or they may keep these details 36 

hidden from other users. Donations can be open or anonymous. The donations are provided using a 37 

special financial interface that partners with credit card and checking account security apps. I am 38 

highly familiar with UFundUs’s operations because I worked for them from 2012 to 2016. 39 

 40 

Currently, I work in private practice as a consultant. I have been retained by the defense in this case. 41 

They have paid me an agreed-upon sum of $200 per hour of work on this case. To date, I have billed 42 

22 hours of work on this case. I am also charging an additional flat fee of $5,000 to testify at trial as a 43 

witness in this case, because I will have to fly to Minnesota and stay at a hotel for several days. 44 

 45 

 46 
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UFundUs Operations 47 

 48 

UFundUs does important work. It’s hard to put into words how so many different lives have been 49 

positively impacted by its services. People who are in need of expensive medical treatment can ask 50 

for help on UFundUs, as well as people struggling with large debt, such as an underwater home 51 

mortgage. Victims of horrible crimes will ask for help with funeral costs and family support, and 52 

people with legal cases will ask UFundUs users for help with funding their attorney fees. 53 

 54 

And often, yes, as you’re probably aware, the internet is no stranger to helping wounded, sick, 55 

mistreated, or un-housed animal pets. Pet-related donations comprised between ten and twenty 56 

percent of all UFundUs donation pages during my time with the company. They are obviously an 57 

emotionally attractive donation target for people who see the funding request adverts on other social 58 

media sites, which will often show images of very sick or injured animals. 59 

 60 

I will be as forthright as I legally can be about this: There have been instances of fraud at UFundUs 61 

before, and some of those cases have involved large sums of money. Not all users who ask for help 62 

on the website are actually using the money for the stated cause. I am bound by a non-disclosure 63 

agreement with UFundUs that I signed after I left the company, so I cannot tell you how much fraud I 64 

witnessed, but there have been some well publicized examples in the news. Often, these cases have 65 

been fairly obvious, and UFundUs swiftly worked to shut down the account, ban the individual, and 66 

do its best to retrieve the donation funds given out by the victims. 67 

 68 

My time in the internal fraud unit at UFundUs involved less actual auditing and more user activity 69 

analysis. What I mean by that is my team was mostly in charge of reviewing user accounts (rather 70 

than bank accounts) on UFundUs’s online system for allegations of fraud. I would review a user’s 71 

history on the website, including both their openly visible and their user-hidden history, for 72 

anomalies that indicated fraud. Most of my internal fraud reviews were done in response to an official 73 

fraud or scammer report that any user on UFundUs can file as a matter of course when they believe a 74 

different user has violated the terms of service of the website or committed a crime. 75 

 76 

Since 2014, a typical fraud report looks like this: one user would view another user’s donation 77 

request page, where the requesting party must explain in however many words and pictures they want 78 

as to why they are seeking donations. If the other user reading the page believes the post is 79 

fraudulent, they may click a reporting button that pulls up a menu of options for reporting the user. 80 

The reporting party may describe in no detail or a lot of detail why they believe the page is 81 

fraudulent. A team of staff would then screen those reports on a daily basis, and someone in my 82 

position would then receive the reports that were determined to be in need of advanced review. 83 

 84 

One important way I would review cases of possible fraud at UFundUs is by considering how many 85 

different times a user has been reported for fraud. A more apparent case for fraud will typically have 86 

dozens or even hundreds or thousands of fraud reports very quickly, sometimes in a single day, 87 

simply due to the fact that news is viral on the internet, and the internet hivemind likes to punish 88 

anyone pretending to be in need of charity help. 89 

 90 

Another way I would review cases for fraud is by checking the user’s prior records. What kind of aid 91 

are they requesting? How often do they request it? Are they asking for help with a dog shelter on day 92 
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one, and then asking for help to build a school on day thirty? Do their posted photos and other 93 

materials appear consistent? You would be surprised how easily we could catch fraud. Sometimes 94 

users would copy-paste a photograph from a years-old animal shelter into their brand-new rescue 95 

request. 96 

 97 

When we detected a case we believed to be fraudulent, we then had to take two steps: shut down the 98 

account, and take legal action against the user. This usually meant referring a report to the police. It 99 

was not my role at UFundUs to obtain a user’s finances with their bank accounts; that’s something 100 

only a law enforcement organization can receive, by means of a warrant or a subpoena. 101 

 102 

The Taylor Blair Case 103 

 104 

As I said above, I was retained as an expert witness by Taylor Blair’s defense team, due to my 105 

expertise in UFundUs cases. I handled most of this case over the phone with Blair’s team, reviewing 106 

documents and reports given to them by the prosecution. I did not interview witnesses here. Witness 107 

interviews were already completed, and no judge would ever let me, an accountant, tell the jury who 108 

is lying or telling the truth. That’s not my expertise. My role was specifically to review the 109 

accounting information obtained by the prosecution and try to make a determination of whether there 110 

was evidence of malfeasance by Taylor Blair through Blair’s UFundUs applications or bank 111 

accounts. Thus, my work in this case was spent reviewing the reports and paperwork compiled by 112 

River Charles rather than affidavits of other witnesses in this case. 113 

 114 

I will first note that I saw nothing indicating Taylor Blair falsified images or stories about animals in 115 

need of help, as was typically the case in fraud cases I discovered at UFundUs. Blair was also very 116 

consistently asking for help with pet-related donations. It’s easy to get lost in the weeds on fraud 117 

cases looking at numerical anomalies on the book records, without realizing that simpler evidence on 118 

UFundUs pages tells a different story. 119 

 120 

Investigators need to remember that one of the questions is whether Taylor Blair actually lied about 121 

these animals and whether they were in need of help. I found no evidence that River Charles 122 

reviewed suggesting that any of these funding requests were faked. Worse, River Charles actually 123 

uncovered evidence that many of these donations were real. In bullet prong two of Charles’ affidavit, 124 

Charles notes that Blair’s efforts were even recognized in February 2017 by local media. 125 

 126 

Turning to the accounting issues specifically, I can summarize the problems with the State’s case like 127 

this: just because there is unexplained accounting history does not mean the behavior is fraud. A very 128 

important thing to remember with alleged UFundUs fraud specifically is that most of these people 129 

asking for help are not sophisticated business professionals. Often the requesting party on UFundUs 130 

has no financial training whatsoever. 131 

 132 

Now and then we will see cases like Taylor Blair’s where the person has set up an official nonprofit 133 

to help them track repeated donation requests and expenses for a cause, but these individuals rarely 134 

have any background and training in running an advanced operation. This is important because it 135 

becomes far easier for these individuals to accidentally commit accounting mistakes or manage funds 136 

in ways that look suspicious to the police but are totally innocent in nature. 137 

 138 
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You will see this problem over and over again in River Charles’ affidavit. For example, in the 139 

analysis section of the report, in bullet prong 3, Charles notes that none of the Minnesota Nice Pet 140 

Rescue (MNPR) donations are tax deductible because Blair failed to file for tax-exempt status with 141 

the IRS. But that is exactly the type of thing an amateur person is less likely to know they should do. 142 

It is not evidence of financial malfeasance. The same assumption is made with bullet prong 9, where 143 

Charles notes Blair failed to purchase liability or property insurance for staff or organization sites--144 

again, another oversight a non-savvy amateur businessperson may commit by accident. 145 

 146 

Charles lists a number of bullet prongs where Blair received small-sum donations and later withdrew 147 

larger cash amounts from the organization’s bank account. On or about February 6, 2019, for 148 

instance. Blair takes out a check for $30,000 from MNPR and deposits it in a personal account. It’s 149 

unclear to me why this is so suspicious. Again, less business-savvy users may not realize that they 150 

can run into trouble by co-mingling nonprofit or business funds with their personal funds. Just 151 

because they share their accounts between their organization and personal lives does not mean they 152 

are spending the money on things unrelated to the purpose of the donation. 153 

 154 

It’s ultimately difficult to judge most of the expenditures the State takes issue within River Charles’ 155 

report. For instance, on November 22, 2018, it appears a dinner for only two attendees cost $440, but 156 

it’s possible for a person to benefit their nonprofit by hosting a swanky dinner with an influential 157 

individual. Business professionals sometimes spend thousands of dollars on dinners with wealthy 158 

clients and donors they are trying to swoon. In another example, Taylor Blair appears to spend about 159 

$4,000 on a visit to New York City, but it’s unclear for what purpose Blair made this visit or how it 160 

may or may not have benefitted MNPR. In a particularly silly example, Charles Rivers criticizes Blair 161 

for spending just $34,000 on a swimming pool, even though Blair apparently specifically explained it 162 

was for rescued dogs. 163 

 164 

I will end with Charles’ notation about “amended” numbers. This is not as uncommon as you might 165 

imagine, particularly with amateur bookkeepers. It would constitute a rather significant red flag in a 166 

company’s books with professional, trained staff, but not someone who has little background in 167 

accounting. Innocent people can easily make mistakes in their records, and when they notice the 168 

mistake the only thing they can really do to stay above board is fix the mistake by amending the 169 

record. It is certainly possible that Blair amended the records to hide malfeasance, but it isn’t 170 

scientifically reliable proof of fraud you can determine by reviewing the math of the records. 171 

 172 

I am familiar with the following Exhibits and Witness Statements: 173 

• Exhibit 2 174 

• Exhibit 6 175 

• Exhibit 7 176 

• Witness Statement of River Charles 177 

 178 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and correct. 179 

 180 

Dated: October 1, 2021     /s/ Jordan Carpenter   181 
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Witness Statement of Skylar McMahon 1 

 2 

My name is Skylar McMahon, I was born on October 9th, 1970, in a small farming town. My dad 3 

was a farmer and I grew up working on the farm. We raised cows and grew corn and soybeans. 4 

Working on the farm I spent a lot of time behind the wheel, driving the pickup, combine, tractor, 5 

semi. You name it, I drove it. I loved driving. As I got older and started looking for outside work, 6 

some of the neighboring farms needed a hand hauling their crops so I started earning extra money 7 

that way. I didn’t really start a business or anything, but hauling crops turned into other opportunities 8 

to haul this or that. The money was good, but I kept helping with the farm as well when there was 9 

nothing to haul.  10 

 11 

Then back in 2009, things changed. A neighbor had sold one of their old combine headers and asked 12 

me to deliver it. We got it loaded up that morning and I headed out. When I got to the farm where I 13 

was supposed to drop the header off, the guy there didn’t have any equipment ready to actually 14 

unload it off my trailer. It took us a couple hours, but we eventually got it unloaded and I was able to 15 

head back home. It was late, I was tired, and I probably shouldn’t have been driving. I wish I hadn’t 16 

been driving. I was headed down a back dirt road trying to get some music going to help me stay 17 

awake and focus. It wasn’t extremely dark out, the sun had set, but it was still light out. I looked 18 

down for just a second and when I looked up there was a black lab running across the road. I 19 

slammed on the breaks, but I still had the trailer attached and wasn’t able to stop in time. I didn’t 20 

mean to do it, but I knew I hit that dog.  21 

 22 

I pulled over and walked back to see what happened, and just hoped everything was okay. I found the 23 

dog stunned and it looked like she had a broken leg. She had a collar, and I was able to read the tag. 24 

The address was about a quarter mile up the road. I didn’t really know what I was doing, but I 25 

couldn’t just leave her there, and calling the number on the collar just seemed wrong. I took my 26 

jacket off and placed it over her. Then as gently as I could, I picked her up and started walking. She 27 

was heavy, but with the amount of adrenaline in my system at that moment, I probably could have 28 

walked a lot further. 29 

 30 

When I got to the door I rang the doorbell. A man came to the door, I can remember hearing a little 31 

kid in the background and I was just so thankful that the kid couldn’t see me. All I could say was 32 

“I’m sorry.” 33 

 34 

They were able to call a local vet who was willing to open up their office. I told the dad that I would 35 

follow along if that was alright. He didn’t really say anything but just nodded. I wanted to make sure 36 

to cover any bills and do what I could to make it right. Luckily, while the leg was broken and she was 37 

a little out of it, that was the extent of the damage. I gave the vet my information and made sure that 38 

any bills and care for the dog were sent to me. 39 

 40 

That incident changed my life. I stopped hauling and started therapy. I had this tremendous guilt. But 41 

I’m working through that. One of the ways that I can process that guilt and help make the world a 42 

better place is by giving back with my time and money. In the years since, I’ve helped out at a few 43 

animal shelters and with some adoption programs. I really enjoy working with these programs. 44 

 45 
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After I had been working with the first shelter for a couple years they ended up closing down, and I 46 

adopted one of the last few pups they had. That started the trend of adopting one dog from each of the 47 

organizations I work with. At the moment, I have four dogs, three are larger outside dogs that pretty 48 

much have the run of the farm, the fourth is a little guy that hangs out in the house. I haven’t picked 49 

up a dog from Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue yet, but I haven’t really been looking.  50 

 51 

At previous shelters where I volunteered, I would often take the dogs for walks and to events where 52 

people could see how great the dogs are, while still giving them some exercise. If I remember right, I 53 

ran into Taylor Blair at one of those events. It was early spring of 2017 and we were at a local fair or 54 

parade, I can’t really remember. I was walking the dogs around from the local shelter and Taylor 55 

came right up and introduced themself. I started learning more about Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue and 56 

realized how much good work Blair had been doing and I wanted in. I stopped my volunteer work 57 

with the other organizations and just spent all my free time trying to help Taylor make Minnesota 58 

Nice Pet Rescue the best it could be. 59 

 60 

Before we launched the website, Taylor was always crunching numbers and looking at pictures of 61 

dogs. Taylor would often ask me about this photo or that photo, what I thought would be the best way 62 

to get people to care about the dogs. On the weekends, when we had a dog that really needed some 63 

emergency help, Taylor and I would sit at the local coffee shop or restaurant and just reach out to 64 

people we knew or had met that wanted to help. We would explain the dog's situation and what was 65 

needed to keep the dog going. I found it to be very therapeutic and it was always nice when we 66 

managed to help the dog.  67 

 68 

We weren’t always able to help, and those were the days that just sucked the life of you. You could 69 

see that Taylor took that very hard. Taylor took it personally when we couldn’t help a dog, especially 70 

if that dog passed away. Taylor is an inspiration for many of us who want to help. Every once in a 71 

while there would be a dog that needed some medical care, and I would look at the picture and hear 72 

the story, and just need to take care of it myself. I still have a nice sized farm, but I don’t have a ton 73 

of money, especially after I stopped hauling. What I do have, I try to make good use of. Over 2018 74 

and 2019, I probably paid around $7,000 a year of my own money to help the dogs through 75 

Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue. I know that money went to help the dogs and I continue to believe that 76 

was money well spent. 77 

 78 

Taylor started to expand to reach out to more and more donors. I know Taylor was getting frustrated 79 

on the smaller donations because we wanted to have a bigger impact. Taylor had been rejected by a 80 

few major donors because we didn’t look official enough. I guess they were looking for more of a 81 

flashy website and pizazz. There were a few times Taylor brought me along to meet the donors. 82 

When it was a regular donor who would consistently give, we might take them out for coffee or 83 

donuts at the dog park and just chat about the goals of the organization. Every once in a while they 84 

would be willing to increase their donations. I think that was money well spent in my opinion. Taylor 85 

was great at helping donors see the bang for their buck. Taylor always made sure to send out thank 86 

you cards and pictures of the dogs, which generally resulted in more donations. My big-idea 87 

contribution was probably the t-shirts. I found a local t-shirt company and we designed some t-shirts 88 

and started selling them. Works great as publicity and pays for itself, but it’s not as big as getting a 89 

solid website up and running. 90 

 91 
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I still have to take care of the farm, so I do less volunteer work in the spring during planting season 92 

and in the fall during harvest. However, if I remember correctly, it was just after planting in 2017 93 

when Taylor let me and the other volunteers know that we were going to start taking donations 94 

through UFundUs.  I thought this was great news, so did the other volunteers. I’m not sure how this 95 

affected the books; we didn’t really touch those. Taylor was the only non-volunteer I guess you could 96 

say. Everyone else gave time, money, and helped how we could, but Taylor kept things going and 97 

made it work. You don’t really want volunteers handling the money and finances in a situation like 98 

that. A lot of times if you’re just a volunteer you don’t really understand the finances and why you 99 

gotta spend money on different things, and some of our volunteers are really good with dogs, but 100 

really bad with numbers. That being said, we were excited and hopeful that we could make a much 101 

bigger impact with the website. This also meant that we had a better shot at getting some of those 102 

bigger donors. 103 

 104 

We started planning out our donor meetings a little better, and started to make plans to go to 105 

restaurants and bigger events to talk to people about Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue and what we were 106 

doing. Again, it seemed like it was working, spending a little more money to show the donors that we 107 

appreciate their donations made a difference. We were getting more dogs placed and cared for. Once 108 

the website went live, I didn’t do as much work with the dogs. I loved walking dogs and things like 109 

that, but that wasn’t where I was needed. I started taking information about dogs, the care that they 110 

needed and what type of home was needed passing the information along to Taylor. Some dogs had 111 

extreme health conditions and needed surgery, others were in need of adoption, and sometimes we 112 

just made sure the dogs had food and medication. 113 

 114 

Taylor had goals for Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue and wanted to build some nice kennels on a farm to 115 

house the animals waiting for adoption. I made it to the farm from time to time. It was outside 116 

Freeport, which is out of the way for me, so we had a few scheduled meetings out there to see the 117 

place. It was a nice farm, there were nice kennels and the dogs all looked super happy. I didn’t spend 118 

a lot of time with the dogs, but I guess there was probably one or two there each time I went. It’s not 119 

unusual that it might take time to find a good home for a dog in need. When I stopped out, it was 120 

generally just to go through some future planning not really touring the location.  121 

 122 

There was also a pool at the farm; they had an above ground pool there previously. It wasn’t that nice 123 

of a pool, I wouldn’t swim in it. I think the new pool went in around April of 2019 when they 124 

upgraded to something a little nicer. I can see how someone might think it’s excessive to let dogs 125 

swim in a fancy pool, but it’s good for them. After the pool went in I attended a “puppy pool party” 126 

or something, I don’t recall what the name was. It gave some of the volunteers a chance to see the 127 

place and a reward for all the hard work we had been doing.  As for the pool, you can’t just have any 128 

pool for dogs, they can puncture the sides of some pools really easy, and the dogs need to be able to 129 

get in and out. Some of the dogs have wheels, so it’s important to have safe access and a viable pool 130 

for them. So I don’t think the pool was over the top. It was a little weird to go swimming in a pool 131 

that dogs swim in, but it was a nice pool. 132 

 133 

I didn’t really work on the website either, but I know there was a mix-up from time to time regarding 134 

the photos that were posted onto the site. I think one of the volunteers was just kinda lazy when 135 

taking down the stories and sending the information over to Taylor. I think he would just get any 136 

photo of a dog and send it along to try and make the intake smoother. I admit, I did that once, felt 137 
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really bad about it after. There was a dog that needed leg surgery and my heart just went out. 138 

Unfortunately, I didn’t have the funds myself at the time otherwise I would have covered it myself. 139 

The owner wasn’t able to get us a good picture of Gus before Taylor needed to get it up on the 140 

website and I knew that dogs without pictures just don’t get funded. I took this old picture of a dog 141 

named Sparky and passed it along to Taylor. Taylor didn’t notice, and the dog got funded. But I still 142 

feel bad about that. 143 

 144 

I know Taylor, and how much they care about these dogs, finding them good homes, and taking care 145 

of them. The only money Taylor spent was done to help these dogs. We’ve seen that taking people 146 

out to nicer places and looking more “presentable” results in bigger donations and more dogs taken 147 

care of.  148 

 149 

I am familiar with the following Exhibits: 150 

• Exhibit 8 151 

• Exhibit 9 152 

 153 

I declare under penalty of perjury that everything I have stated in this document is true and correct. 154 

 155 

Dated: October 1, 2021     /s/ Skylar McMahon   156 



 
 

41 

 

EXHIBIT 1 (2 pages) 

 

 

 
RIVER CHARLES:    

FORENSIC & FINANCIAL CRIMES ANALYST 

 

SUMMARY  

• Vast experience in organized crime and financial investigations 

• In-depth knowledge of state and federal banking regulations 
• Extensive knowledge of financial investigation techniques and procedures 

• Familiarity with financial crimes, interview techniques and investigative practices 

• Exceptional ability to manage complex and voluminous sets of records and facts 
• Profound ability to communicate with internal and external partners 

• Ability to develop and present reports in a comprehensive and user-friendly format 

 
SKILLS 

Microsoft Office Suite (Word, PowerPoint, Outlook, Excel, Access) 

SPSS, Court View, Financial Crimes Platform (FPC) 

Operations Image Browser (OIB), Hogan, NEWTON, Lexis Nexis, CLAIMS, DAT, ICMP, 
CACS, CStar, CCM 

 

EXPERIENCE 
10/2016 to Current 

Senior Financial Crimes Analyst, Stearns County Fraud & Cybercrimes Unit, St. Cloud, 

Minnesota 

• Responsible for investigative research, root cause analysis and consulting regarding 
highly complex financial crimes transactions, policy violations and/or suspicious situations 

with low, moderate, and high risk. 

• Conduct investigative research using appropriate investigative techniques to determine risk. 
• Perform detailed analyses to detect patterns, trends, anomalies and schemes in transactions 

and relationships across multiple businesses/products. 

• Review and analyze investigative findings and make recommendations based upon outcomes. 
• Draft corrective action plans and assist in managing change to prevent/mitigate risk. Perform 

risk analysis and modeling as a precursor to building financial crimes strategies. 

• Perform detailed analyses, maintain required documentation, and file Suspicious Activity 

Reports (SARs). 

02/2016 to 10/2016 

Financial Crimes Consultant 1 – Contractor, Forensic Labs, Inc., Plymouth, MN 

• Perform functions as instructed by the Head of Investigative Planning and Operations and 
Investigations Coordinator. 

• Oversee and conduct forensic analyses of financial , computer, digital documents. 

• Identify assets of suspects in order to freeze and seize such assets with a view to forfeiture. 
• Interview suspects, witnesses, victims, and experts as required. 

• Investigate reported incidents and deliver facts and assistance to law enforcement. 

• Establish and maintain strong working relationships with appropriate industry groups and 

governmental agencies. 
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05/2015 to 08/2015 
Internship, Washington County Judicial Center, Stillwater, MN 

• Worked with the Assignment Office – responsible for mailing out notices, organizing Judge's 

orders, and answering phones. 

• Located and retrieved files for Court Mediator, Magistrate and Judges when needed. 
• Observed court hearings, trials, and mediations. Created jury pamphlets for the Judges’ use. 

  

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
• Bachelor of Science: Criminal Justice, Appalachian State University, Boone, North Carolina  

 

• Professional Science Master’s Degree, Forensic Science, with concentrations in fraud 
management or economic crime, Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona 

 

• Certified Forensic Analyst, University of Minnesota, Mankato, Minnesota, with special 

training in government accounting 
 

• Computer Forensics Certificate, Northeastern Illinois University, Chicago, Illinois 

OTHER CERTIFICATIONS 
• International Compliance Association Certificates 

• Certificate in Financial Crime Prevention 

• Certificate in Anti Money Laundering 

• Specialist Certificate in Anti-Corruption 

PUBLICATIONS 
• “Electronic Crime Scene Investigation: A Guide for Investigation Teams,” Crime Scene 

Investigators Monthly Journal, October 2017. 

• “Crime Scene Units:  A Look into the Future,” American Institute of Justice, May 2018. 
• “Don’t Forget those Standards!  Reflections on the AAFS Standards for Crime Scene 

Investigations,” AAFC Journal, June 2018. 

• “Mobile Device Forensics:  Beyond Texting,” American Institute of Justice, May 2020. 
 

ACTIVITIES AND HONORS 

• Association of Certified Fraud Examiners, Member 

• American Academy of Forensic Sciences 
• Member, Forensic Document Examination Consensus Body 

• American Correctional Association, Member 

• Participated in member debates 
• Organized professional speakers and internal events. Toured prisons 

• Networked with members and local professionals 
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EXHIBIT 2   
 

 

River Charles Investigation Notes: MN Nice Revenues & Expenses July 1, 2018 – June 30, 2019  

 

L: appears legitimate 

Q: unable to verify - no documentation, explanation unsubstantiated  
NOTES 

Donations Q: Jan 2019:  alleged Victim's donation of $25,000 included in Jan. March: another 

very large donation of $30,000 - alleged victim unwilling to be interviewed. 

Grants L: $10,000 from Friends of Furry Friends; $15,000 from DoggyDelishCo 

Other Income  L: T-shirt sales 

In-kind Donations L: People donating blankets, food, toys for dogs 

  
 

EXPENSES NOTES 

Salaries & wages L: Jan - Jun - suspect cited increased work, more hours 

Insurance, benefits, fringe L 

Bank, PayPal & Credit 

Card Fees 

L: UFundUs fees for credit card transactions; monthly bank fees  

Communications L 

Consultants (veterinarian) L 

Equipment (over $5,000) L/Q: Aug, kennel upgrades; Feb, cash payment, recipient/vendor not identified; "dog 

pool"; looks suspicious. 

Insurance Q: no property or liability insurance 

Marketing/Website & 

Social Media 

L 

Meals & Entertainment L/Q: general lack of receipts; March-May alleged for Board, volunteer, and donor 

meetings, can't verify meetings, who is on Board of Directors 

Mileage & Local Travel Q: Feb-Jun, no mileage log or other documentation produced 

Office Supplies & 

Software 

L: laptop, accessories; monthly software subscription fees 

Postage & Delivery L 

Printing & Reproduction L: brochures, misc. printing 

Professional Development 

& Conferences 

L: Aug, Oct - organization purpose verified;  

Q: Westminster Kennel Club show - organization purpose not substantiated (no 

workshop attendance, etc.). April Prof. Dev. not verified 

Project Supplies L/QL monthly delivery from PetWise; bags of food, accessories piled up in storage 

Property Costs L: property use fees; utilities.  

Travel Q: hotel (2173.50), meals (1243.74), Other (400) very high (over federal rate), 

organization purpose unsubstantiated (no documentation of workshop attendance or 

other) - attendance at Westminster Kennel show, New York. Purposes of travel 

expense for April not verified. 

Volunteer 
Recruitment/Retention 

L/Q: volunteer appreciation dinner, Dec 21, 2018.  2 people in attendance, $440  
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EXHIBIT 3 (2 pages) 
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EXHIBIT 4 
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EXHIBIT 5 (2 pages) 

 
 

Wet Willy’s Pool Services, Inc. 
 

RESIDENTIAL REMODELING/CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
 

 

Expected Start Date: April 10, 20 19 

 

YOUR NAME:   TAYLOR BLAIR   

 

YOUR MAILING ADDRESS: 1267 Tony Street  

 Freeport, MN 56331  

 

JOB LOCATION, if different than your mailing address:  N/A  

 

YOU AND WET WILLY’S POOL SERVICES, INC. (BUILDER) AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. Builder agrees to perform the following work (attach dated plans and dated   
specifications, if any, to this Contract): 

 

DEMOLISH EXISTING POOL STRUCTURE; BUILD NEW 24’ W (DIAMETER) x 48’ H 

POOL, COMPOSITE DECKING, STAIRS, RAILING, FREESTANDING CABANA WITH 

ADULT BAR AS DISCUSSED W/ T. BLAIR.    

INSTALL WATER PUMP, FILTRATION SYSTEM.  

 

2. You agree to pay Builder $ 34,250.00  for this work as follows: 

 

DIRECT BILLED TO MN NICE PET RESCUE    

 

The price for the work includes all labor, materials, building permits, and temporary power, 

You may not occupy or use any of the work done by the Builder until the Builder has been 

paid in full. All work is considered completed on the date a Certificate of Occupancy is 
issued. If you live in an area where a Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued, the 

Builder will determine when the work is complete. 
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3.   The Builder agrees to start work on or before ARPIL 10, 2019 , and all work will be 

completed within  10 days.  You agree that the Builder is not responsible for delays in 

completion of the work due to weather, strikes, war, shortage, or delay in getting 
materials, shortage or delay in labor or subcontracting, any other problem with suppliers 

or subcontractors, government regulations, court actions or any other cause beyond the 

Builder’s control.  

 

You agree to pay for unexpected or unanticipated extra costs such as soil corrections, 

protection of the project from weather conditions and all other similar costs. 

 

4. If you fail to pay the Builder any payments due under the terms of this Contract, the 

Builder may stop work without further notice. You will be liable to Builder for all 

payments and Builder costs due up to the time work is stopped, and for all losses 
sustained by the Builder on materials, machinery, equipment, or tools, overhead, profit, 

soft costs, and damages. The Builder will only restart work after you have paid all money 

due the Builder and the Builder is satisfied that you have the ability to pay for the 

remaining work. 

 
If work has stopped for any reason, Builder may terminate this Contract and recover from 

you, payment for all work completed, and for all losses sustained by the Builder on all 

materials, machinery, equipment, or tools, overhead, soft costs, profit, and damages. 

 

 T.B. I (WE) AGREE  

(All Buyers must initial) 

 

5. This is a legal and binding contract. You represent to the Builder that all the 

information in this Contract is correct, and that you have read and understand this 

Contract. 
 

T.B.  I (WE) AGREE  

(All Buyers must initial) 
 

 

THIS IS A LEGALLY BINDING DOCUMENT. READ IT CAREFULLY AND 

UNDERSTAND IT BEFORE YOU SIGN IT. CONSULT YOUR ATTORNEY IF 

YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS. 

 

Taylor Blair    

(Buyer) 
 
 

William Johnson   

(Builder)  

Builder License No.  676492 
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EXHIBIT 6 
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EXHIBIT 7  
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EXHIBIT 8 
 

Minnesota Nice Pet Rescue – Pool Pictures 
 

MNPR Pool - April 2018 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

MNPR Pool – 

April 2019 
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EXHIBIT 9 
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EXHIBIT 10 
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MINNESOTA HIGH SCHOOL MOCK TRIAL  

COMPETITION RULES  

2021-2022  

Approved 10/11/2021  

 

Any clarification of rules or case materials will be issued in writing to all participating teams no 

less than two weeks prior to the tournament. 

Each team is responsible for the conduct of persons associated with the team throughout the mock 

trial competition. 

 

I.  Rules of the Competition 

 

A. Administration 

1.1 Rules ............................................................................. 59 

1.2 Code of Conduct………………………………………... 59 

1.3 Emergencies .................................................................. 59 

1.4 Student Timekeeper…………………………………….. 59 

1.5 Relationship to Other Laws; Accommodation of  

      Disability……..………………………………………….59 

 

B. The Problem 

2.1 The Problem .................................................................. 60 

2.2 Witnesses Bound by Their Materials; Rules Against  

       Unfair  Extrapolation .................................................... 60 

2.3 Knowledge of and Authenticity of Documents………… 61 

2.4 Gender of Witnesses ...................................................... 61 

2.5 Voir Dire ....................................................................... 61 

 

C. Teams 

3.1 School and Team Eligibility ........................................... 62 

3.2 Team Composition ........................................................ 62 

3.3 Team Presentation ......................................................... 62 

3.4 Team Duties .................................................................. 63 

3.5 Team Roster .................................................................. 63 

  

D. The Trial 

4.1 Courtroom Setting .........................................................63 

4.1(A) Pretrial Matters .........................................................64 

4.1(B) Rescheduling of Rounds ...........................................65 

4.1(C) Establishment of Rounds to be Held Virtually ..........66 

4.2 Stipulations ....................................................................66 

4.3 Reading Into the Record Not Permitted ..........................66 

4.4 Swearing of Witnesses………………………………….66 

4.5 Trial Sequence and Time Limits………………………. 66 

4.6 Timekeeping ..................................................................67 

4.7 Time Extensions & Scoring ...........................................67 

4.8 Motions Prohibited ........................................................67 
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4.9 Sequestration .................................................................67 

4.10 No Bench Conferences ................................................68 

4.11 Supplemental Material/Costuming/Exhibits .................68 

4.12 Trial Communication ...................................................68 

4.13 Scouting and Viewing of Trials ....................................68 

4.14 Electronic Recording ...................................................69 

4.15 Jury Trial .....................................................................69 

4.16 Standing During Trial ..................................................69 

            4.17 Objections During Opening Statement/Closing  

                                            Argument.....................................................................69 

4.18 Objections ...................................................................69 

4.19 Witnesses are not to Waste Opponent’s Cross  

        Examination Time .......................................................70 

4.20 Procedure for Introduction of Exhibits .........................71 

4.21 Standards for Judging and Use of Notes .......................71 

4.22 Redirect/Re-cross .........................................................71 

4.23 Scope of Closing Arguments ........................................72 

4.23.1 Team Conference ......................................................72 

4.24 The Critique and Decision ...........................................72 

       4.25 Offers of Proof .............................................................72 

 

E. Judging and Team Advancement 

5.1 Finality of Decisions ......................................................73 

5.2 Composition of Judging Panels ......................................73 

5.3 Score Sheets/Ballots ......................................................73 

5.4 Completion of Score Sheets ...........................................73 

5.5 General Contest Format/Team Advancement  ................74 

5.5A Subregional Competition ………………….. ...............74 
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I.  RULES OF THE COMPETITION 

 

A. ADMINISTRATION 

 

Rule 1.1 Rules   

All trials will be governed by the Rules of the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Competition 

and the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence. 

Rules with the “NHSMTC” designation appear in these rules only as notification to the team 

representing Minnesota at the National High School Mock Trial Championship (NHSMTC) that 

additional and different rules govern that tournament. (See Rule 1.3 for an example.) This 

designation does not imply that rules governing the NHSMTC govern this, the Minnesota Mock 

Trial Tournament, in any way.   

Questions or interpretations of these rules are within the discretion of the Minnesota State Bar 

Association (MSBA), whose decision is final. 

 

Rule 1.2 Code of Conduct 

   

The rules of competition, as well as proper rules of courthouse and courtroom decorum and 

security, must be followed. Coaches, judges, spectators, and students alike are expected to work 

with one another on a professional level at all times. The MSBA possesses discretion to impose 

sanctions, up to and including forfeiture or disqualification, for any misconduct occurring while a 

team is participating in the mock trial program for flagrant rule violations or breaches of decorum 

which affect the conduct of a trial or which impugn the reputation or integrity of any team, 

school, participant, court officer, judge, or the mock trial program.  In these rules, all references 

to “participating” includes any activity which is a part of the mock trial program in person or 

virtually. 

  

Mock trial team coaches and other volunteers assisting a team need to be familiar with and 

comply with all relevant school rules regarding participation in co-curricular activities and 

interactions with students participating in such activities. Any communication between students 

and judges or other volunteers should take place within view of other adults or students. 

 

Rule 1.3 Emergencies (NHSMTC) 

 

Rule 1.4 Student Timekeeper (NHSMTC) 

 

Rule 1.5. Relationship to Other Laws; Accommodation of Disability 

These Rules will be interpreted and administered consistent with all applicable laws.  

Accordingly, should any applicable law require variance from these rules or accommodation of 

any competitor for any reason, including a legally recognized disability, that team member or 

their coach may apply to the Mock Trial Director for accommodation, and such reasonable 

accommodation as the law requires shall be granted.  Where possible, teams competing against 

the team for which an accommodation was granted shall be informed of the accommodation in 

advance of a competition round but will ordinarily not be informed of   the specific nature of the 

issue that led to the accommodation. 
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B. THE PROBLEM 

   

Rule 2.1. The Problem   

The problem will be a fictional fact pattern which may contain any or all of the following:  

statement of facts, pleadings, indictment, stipulations, witness statements/affidavits, jury 

instructions, orders/rulings exhibits, etc.  Stipulations may not be disputed at trial. Witness 

statements/affidavits and exhibits may not be altered. 

The problem shall consist of three witnesses per side, all of whom shall have names and 

characteristics which would allow them to be played by a student of any gender. All three of the 

witnesses must be called. 

The fact that information is contained in a statement of facts, indictment, witness 

statement/affidavit, or exhibit does not mean that the information is admissible or has been 

admitted into evidence. Proffers of evidence through the testimony of witnesses must be made 

and ruled upon during the course of the trial itself.  

   

Rule 2.2 Witnesses Bound by Their Materials; Rule Against Unfair Extrapolations   

The Prohibition: Witnesses are bound by their Witness Materials and may not invent Material 

Facts that are not Reasonably Consistent with those materials. Such an invention is called an 

“Unfair Extrapolation.” Either a witness who unfairly extrapolates, or an attorney who invites a 

witness to unfairly extrapolate, are subject to having their score reduced at the scoring judges’ 

discretion. 

 

Definitions:  

“Witness Materials” includes the sworn affidavit or statement by the witness, as well as 

documents, reports or other exhibits prepared by the witness or relied upon by the witness. 

Normally it does not include affidavits or statements of other witnesses unless the witness 

notes in their statement or affidavit that they relied on or considered other witness’ statement 

or affidavit. 

   

“Material Facts.” If a fact stated in testimony by a witness does not, in the court’s discretion, 

appear to affect the strength, weakness or general outcome of a party’s case, then there has 

been no invention of a Material Fact, and no unfair extrapolation has occurred. For example, 

whether a witness testifies that they are a vegetarian probably does not affect the case unless 

vegetarianism is an issue in other parts of the fact pattern. 

   

“Reasonably Consistent.” Facts stated in testimony by a witness which, in the court’s 

discretion, are Reasonably Consistent with the Witness Materials are not a violation of the 

rule. In assessing whether a witness’s testimony concerning a fact is Reasonably Consistent, 

the court should compare the testimony offered with the Witness Materials for purposes of 

consistency. The court should then consider whether the variation of the testimony from the 

facts stated in the Witness Materials is material or is instead minor or can be reasonably 

inferred from the Witness Materials.  

Permitted Negative Inferences in Cross Examination: While an attorney is not to invite Unfair 

Extrapolation in their questioning of a witness, not all cross-examination questions that ask for 

testimony as to facts not clearly contained within the Witness Materials call for Unfair 
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Extrapolation. A cross examining attorney may ask a witness questions about things not 

contained in the witness materials if it is reasonable to have expected the witness to have included 

that information in their Witness Materials. For example, it is reasonable for a cross examining 

attorney to question a police officer witness as to the officer’s lack of expertise with forensic 

science by asking “You don’t have any special training in the examination of fingerprints, 

correct?” if the Witness Materials do not have any mention of a such training. 

Procedure: When an attorney assigned to examine or cross examine a witness believes that a 

witness has made an Unfair Extrapolation, or believes that an attorney has invited a witness to 

make an Unfair Extrapolation, an objection under Rule 2.2 may be made. The presiding judge 

may permit the parties to argue application of the Rule to the issue and then make a ruling. To the 

extent a scoring judge does not agree with a ruling by the presiding judge as to whether an Unfair 

Extrapolation occurred or was requested to be made, such scoring judge may reflect that in the 

judge’s scoring of the performance by the witness or attorney involved. 

Intent of the Rule: Attorneys are encouraged, whenever feasible, to deal with Unfair 

Extrapolation by impeaching the offending witness rather than by objecting. It is not the intent of 

this rule to allow for extraneous or voluminous objection arguments about Unfair Extrapolation. 

Not every violation is intentional, and not every violation requires stopping the trial with an 

objection. Repeated, bad-faith objections under the Unfair Extrapolation Rule should not be 

rewarded. On the other hand, sometimes an objection may be required if an opponent’s unfair 

extrapolation is tailored take advantage of time limitations or overwhelm the other team with 

factual inventions that cannot be cured through impeachment alone.  

Rule 2.3 Knowledge of and Authenticity of Documents. 

1. Witnesses May Not Deny Knowledge or Authenticity. If a witness’s statement or report 

indicates that the witness is familiar with a document, the witness may not deny familiarity with, 

or the authenticity of, the document during trial. 

2. This Rule Does Not Supplant Evidence Rule 602. Teams are required to meet the foundation 

elements of Evidence Rule 602. 

3. Remedy at Trial. This rule should not be referenced at trial as a stipulation. Should the 

witness deny knowledge of the affidavit or other document, the crossing attorney should impeach. 

If the witness continues to deny knowledge the crossing attorney should reference this particular 

rule and ask the judge to instruct the witness to admit to the authenticity of the document.  

Rule 2.4 Gender of Witnesses 

All witnesses are intended to be gender neutral. Personal pronoun changes in witness statements 

indicating gender of the characters shall be deemed to have been made so as to conform to the 

gender or gender election of the student playing the witness. Any student may portray the role of 

any witness in accordance with the gender indicated in their team’s roster and make use of the 

preferred pronoun announced by the student’s team in their pretrial matters. 

 

Rule 2.5  Voir Dire  

Voir dire examination of a witness is not permitted. 
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C. TEAMS 

   

Rule 3.1  School and Student Eligibility 

The competition is open to students currently enrolled in grades seven through twelve in all 

Minnesota schools. Program information and registration forms are mailed to appropriate school 

personnel at the beginning of the school year. 

To participate in the competition schools must return a completed entry form and registration fee 

for each team entered. Registration fees will not be refunded after October 29, 2021.  

Registration forms and fees received after October 29, 2021 will not be guaranteed trials in 

the competition. 

A school may enter up to four teams in the competition.  This limitation does not prevent a school 

from entering more than four teams in an invitational, scrimmage, or other event. 

For schools with more students interested in participating than can be accommodated on the 

number of mock trial teams for which the school is eligible, there are various options: 

a. Hold tryouts for the mock trial team(s) and have the teacher coach (the attorney coach  

    may also want to participate) select team members. 

b. Hold intraschool rounds to determine which students will represent the school in  

    regional and state competition. 

c. Create “practice teams” comprised of less experienced members and allow only  

    upper-class students to be on the school’s “official” teams. 

Schools must follow the MSBA procedures for confirming their trial schedules or be disqualified 

from entering the competition the following year. 

   

Rule 3.2  Team Composition  

Each team participating in a round is to consist of seven or eight primary members: three 

witnesses, three attorneys, and either student participating as a timekeeper and bailiff or a 

timekeeper and a bailiff.  See Rule 4.1(A)4 for point deduction if a team has fewer than seven 

students to  participate (three attorneys, three witnesses, and a timekeeper/bailiff). There is no 

limit to the total number of students who can be members of the team and a student need not 

participate in the same role in each round.  

Once a student has participated in a scoring role on a team, that student cannot participate on 

another team in a scoring role for the remainder of the season.  

A scoring role is defined as an attorney or witness that receives a score during a round.   

Every team must be fully prepared to argue both sides of the case.  Only one team from each 

school may be eligible to compete at the state tournament.   

Teams should be advised that the team representing Minnesota at the National High School Mock 

Trial Championship must be comprised of a sufficient number of 9-12th grade students to comply 

with NHSMTC Rules and that the team must comply with the requirements of Rule 5.9.   

   

Rule 3.3 Team Presentation (NHSMTC) 
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Rule 3.4 Team Duties 

Team members are to evenly divide their duties. During pretrial matters the prosecution/plaintiff 

team shall ask the Presiding Judge to accept the Pretrial Stipulations and grant the motions 

therein.  There shall be three attorneys and three witnesses. Each of the three attorneys will 

conduct one direct examination and one cross-examination; one of the three attorneys will present 

the opening statement, another will present the closing argument and rebuttal, and if applicable, 

either/or the third attorney will handle the pretrial matters. [See Rule 4.5] 

The attorney who examines a particular witness on direct examination is the only attorney who 

may make the objections to the opposing attorney’s questions during the cross-examination of 

that witness, and the attorney who will cross-examine a witness is the only one attorney permitted 

to make objections during the direct examination of that witness. 

Each team must call each of the three witnesses.  Witnesses must be called only by their own 

team during their case-in-chief and examined by both sides.  Witnesses may not be recalled by 

either side. 

   

Rule 3.5 Team Roster  

Copies of a Team Roster must be completed and duplicated by each team prior to arrival at the 

courtroom for each round of competition.  Teams shall be identified by the side they are arguing 

and their school’s name.  Before beginning a trial, the teams must exchange copies of their Team 

Roster.  The roster should identify the preferred gender of each witness so that references to such 

parties will be made using the correct pronoun.  Copies of the Team Roster also should be given 

to the presiding and scoring judge before each round.   

The Mock Trial Director may mandate a form of roster to be used. 

 

D. THE TRIAL 

All trials will be governed by the “Simplified Rules of Evidence” contained in these materials.  

Other more complex rules may not be raised in the trial. 

   

Rule 4.1  Courtroom Setting (2-5, Minnesota only) 

1. The Plaintiff/Prosecution team shall be seated closest to the jury box.  If a team wants to 

rearrange the courtroom, the teacher coach must ensure that the courtroom is returned to its 

original arrangement before the team leaves the courtroom at the end of the trial. 

2. Coaches must sit so they are behind the student attorneys (i.e., coaches should not be visible to 

the attorneys during their presentations). 

3. All participants are expected to display proper courtroom behavior. The following rules should 

be observed in the courtroom at all times: 

a. Students should dress appropriately for a courtroom setting.  (Suits are not required.)  

 A student playing the part of a witness may wear clothing consistent with that  

 witness’ character, but may not wear a costume.  [Refer to Rule 4.11 for rule about  

 costumes.] 

b. Be courteous and respectful to witnesses, other attorneys, and the judge. 
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c. Ask permission of the presiding judge to approach the judge or a witness unless    

 otherwise instructed by the presiding judge.  

d. If you receive a ruling against your side on a point or on the case, accept the decision  

 gracefully. 

4. All participants and spectators are expected to display proper behavior in the courthouse.  The 

following rules should be observed in the courthouse at all times.  Any violation of these rules 

(e.g., going into other parts of the courthouse) will be grounds for requesting that school to leave 

the courthouse. 

 a.  Each team must have an adult chaperone assigned to it while at the courthouse.  The  

                   chaperone must remain with the team at all times, while the team is waiting for a trial  

                   to begin, competing in the courtroom, waiting for another team to finish competing,  

                   etc. 

b. All students must stay in the area of the courthouse where the competition is being 

held.  Students will be allowed to use the restrooms which are nearest to the 

courtroom being used for competition. 

c. Teams should be advised that some courthouses prohibit cell phones on the premises.  

Courthouses do not have provisions to store them during trials and teams (including 

students, coaches, and spectators) should be prepared to follow courthouse policy.   

d.  Students may not have in their possession any food, beverage, or gum (except water)  

 while in the courtroom. 

e. Following completion of the trial, the coaches will inspect the area used for the  

 competition, including the restrooms, to ensure that everything is left in the same  

 condition in which it was found.  Any furniture in the courtroom that was moved  

 before or during the trial MUST be restored to its original configuration! 

f. If requested to do so by the Court Administrator, the coaches will notify the  

 administrator’s office when their team arrives and when it leaves.  The latter will  

 provide an opportunity for the Court Administrator to arrange for an inspection of the  

 area. 

5. In order to avoid the appearance of impropriety or bias, coaches should not interact with the 

judges until after the trial. 

   

Rule 4.1(A)  Pretrial Matters (Minnesota only) 

1. Teams are expected to be present in the courtroom fifteen minutes before the starting time of 

the trial. To assist in enforcing these rules, presiding judges, upon taking the bench before the 

start of the trial, will handle the following pre-trial matters: 

a. Ask each side if it is ready for trial.  Ask if each side has provided each of the judges 

and the opposing team with a copy of its team roster (a sample roster is provided in 

the back of these rules).  The Judge will then ask each team to introduce its members. 

b If video recorders are present, the judge will remind the teams that the tape cannot be 

shared with any other team. (See Rule 4.14 for more on videotaping.) 
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c. The judge will remind all present in the courtroom of the rule prohibiting verbal or 

written communication between the team members and the coaches, spectators, or 

anyone else throughout the trial round, including any recesses.  (This is to be 

especially stressed in crowded court settings where there is close proximity between 

audience and teams.)  Communication is allowed once the trial is complete. Judges 

should announce that the trial is complete, and communication is permitted. 

d.  The judge will ask if there are any pretrial matters 

2. The judge will remind all present that the courtroom should be put back in order, all trash 

removed, and that no food or drink is allowed anywhere, at any time, by anyone, with the 

exception of water for teams pursuant to Rule 4.1(D) and judges. 

3. Each team should provide a copy of its roster to the judges and the opposing team which 

includes the names of the students, the roles they will play, and for the witnesses, the gender of 

the witness being portrayed.  When requested to make introductions, each member of a team will 

rise, state their name and the role they are playing.  When requested to by the judge to present any 

other pretrial matters, the plaintiff/prosecution team shall request the judge to accept the Pretrial 

Stipulations (See Rule 3.4 and the Pretrial Stipulations at the end of the case materials) and may 

then bring any additional matters before the court appropriate as pretrial matters (including any 

preferred pronoun with respect to their witnesses).  Following that, the defense shall present any 

of its own pre-trial matters. 

4. The starting time of any trial will not be delayed for longer than ten minutes, except with the 

agreement of the teacher coaches for both teams or as determined by the presiding judge.  

Incomplete teams may proceed with the trial by having one or more members play up to two 

roles.  Incomplete teams will be assigned a two (2) point deduction by each judge for each 

missing attorney, witness, or timekeeper. Teams missing a bailiff will not be assigned a point 

deduction. 

5. All team members must remain in the courtroom during the entire trial.  During a formal recess 

called by the judge, team members may leave the courtroom but should not communicate with 

anyone other than their student team members. 

   

Rule 4.1(B) Rescheduling of Rounds (Minnesota only) 

1.  Once a trial has been scheduled, the trial will not be rescheduled due to the absence of a team 

member or illness, unless approved by the Mock Trial Director. Teams should include alternates 

to replace absent members. Cancellation and rescheduling of trials due to inclement weather 

conditions will be at the discretion of the Mock Trial Director (with particular attention to the 

distance teams may need to travel to reach their scheduled trial). While cancellation by a school 

of classes or after school activities will be considered by the Mock Trial Director, such 

cancellation does not prevent the assessment of a forfeit against the team not allowed by its 

school to participate in the event the Mock Trial Director deems the affected team as not having 

reasonably cooperated with efforts to reschedule the canceled trial.  

2.  The Mock Trial Director shall have broad discretion in the rescheduling of cancelled trial, 

including the reallocation of scheduled opponents and the use of alternative venues for the trial 

and of holding of virtual trials as contemplated by Rule 4.1(C). 
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Rule 4.1(C) Establishment of Rounds to be Held Virtually (Minnesota only) 
 

The Mock Trial Director shall have broad discretion to schedule trials to be held via video 

conferencing or by other on-line means.  Such discretion will include the adoption of procedures 

and modifications to these Competition Rules to adapt them for application to a round being held 

virtually rather than in-person. 

   

Rule 4.2            Stipulations   

Stipulations shall be considered part of the record and already admitted into evidence. 

 

Rule 4.3 Reading Into The Record Not Permitted 

Stipulations, the indictment, or the Charge to the Jury will not be read into the record. 

 

Rule 4.4  Swearing of Witnesses   

   

The following oath may be used before questioning begins:   

“Do you promise that the testimony you are about to give will faithfully and truthfully 

conform to the facts and rules of the mock trial competition?”   

 

Rule 4.5 Trial Sequence and Time Limits  

The trial sequence and time limits are as follows: 

1. Opening Statement (5 minutes per side) 

2. Direct and Redirect (optional) Examination (25 minutes per side)   

3. Cross and Re-cross (optional) Examination (18 minutes per side) 

4. Preparation for closing argument (2 minutes) 

5. Closing Argument and Rebuttal (7 minutes per side) (up to three minutes of time  

      not used by the prosecution/plaintiff attorney will automatically be reserved for  

      rebuttal; however, a rebuttal is not required). 

6. Team Conference (2 minutes) 

The Prosecution/Plaintiff gives the opening statement and the closing argument first.  

The Plaintiff’s Opening Statement must be given at the beginning of the trial.  The Defense may 

choose to postpone its Opening Statement until after the conclusion of the Plaintiff’s case-in-

chief. 

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. 

If no time remains for a cross examination of a witness and the Court does not elect under Rule 

4.7 to grant an extension of time for cross examination of the witness, no points shall be awarded 

to the attorney assigned to cross examine the witness and the witness who is not cross examined 

shall be awarded the same points as given for their direct examination. 
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Rule 4.6 Timekeeping  

Time limits are mandatory and will be enforced.  Each team is required to have its own 

timekeeper and timekeeping aids. At a minimum, Timekeepers may use: 7:00; 6:00; 5:00; 4:00; 

3:00; 2:00; 1:00; :45; :30; :15; STOP as the increments for their timecards, but may use additional 

cards in full minute increments larger than 7:00.  Teams are not permitted to use the cards to 

signal time remaining other than the aggregate time remaining for the team’s direct or cross 

examinations, opening statement, and closing argument (thus, a team may not use the cards to 

show time remaining for time the team has allocated to a particular segment of the trial).   

Unless prohibited by the rules of the venue, electronic devices (including cellphones) may be 

used for timekeeping. 

Time for objections, extensive questioning from the judge, or administering the oath will not be 

counted as part of the allotted time during examination of witnesses and opening and closing 

statements. 

Time does not stop for introduction of exhibits. If at any point during the trial time expires any 

timekeeper should say “stop” aloud for the court and parties to hear at the point of time 

expiration.  Failure of a timekeeper to say “stop” aloud for the court and parties to hear will be 

considered a waiver of the time violation. 

Every effort should be made to respect the time limits.  Judges will be asked to use their scores to 

reflect a team's ability to adhere to the time guidelines.  Perceived time violations are an issue 

which generates much controversy every year during the Mock Trial Competition.  Due to the 

nature of the event and in the interest of keeping the competition good-spirited, teams are urged to 

adhere to the time limits indicated and to give their opponents the benefit of the doubt if minor 

infractions occur.  Timekeepers are encouraged to confer following completion of the 

examination of each witness as to the direct and cross examination time remaining 

Timekeepers are encouraged to confer following completion of the examination of each witness 

as to the direct and cross examination time remaining. 

 

Rule 4.7 Time Extensions and Scoring  

The presiding judge has sole discretion to grant time extensions.  If time has expired and an 

attorney continues without permission from the Court, the presiding judge should request that the 

student stop his/her presentation.  Scoring judges shall determine individually whether or not to 

discount points in a category because of over-runs in time. 

 

Rule 4.8 Motions Prohibited   

Motions which defeat the purpose of the trials (such as those to dismiss or to sequester or motions 

in limine) will not be allowed. 

 

Rule 4.9 Sequestration   

Teams may not invoke the rule of sequestration.  All witnesses are to be presumed to have been 

present during the trial and thus would have been present during testimony of all other witnesses. 
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Rule 4.10  No Bench Conferences  

All matters should be handled in open court, without bench conferences.  

 

Rule 4.11 Supplemental Material/Costuming/Exhibits 

Teams may refer only to materials included in the trial packet.  No illustrative aids of any kind 

may be used, unless provided in the case packet.  Absolutely no props or costumes are permitted 

unless authorized specifically in the case materials.  Costuming is defined as hairstyles, clothing, 

accessories, and makeup which are case specific. 

The only documents which the teams may present to the presiding or scoring judges are the team 

roster forms and the individual exhibits as they are introduced into evidence.  Exhibit notebooks 

are not to be provided.  

Each team may laminate and enlarge one (1) exhibit to a maximum size of 24 by 36 inches.  

There can be no other enhancement of the exhibits (e.g., color, additional words), but they can be 

mounted on poster board or foam core in order to allow them to be handled more easily.  

No other chalkboards, posters or other visual aids are permitted during the trial, except that during 

closing arguments a flip chart or other paper (e.g. newsprint) with hand lettering or hand drawing 

may be used.  A flip chart or other paper (e.g. newsprint) with hand lettering or hand drawing 

may be prepared either prior to or during the trial.  Students may write on their own or the other 

team’s demonstrative tools so long as it is not destructive.  Once admitted, multiple exhibits may 

be placed upon a single poster board or foam core board for display.  During closing arguments, 

an attorney may make use of admitted exhibits in their argument.  

 

Rule 4.12  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 emergency recess which may occur. 

Signaling of time by the teams’ timekeepers shall not be considered a violation of this rule. 

Non-team members, alternate team members, teachers, and coaches must remain outside the bar 

in the spectator section of the courtroom.  Only team members participating in this round may sit 

inside the bar. Attorneys and witnesses may communicate with each other during the trial, but 

may not signal witnesses on the stand.  Attorneys may consult with each other at counsel table 

verbally or through the use of notes. During the permitted conference at the close of the trial 

regarding rules infractions, all team members (witnesses, attorneys, and bailiff and timekeeper) 

may communicate with each other. No disruptive communication is allowed. 

 

Rule 4.13 Scouting and Viewing of  Trials  

Team members, alternates, attorney/coaches, teacher-sponsors, and any other persons directly 

associated with a mock trial team, except for those authorized by the MSBA, are not allowed to 

view other teams’ performances, so long as their team remains in the competition. 

Everyone attending a trial should be reminded that appropriate courtroom decorum and behavior 

must be observed and that absolutely no food or drink is permitted in the courtroom. 
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Rule 4.14  Electronic Recording   

Electronic recording, whether visual or audio, can be an effective teaching tool, but only a 

representative of a team competing in the trial may record the trial.  A representative may record 

only upon motion made to the presiding judge, who shall grant the motion if: 

1. Courthouse policy does not prohibit electronic recording. 

2. There is no objection by the other team or any judge. 

3. The recording does not distract the participants or otherwise disrupt the trial. 

4. The recording will be used only by the team and will not be shared with any other team 

(even from the same school) or used for purposes of “scouting. 

Rule 4.15       Jury Trial  

 

The case will be tried to a jury; opening statements and closing arguments are to be made to the 

jury. Teams shall address the scoring judges as the jury. 

At the discretion of the judges, the scoring judge(s) (excluding the presiding judge) may sit in the 

jury box closest to the witness stand.  If timekeepers, bailiffs, or witnesses are present in the 

witness box, they should be seated in front of the scoring judge(s). 

 

Rule 4.16 Standing During Trial   

Unless excused by the judge, attorneys will stand while giving opening and closing statements, 

during direct and cross examinations, and for all objections. 

Rule 4.17 Objections During Opening Statement/Closing Argument  

No objections may be raised during opening statements or during closing arguments. 

If a team believes an objection would have been proper during the opposing team’s opening 

statement or closing argument, one of its attorneys may, following the opening statement or 

closing argument, stand 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,” but all of the judges will weigh 

the “objection” individually and use their scores to reflect whether they believe a rules violation 

has occurred.  A brief response by the opposing team will be heard under the presiding judge’s 

discretion. 

 

Rule 4.18 Objections 

The attorney wishing to object should stand up and do so at the time of the violation.  When an 

objection is made, the judge should ask the reason for it.  Then the judge should allow the 

attorney who asked the question to explain why the objection should not be accepted 

(“sustained”) by the judge.  The judge will then decide whether a rule of evidence has been 

violated (“objection sustained”), or whether to allow the question or answer to remain on the trial 

record (“objection overruled”). 

1. Argumentative Question: An attorney shall not ask argumentative questions, i.e. one that asks 

the witness to agree to a conclusion drawn by the questioner without eliciting testimony as to new 
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facts.  The court, however, in its discretion, may allow limited use of argumentative questions on 

cross-exam. 

2. Assuming Facts Not in Evidence: Attorneys may not ask a question that assumes unproved 

facts.  However, an expert witness may be asked a question based upon stated assumptions, the 

truth of which is reasonably supported by evidence (sometimes called a “hypothetical question”). 

3. Badgering the Witness:  An attorney may not harass or continue to annoy/aggravate a 

witness. 

4. Beyond the Scope:  Refer to Rule 611(b); applies only to redirect & re-cross. 

5. Character Evidence:  Refer to Rule 608. 

6. Hearsay:  Refer to Mock Trial Rules of Evidence, Article VIII for an explanation of hearsay 

and the exceptions allowed for purposes of mock trial competition. 

7. Irrelevant:  Refer to Article IV. 

8. Lack of Personal Knowledge:  A witness may not testify on any matter of which the witness 

has no personal knowledge.  (See Rule 602, Article VI) 

9. Lack of Proper Predicate/Foundation: Attorneys shall lay a proper foundation prior to 

moving the admission of evidence.  The basic idea is that before a witness can testify to anything 

important, it must be shown that the testimony rests on adequate foundation. After the exhibit has 

been offered into evidence, the exhibit may still be objected to on other grounds. 

10. Lack of Qualification of the Witness as an Expert:  See Rule 702. 

11. Leading Question: Refer to Rule 611(c). 

12. Non-Responsive Answer:  A witness’ answer is objectionable if it fails to respond to the 

question asked. 

13. Opinion on Ultimate Issue:  Refer to Rule 704. 

14. Question Calling for Narrative or General Answer: Questions must be stated so as to call 

for a specific answer.  (Example of improper question: “Tell us what you know about this case.”) 

15. Repetition:  Questions designed to elicit the same testimony or evidence previously presented 

in its entirety are improper if merely offered as a repetition of the same testimony or evidence 

from the same or similar source. 

16. Speculation:  A witness’ testimony should be based on the facts and issues of the case being 

argued.  An attorney shall not ask a question which allows the witness to make suppositions based 

on hypothetical situations. 

17. Unfair Extrapolation:  Refer to explanation in Rule 2.2. 

Note:  Certain of the foregoing objections are not based on the Minnesota Mock Trial 

Competition Rules of Evidence and teams are not precluded from raising additional objections 

which may be available under such rules. 

 

Rule 4.19 Witnesses are not to Waste Opponent’s Cross Examination Time 

 

Mock Trial involves a limited amount of time for completion of the questioning of the opposing 

team’s witnesses.  Accordingly, witnesses are to refrain from providing non-responsive or 
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unduly narrative answers to properly phrased cross-examination questions.  A witness may 

provide a brief responsive answer rather than a simple “yes” or “no” when appropriate and 

consistent with common trial practice. 

 

The attorney conducting a cross examination of a witness the attorney believes is intentionally 

seeking to be non-responsive, should first seek to exercise control of the witness prior to seeking 

intervention by the presiding judge.  If such efforts are not successful, the attorney may then 

request the presiding judge to direct the witness to refrain from violation of Rule 4.19.  The 

presiding judge may rule in such manner as the presiding judge deems appropriate.  This 

includes the allowance of additional cross examination time. 

 

Rule 4.20 Procedure for Introduction of Exhibits  

As an example only, the following steps effectively introduce evidence: 

1. All evidence will be pre-marked as exhibits. 

2. Your Honor, let the record reflect I am showing Exhibit No. __ to opposing 

counsel.   

3. Ask for permission to approach the witness.  Give the exhibit to the witness. 

4. “I now hand you what has been marked as Exhibit No.___ for identification.” 

5. Ask the witness to identify the exhibit.  “Would you identify it please?” 

6. Witness answers with identification only. 

7. Offer the exhibit into evidence.  “Your Honor, we offer Exhibit No.__ into 

evidence at this time.  The authenticity of this exhibit has been stipulated.” 

8. Court:  “Is there an objection?” (If opposing counsel believes a proper foundation 

has not been laid, the attorney should be prepared to object at this time.) 

             9. Opposing Counsel: “No, your Honor”, or “Yes, your Honor.” If the response is 

“yes”, the objection will be stated on the record.  Court:  “Is there any response to 

the objection?” 

            10. Court: “Exhibit No. __ is/is not admitted.”  

Witness affidavits may be used to impeach or refresh recollection and when used for those 

purposes, need not be admitted into evidence. 

 

Rule 4.21  Standards of Judging and Use of Notes 

The standards for judging are contained in the MSBA Mock Trial Performance Rating Standards. 

Witnesses are not permitted to use notes while testifying during the trial; any use of notes is 

subject to an appropriate point deduction.  Attorneys may use notes, but, to the extent such as 

detracts from the overall performance, the scores may so reflect. 

 

Rule 4.22 Redirect/Re-cross   

Redirect and re-cross examinations are permitted, provided they conform to the restrictions in 

Rule 611(d) in the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence.  Re-redirect and re-

cross examination are not allowed. 
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Rule 4.23  Scope of Closing Arguments   

Closing Arguments must be based on the actual evidence and testimony presented during the trial.  

Rebuttal shall not exceed the scope of the defense closing argument. 

 

Rule 4.23.1  Team Conference (Minnesota Only) 

At the conclusion of final arguments, the presiding judge will allow time (approximately two 

minutes) for the three student attorneys, three witnesses, bailiff, and timekeeper to confer.  The 

purpose of this team conference is to give the team members the opportunity to select the students 

from the opposing team they believed performed as the best attorney and the best witness and a 

chance to discuss among themselves whether they believe any significant rules violations 

occurred during the trial of which the judges could not be aware.  

After the allotted time, the presiding judge will ask the teams to indicate their selection of best 

attorney and best witness.  The presiding judge will then ask if either team wishes to report any 

significant rules violations.  If a team feels point deductions should be assessed against the 

opposing team, one attorney from the team will have two minutes to explain why point 

deductions should be assessed.  Following this explanation, one attorney from the opposing team 

will have two minutes to explain why point deductions should not be assessed.  Further 

discussion will be limited to five minutes total, at which time the judges will decide individually 

about making any point deductions on their score sheets.  The amount of such point deductions, if 

any, is at the discretion of each individual judge. These decisions (about point deductions) are 

final! 

Of course the judges may, at their discretion, award point deductions for a rules violation 

regardless of whether the opposing team brings a rules violation to the attention of the judges.  

If the presiding judge fails to ask the teams if they wish to ask for point deductions, and one or 

both teams wish to do so, it must be brought to the attention of the judge at this time.  

 

Rule 4.24 The Critique and Decisions 

The judging panel is allowed 10 minutes for debriefing.  The timekeeper will monitor the critique 

following the trial.  Presiding judges are to limit critique sessions to a combined total of ten 

minutes. 

Judging shall be based on the quality of the teams’ performances, i.e., the nature/success of the 

team’s strategy, the students’ level of preparedness, the individual student performances, etc..  

Judging shall not be based on the merits of the case.  The total points awarded to each team by 

each judge will be added together; the team with the higher point total will be considered the 

winning team.  The team that wins on its performance is considered the winner of the trial 

for mock trial purposes. 

   

Rule 4.25  Offers of Proof 

No offers of proof may be requested or tendered. 
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E. JUDGING AND TEAM ADVANCEMENT 

   

Rule 5.1 Finality of Decisions   

All decisions of the judging panel are FINAL.  The only exception is when there is a 

computational error in the math on a judge’s score sheet.  In the event of a mathematical error, the 

trial will be awarded to the team with the higher number of ACTUAL ballots or points as 

determined by the corrected math, even if this result is different than the one announced to the 

teams by the judge(s). 

PLEASE NOTE:   Many trial lawyers say that trial is an art and not a science.  Thus, as beauty is 

in the eye of the beholder, trial performance may also lie in the eye of the beholder. This 

competition makes every effort possible to establish objective criteria by which student 

competitors are to be evaluated.  However, it is a fact of life that not every attorney will evaluate 

a competitor the same.  It is also true that not every juror will evaluate an attorney and his or her 

case the same.  Thus trial competitions are very similar to real trials and the tournament could not 

progress without the selection of winners.  We have therefore developed a rather detailed scoring 

process for the judges to use.  Once the scoring process is complete, the decision of the judge(s) is 

final, as long as the team’s scores have been added correctly. 

It is also true that judges will often make different rulings on motions and objections during trial.  

That is true in real life as well.  It is an inherent part of the trial system based on judges’ 

discretion.  Therefore, as in real life, the rulings of the trial judge are final, even if you disagree.  

This competition is intended to not only teach students about how the legal system functions, but 

also to provoke thought about the issues involved.  We encourage instructors to use this packet as 

a vehicle for education toward both goals. 

   

Rule 5.2  Composition of Judging Panels (Minnesota only) 

Every effort is made to have two volunteer judges for sub-regional trials and three judges for the 

regional finals.  One judge will be designated to preside.  

In a trial with two judges the presiding judge will also act as a scoring judge and complete a score 

sheet, and the team with the most total points wins the trial.  If the total of the two judges’ scores 

is a tie, the team with the most points on the presiding judge’s score sheet wins the trial.  Should a 

sub-regional trial have three judges, the presiding judge is encouraged to complete a score sheet 

for use in breaking a tie, but that score sheet is not to be counted for purposes of establishing the 

points awarded to the teams.    

In a regional final trial with three judges the presiding judge will complete a score sheet.  The 

team that wins at least two of the score sheets wins the regional final trial.   

In a trial with only one judge, the winning team’s points will be doubled.   
 

Rule 5.3  Score Sheets/Ballots (NHSMTC) 

   

Rule 5.4  Completion of Score Sheets   

Score sheets are to be completed individually by each judge without consultation with the other 

judges. Each scoring judge shall record a number of points (1-10) for each presentation of the 

trial.  At the end of the trial, each judge shall total the sum of each team’s individual point and 
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place this sum in the Column Totals box.  The Mock Trial Director has the authority to correct 

any mathematical errors on score sheets. Mathematical errors not brought to the Director’s 

attention within 24 hours of the trial are waived.  

   

Rule 5.5 Contest Format/Team Advancement (Minnesota only) 

In the Minnesota competition there are three phases: sub-regionals (Rounds 1, 2, 3, & 4), regional 

championship, and the state tournament.  
 

Participation in Mock Trial Invitationals, camps and other non-MSBA Mock Trial related events 

is encouraged by the MSBA.  The MSBA’s Mock Trial website is available to serve as a place for 

such events to be publicized, however the MSBA and its Mock Trial program does not 

specifically endorse such events.  The MSBA encourages such events to include 

teams/individuals from schools across Minnesota and also encourages organizations hosting these 

events to establish subsidies to enable all teams/individuals who are interested in attending to do 

so.    

 

Rule 5.5A  Sub-Regional Competition   

1.  Assignment of Teams to Regions.  For mock trial purposes, the state will be divided into 

regions.  The exact number of teams assigned to regions will be determined by the number of 

teams entered in the competition and travel distances to the site of the competitions.  Teams from 

the same school shall be assigned to the same regions.  Teams in Greater Minnesota (the 

“Outstate Teams”) will be assigned to regions, subject to the discretion of the Mock Trial 

Director to establish one or more “Super” Outstate Region(s). Teams in the Minneapolis-St. Paul 

metropolitan area (the “Metro Teams”) will be assigned to compete at sub-regional competitions 

held either at the Hennepin County Courthouse (the “HCC Teams”) or the Ramsey County 

Courthouse (the “RCC Teams” and collectively with the Super Outstate Regional teams and the 

HCC Teams, the “Super Region Teams”) with teams from the same school to compete at the 

same region.  The MSBA will allocate the number of regional championships to the super 

regions. 

2. Subregional Trials.  All teams shall compete in four sub-regional trials (Rounds 1, 2, 3, & 4). 

The MSBA will make every effort to avoid byes so that each team argues both sides of the case 

twice in the sub-regionals. The MSBA shall set the trial schedule and determine which teams 

compete against each other and the sides of the case assigned.  The fact that a team has competed 

against another team will not preclude the same two teams from facing each other in competition 

and teams from the same school may compete against each other.  

a)    The schedule for the first two rounds will be established and announced prior to the  

 commencement of the sub-regionals.   

b)     The final two rounds will be established and announced after the completion of the  

  first two rounds.  The pairings for the third round will involve use of procedures 

  similar to those used in the power-matching after two rounds in the State Tournament  

  under Rule 5C(5).  Pairings for the fourth round for will involve pairings of teams  

  that had no wins in the first two rounds being paired with each other.  The pairings  

  for the fourth round for the remaining teams will be based on the results after the first  

  two rounds with the highest ranked 2/0 team facing the lowest ranked 1/1 team. 
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c)     If there is an odd number of teams sharing the same record, the Mock Trial Director  

  shall have the authority to relegate up of down the highest or lowest ranked team  

  (based on scoresheets won and cumulative point differentials) to effect the pairings         

  for the final two rounds. 

 

Rule 5.5B  Regional Championship   
 

After completion of the sub-regional competition, teams will be ranked based first upon win-loss 

record; second on scoresheets won; third based upon the cumulative point differential scores; 

fourth based upon cumulative points earned.  [Note:  A team’s point differential score is the total 

point spread between that team’s score and its opponent’s score in a given trial.  For example, if 

team A scores 95 points in a trial and its opponent, team B, scores 92 points, then team A will 

have an adjusted score of plus 3 and team B will have an adjusted score of minus 3.] 

a)    For a non-super region, the teams ranked first and second after the sub-regionals will 

compete in a regional championship round.  

b)    For teams in a super region, the teams will be paired to compete in a regional 

championship round with the number of teams to compete in each super region being 

twice the number of regional champions allocated under Rule 5.5A(1).  Only the top two 

ranked teams from a single school will be considered for purposes of pairings for regional 

championships and to the extent two teams from the same school are ranked to compete 

in a regional championship, they shall be assigned to face each other.  Other regional 

championship pairings will be power matched.  

c)  Sides for regional championships will be assigned in advance by a coin flip by an MSBA 

representative as provided in Rule 5.5D; however, teams with a 3-1 record will be 

assigned the side on which they lost in sub-regional rounds unless this would result in the 

same pairing/sides as a trial in a sub-regional round in which case the teams will switch 

sides (so, if it was Liberty Blue v. City Green in Round 2, and power-matching would 

result in the exact same pairing in regional championship, the teams would switch sides).   

Rule 5.5C  State Tournament 
   

1.  Participation in State Tournament and Format.  Each regional champion is eligible to attend 

the state tournament.  If a regional champion decides it does not want to attend the state 

tournament, the second-place team will be eligible to compete. The state tournament format 

differs from that of the regional competition.  There will be no selection by teams of the 

outstanding attorney and outstanding witness performance by members of the other team under 

Rule 4.23.1 and there will be no critique from the judging panel under Rule 4.24.   

All teams at the state tournament will participate in at least three rounds of trials and will present 

each side of the case at least once.  After each round of competition a designee of the Mock Trial 

Advisory Committee will review the power-matching results and ensure that the trial pairings are 

correct.  The power-matching system is subject to human error.  The final results of power-

matching cannot be appealed.  The Mock Trial Advisory Committee has final authority to 

interpret these rules.  

2.  Judging Panel and Scoring.  Every effort will be made to have three volunteer judges for each 

of the first three rounds of the State Tournament with one of the judges designated to preside.  

Each of the judges, including the scoring judge, will complete a score sheet.  The team that wins 
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two score sheets will be deemed the winning team of the round.  If there are only two judges, the 

scoring judge’s and presiding judge’s scoresheet will be averaged to create a third scoresheet; if 

that averaged scoresheet results in a tie score, the team receiving the higher score on the presiding 

judge’s scoresheet will be deemed the recipient of the higher score on the averaged scoresheet. 

3.  Pairings for First Round.  Pairings for the first round will be assigned by a random method at 

the Coaches Meeting prior to round one.  

4.  Pairings for Second Round.  After round one of the competition, teams will be divided into 

two brackets (1-0 and 0-1). Teams will be ranked within the brackets and power matched.  Teams 

will switch sides in the second round from that they were assigned in round one if both teams can 

do so; if not, sides will be determined by coin flip by MSBA representative as soon as possible 

after pairings are established using the protocol in Rule 5.5D. 

State Finals Power-matching criteria for the second and third rounds are: 1) Win/loss record (the 

team receiving the most winning scoresheets in a trial shall be deemed the winner of the trial 

regardless of the number of points earned by each team), 2) total number of scoresheets won, 3) 

cumulative point differential, 4) cumulative points earned. 

5.  Pairings for Third Round.  After round two of the competition, teams will be divided into three 

brackets (2-0, 1-1, and 0-2).  Teams will be ranked within the brackets and power matched. If a 

team has not performed a side of the case in the first two rounds, it will be assigned that side in 

round three, if both teams can do so; if not, sides will be determined by coin flip by MSBA 

representative as soon as possible after pairings are established using the protocol in Rule 5.5D. 

6.  Pairings for Championship Round.  After three rounds of competition, final championship trial 

participants will be the two teams that are 3-0 and will compete in the final championship round. 

If both teams have performed different sides of the case twice in the three rounds of competition, 

each will be assigned the side they performed only once and if a team in the final championship 

round has not performed a side of the case in the first three rounds, it will be assigned that side in 

the championship round, if both teams can do so; if not, sides will be determined by coin flip in 

connection with the announcement of the final championship round teams using the protocol in 

Rule 5.5D.   

7.  Judging Panel for Championship Round.  The judging panel for the championship round will 

consist of a presiding judge, who will not render a selection as to the winning team, and a panel 

consisting of an odd number of “scoring judges” who may each complete a scoring sheet that is 

the same as is used in the regional competition for determination of their selection of the winning 

team.  The results of determination of winning teams by the members of the scoring panel and 

any score sheets any scoring judge elects to use from the championship round will be kept 

confidential. 

8.  Ranking of Teams in Tournament.  Subject to the provisions of Rule 5.9 the state champion is 

then eligible to represent Minnesota at the annual National High School Mock Trial 

Championship, which is held in a different city each year. (2022 Kalamazoo, MI).  Placement of 

the remaining fourteen teams competing in the state tournament will be based upon the following 

criteria: 1) Win/loss record, 2) Total number of scoresheets won, 3) Number of wins against 2-1 

teams, 4) Number of wins against 1-2 teams, 5) Cumulative point differential. Provided that, if by 

application of the criteria a team is ranked higher than a team with the same win/loss record that 

defeated it, the losing team shall be placed immediately below the winning team.  
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Rule 5.5D     Coin Flips 

For the purpose of allocation of sides to be determined by a coin flip, the coin will be flipped and 

if it is heads the school with a name appearing earlier in the alphabet will be the 

plaintiff/prosecution and if the coin is tails such school will be defense.  For example, if River 

City Blue is facing River City Green, and the coin comes up heads, River City Blue will be 

assigned plaintiff/prosecution and River City Green will be assigned defense.   

 

Rule 5.6  Power Matching/Seeding (NHSMTC Only; see Rule 5.5C for MN version) 

   

Rule 5.7  Selection of Sides For Championship Round (NHSMTC Only; see Rule 5.5C(6) 

for MN version) 

   

Rule 5.8  Effect of Bye Round   

A team that prevails by forfeit or receives a bye will be awarded a win and be credited with being 

deemed recipient of higher score on two scoresheets along with a cumulative point differential 

and cumulative points that equal the average (mean) cumulative point differential and average 

(mean) cumulative points of all regional rounds for the prior school year.  A team that prevails by 

forfeit over another team from the same school will receive a cumulative point differential of zero 

and cumulative points of zero.  [Note:  for 2021-22, the cumulative point differential is 18 and the 

cumulative points are 207.]  

   

Rule 5.9 Representing MN at the National High School Mock Trial Championship 

NHSMTC Rule 3.1 requires teams competing at the National High School Mock Trial 

Championship to be comprised of students who participated on the current state championship 

team.  If one or more participants on the team representing Minnesota at the National 

Championship is unable to compete, there may be opportunities’ under the NHSMTC Rules for 

the addition of students to the team. 

If the state championship team desires to represent Minnesota at the National Championship, the 

members of the team and its coaches shall meet with individuals selected by the Mock Trial 

Director and of the Chair of the Advisory Committee (the “Nationals Advisory Sub-Committee”) 

within two weeks following the conclusion of the State Tournament to discuss the team’s roster 

of participants (which must comply with NHSMTC Rule 3.1) and the expectations and 

obligations associated with representing the Minnesota High School Mock Trial program at the 

National Championship.  Such expectations and obligations involve preparing to compete and 

gaining familiarity with the rules of competition and evidence used at the National Championship 

on an expedited basis.  Each of the team members and coaches will be expected to sign written 

acknowledgments of their understanding of the obligations and that they are committed to 

perform those obligations to the best of their abilities. 

If as a result of such meeting, the Nationals Advisory Sub-Committee concludes the state 

championship team may lack sufficient members who can attend the National Championship and 

make the necessary commitments, the Sub-Committee may recommend to the Advisory 

Committee to find the state championship team unable to compete and, in compliance with 

NHSMTC Rule 3.1, designate an alternate team from the state competition to represent 

Minnesota. 
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The Team representing Minnesota shall be prepared by mid-April to conduct at least three 

scrimmages within the team or with teams from surrounding states with members of the National 

Advisory Sub-Committee in attendance for the provision of recommendations and suggestions. 

 

F. DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 

Rule 6.1  Alleging a Rules Violation/Following a Conclusion of a Trial 

In accordance with Rule 4.23.1, allegations of a violation of the rules must be brought to the 

attention of the presiding judge at the conclusion of the trial. 

At no time in this process may coaches or other members of the team not participating in the 

round communicate or consult with the student participating in the round.  Only student attorneys 

may invoke the dispute procedure.   

 

Rule 6.2  Complaint/Grievance Process:  

1. If unprofessional conduct, unethical behavior, or rules violation of a serious and substantial 

nature (collectively, “Serious Misconduct”) occurs outside of a trial, or occurs in a trial but could 

not reasonably have been identified and decided during trial (including pursuant to Rule 4.23.1), a 

grievance may be filed with the Mock Trial Director by any team member, teacher, attorney 

coach, judge, or member of the Mock Trial Advisory Committee.  Serious Misconduct does not 

include decisions within a judge’s discretion, including, but not limited to, rulings on objections 

or points awarded.  Concerns on matters on which a grievance cannot be filed shall be directed to 

the Mock Trial Director.   

2. Grievances must be in writing, specific, and be submitted within 48 hours of the time the 

grievant knows or reasonably should have known of the Misconduct. 

3. Grievances shall be responded to by the Mock Trial Director with involvement of members of 

the  Rules Subcommittee of the Advisory Committee.   

4. The response to the grievance may involve: (i) provision of  a copy of the grievance to relevant 

parties, (ii) invitation for submission of written responses; and (iii)  such additional investigation 

as is deemed appropriate.   

5. The disposition of the grievance in order of increasing severity includes: 

a) Dismissal of the grievance as unsupported or not involving a violation.   

Determination that the grievance has merit, but does not warrant the taking of any action.   

b) With the approval of the Advisory Committee, issue a warning by private conversation 

with the offending parties. 

c) With the approval of the Advisory Committee, issue a reprimand by letter to the offending 

parties.  In the discretion of the Chair of the Advisory Committee the letter may be sent to 

other individuals, schools, or employers. 

d) With the approval of the Advisory Committee, issue a suspension precluding individuals 

or teams from participation in mock trial for a specified time period. 

e) With the approval of the Advisory Committee, issue a disqualification precluding 

individuals or teams from participation in mock trial for no less than one competition 

season.  
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6. The grievance process shall not involve any  changing of the outcome of any trial or the calling 

for a retrial.  The judges’ decision is final.  See Rule 5.1.   

7. All parties shall be notified of the Rules Subcommittee’s recommendation to the Advisory 

Committee.  Any party may object to the recommendation in writing. 

8. No legal or vested right is created by this process.   

   

Rule 6.2.1  Unsolicited Communication between Coaches and Judges 

Unsolicited communication between coaches and judges is strictly prohibited. Judges may file a 

grievance against a coach that s/he believes has violated this rule. The grievance must be filed 

within 48 hours of the alleged communication. The grievance process will be governed by the 

guidelines set forth in Rule 6.2 Complaint/Grievance.  

 

Refer to Rule 4.23.1 for dealing with student team members’ concerns about rules violation. 

 

Rule 6.3  Effect of Violation on Score (NHSMTC)   

 

Rule 6.4 Reporting of Rules Violation/Outside the Bar (NHSMTC) 
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MINNESOTA MOCK TRIAL SIMPLIFIED RULES OF EVIDENCE 

 

In American trials complex rules are used to govern the admission of proof (i.e., oral or physical 

evidence).  These rules are designed to ensure that all parties receive a fair hearing and to exclude 

evidence deemed irrelevant, incompetent, untrustworthy, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise 

improper.  If it appears that a rule of evidence is being violated, an attorney may raise an 

objection to the judge.  The judge then decides whether the rule has been violated and whether the 

evidence must be excluded from the record of the trial.  In the absence of a properly made 

objection, however, the evidence will probably be allowed by the judge.  The burden is on the 

mock trial team to know the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence and to be able 

to use them to protect their client and fairly limit the actions of opposing counsel and their 

witnesses. 

 

For purposes of the mock trial competition, the Rules of Evidence have been modified and 

simplified.  They are based on the Federal Rules of Evidence, and its numbering system.  Where 

rule numbers or letters are skipped, those rules were not deemed applicable to mock trial 

procedure.  Text in italics or underlined represent simplified or modified language. 

 

Not all judges will interpret the Rules of Evidence (or procedure) the same way, and mock trial 

attorneys should be prepared to point out specific rules (quoting, if necessary) and to argue 

persuasively for the interpretation and application of the rule they think appropriate. The Mock 

Trial Rules of Competition and these Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence 

govern the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Program.   

 

The fact that information is contained in a statement of facts, indictment, witness 

statement/affidavit, or exhibit does not mean that the information is admissible or has been 

admitted into evidence. Proffers of evidence must be made and ruled upon during the course of 

the trial itself.  

 

Article I.  General Provisions 

 

Rule 101.  Scope 

 

These Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of Evidence govern the trial proceedings of the 

Minnesota High School Mock Trial Program. 

 

Rule 102.  Purpose and Construction 

 

These Rules are intended to secure fairness in administration of the trials, eliminate unjust delay, 

and promote the laws of evidence so that the truth may be ascertained. 

 

Article II.  Judicial Notice   

 

Rule 201.  Judicial Notice  

 

1.   This rule governs only judicial notice of adjudicative facts. 
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2.   A judicially noticed fact must be one not subject to reasonable dispute in that it is either  

a. Generally known within the territorial jurisdiction of the trial court or  

b. Capable of accurate and ready determination by resort to sources whose accuracy 

cannot reasonably be questioned. 

 

3.  A judge or court shall take judicial notice if requested by a party and supplied with the 

necessary information. 

 

4.  Judicial notice may be taken at any stage of the proceeding. 

 

5.  In a civil action or proceeding, the judge shall instruct the jury to accept as conclusive any fact 

judicially noticed.  In a criminal case, the judge shall instruct the jury that it may, but is not 

required to, accept as conclusive any fact judicially noticed. 

 

Article III.  Reserved  

 

Article IV.  Relevancy and its Limits 

 

Rule 401.  Definition of “Relevant Evidence” 

 

“Relevant evidence” means evidence having any tendency to make the existence of any fact that 

is of consequence to the determination of the action more probable or less probable than it would 

be without the evidence. 

 

Rule 402.  Relevant Evidence Generally Admissible: Irrelevant Evidence Inadmissible 

 

All relevant evidence is admissible, except as otherwise provided in these Rules. Irrelevant 

evidence is not admissible. 

 

Rule 403.  Exclusion of Relevant Evidence on Grounds of Prejudice, Confusion, Waste of 

Time 

 

Although relevant, evidence may be excluded if its probative value is substantially outweighed by 

the danger of unfair prejudice, if it confuses the issues, if it is misleading, or if it causes undue 

delay, wastes time, or is a needless presentation of cumulative evidence. 

 

Rule 404.  Character Evidence Not Admissible to Prove Conduct; Exceptions; Other 

Crimes 

 

(a)  Character Evidence. Evidence of a person’s character or character trait, is not admissible to 

prove action regarding a particular occasion, except: 

 

  (1) Character of accused -- Evidence of a pertinent character trait offered by an accused, 

or by the prosecution to rebut same; 

 (2) Character of victim -- Evidence of a pertinent character trait of the victim of the crime 

offered by an accused, or by the prosecution to rebut same, or evidence of a character trait 
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of peacefulness of the victim offered by the prosecution in a homicide case to rebut 

evidence that the victim was the aggressor; 

 (3) Character of witness -- Evidence of the character of a witness as provided in Rules  

607-609. 

 

(b)  Other crimes, wrongs, or acts.  Evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is not admissible to 

prove character of a person in order to show an action conforms to character.  It may, however, be 

admissible for other purposes, such as proof of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, 

knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or accident. 

 

Rule 405.  Methods of Proving Character 

 

(a)  Reputation or opinion. In all cases where evidence of character or a character trait is 

admissible, proof may be made by testimony as to reputation or in the form of an opinion.  On 

cross-examination, questions may be asked regarding relevant, specific conduct. 

 

(b)  Specific instances of conduct.  In cases where character or a character trait is an essential 

element of a charge, claim, or defense, proof may also be made of specific instances of that 

person’s conduct. 

 

Rule 406.  Habit; Routine Practice  

 

Evidence of the habit of a person or the routine practice of an organization, whether corroborated 

or not and regardless of the presence of eyewitnesses, is relevant to prove that the conduct of the 

person or organization on a particular occasion was in conformity with the habit or routine 

practice. 

 

Rule 407.  Subsequent Remedial Measures 

 

When, after an injury or harm allegedly caused by an event, measures are taken that, if taken 

previously, would have made the injury or harm less likely to occur, evidence of the subsequent 

measures is not admissible to prove negligence, culpable conduct, a defect in a product, a defect 

in a product’s design, or a need for a warning or instruction.  This rule does not require the 

exclusion of evidence of subsequent measures when offered for another purpose, such as proving 

ownership, control, or feasibility of precautionary measures, if controverted, or impeachment.   

 

Rule 408.  Compromise and Offers to Compromise 

 

(a) Prohibited uses. Evidence of the following is not admissible on behalf of any party, when 

offered to prove liability for, invalidity of, or amount of a claim that was disputed as to validity or 

amount, or to impeach through a prior consistent state or contradiction:  

 

(1) Furnishing or offering or promising to furnish—or accepting or offering or 

promising to accept—a valuable consideration in compromising or attempting to 

compromise the claim; and  

(2) Conduct or statements made in compromise negotiations regarding the claim, 

except when offered in a criminal case and the negotiations related to a claim by a 



 
 

83 

 

public office or agency in the exercise of regulatory, investigative, or enforcement 

authority.   

 

(b) Permitted uses. This rule does not require exclusion if the evidence is offered for purposes not 

prohibited by subdivision (a).  Examples of permissible purposes include proving a witness’s bias 

or prejudice; negating a contention of undue delay; and proving an effort to obstruct a criminal 

investigation or prosecution.  

 

Rule 409.  Payment of Medical or Similar Expenses 

 

Evidence of furnishing of offering or promising to pay medical, hospital, or similar expenses 

occasioned by an injury is not admissible to prove liability for the injury.   

 

Rule 410.  Inadmissibility of Pleas, Plea Discussions, and Related Statements 

 

Except as otherwise provided in this Rule, evidence of the following is not, in any civil or 

criminal proceeding, admissible against a defendant who made the plea or was a participant in the 

plea discussions: 

 

1. A plea of guilty which was later withdrawn; 

 

2.  A plea of nolo contendere; 

 

3. Any statement made in the course of any proceeding under Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of 

Criminal Procedure or comparable state procedure regarding either of the forgoing pleas; or 

 

4.  Any statement made in the course of plea discussions made in the course of plea 

discussions with an attorney for the prosecuting authority which do not result in a plea of 

guilty or which result in a plea of guilty which is later withdrawn.   

 

However, such a statement is admissible (a) in any proceeding wherein another statement made in 

the course of the same plea or plea discussions has been introduced and the statement ought, in 

fairness, be considered with it, or (b) in a criminal proceeding for perjury or false statement if the 

statement was made by the defendant under oath, on the record and in the presence of counsel. 

 

Rule 411.  Liability Insurance  

 

Evidence that a person was or was not insured against liability is not admissible upon the issue 

whether the person acted negligently or otherwise wrongfully.  This rule does not require the 

exclusion of evidence of insurance against liability when offered for another purpose, such as 

proof of agency, ownership, or control, or bias or prejudice of witness.   
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Article V.  Privileges 

 

Rule 501.  General Rule 

 

There are certain admissions and communications excluded from evidence on grounds of public 

policy.  Among these are:    

 

1. Communications between husband and wife; 

 

2. Communications between attorney and client; 

 

3. Communications among grand jurors; 

 

4. Secrets of state; and 

 

5. Communications between psychiatrist and patient. 

 

Article VI.  Witnesses 

 

Rule 601.  General Rule of Competency  

 

Every person is competent to be a witness.  

 

Rule 602.  Lack of Personal Knowledge 

 

A witness may not testify to a matter unless the witness has personal knowledge of the matter.  

Evidence to prove personal knowledge may, but need not, consist of the witness’ own testimony.  

This rule is subject to the provisions of Rule 703, related to opinion testimony by expert 

witnesses.  (See Rule 2.2.) 

 

Rule 607.  Who may Impeach (i.e., show that a witness should not be believed) 

 

The credibility of a witness may be attacked by any party, including the party calling the witness. 

 

Rule 608.  Evidence of Character and Conduct of Witness 

 

(a)  Opinion and reputation evidence of character.  The credibility of a witness may be attacked or 

supported by evidence in the form of opinion or reputation, but subject to these limitations:  

 

 (1) The evidence may refer only to character for truthfulness or untruthfulness, and  

(2) Evidence of truthful character is admissible only after the character of the witness for 

truthfulness has been attacked by opinion or reputation evidence, or otherwise. 

 

(b)  Specific instances of conduct.  Specific instances of the conduct of a witness, for the purpose 

of attacking or supporting the witness’ credibility, other than conviction of crime as provided in 

Rule 609, may not be proved by extrinsic evidence.  They may, however, in the discretion of the 

Court, if probative of truthfulness or untruthfulness, be asked on cross-examination of the witness  
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(1) Concerning the witness’ character for truthfulness or untruthfulness, or  

(2) Concerning the character for truthfulness or untruthfulness of another witness as to 

which character the witness being cross-examined has testified. 

 

Testimony, whether by an accused or by any other witness, does not operate as a waiver of the 

accused’s or the witness’ privilege against self-incrimination with respect to matters related only 

to credibility. 

 

Rule 609.  Impeachment by Evidence of Conviction of Crime  

 

(a)  General Rule.  For the purpose of attacking the credibility of a witness, evidence that a 

witness other than the accused has been convicted of a crime shall be admitted if elicited from the 

witness or established by public record during cross-examination, but only if the crime was 

punishable by death or imprisonment in excess of one year, and the Court determines that the 

probative value of admitting this evidence outweighs its prejudicial effect to the accused.  

Evidence that any witness has been convicted of a crime shall be admitted if it involved 

dishonesty or false statement, regardless of the punishment. 

 

(b)  Time Limit.  Evidence of a conviction under this Rule is not admissible if a period of more 

than ten years has elapsed since the date of the conviction or of the release of the witness from the 

confinement imposed for that conviction, whichever is the later date, unless the Court determines 

that the value of the conviction substantially outweighs its prejudicial effect.  However, evidence 

of a conviction more than 10 years old as calculated herein, is not admissible unless the proponent 

gives to the adverse party sufficient advance written notice of intent to use such evidence to 

provide the adverse party with a fair opportunity to contest the use of such evidence. 

 

(c)  Effect of pardon, annulment, or certificate of rehabilitation.  Evidence of a conviction is not 

admissible if (1) the conviction has been the subject of a pardon or other equivalent procedure 

based on a finding of the rehabilitation of the person convicted of a subsequent crime which was 

punishable by death or imprisonment in excess of one year, or (2) the conviction has been the 

subject of a pardon, other equivalent procedure based on a finding of innocence. 

 

(d)  Juvenile adjudications.  Evidence of juvenile adjudications is generally not admissible but the 

court may, in a criminal case allow evidence of a juvenile adjudication of a witness other than the 

accused if conviction of the offense would be admissible to attack the credibility of an adult and 

the court is satisfied that admission in evidence is necessary for a fair determination of the issue 

of guilt or innocence. 

 

Rule 610.  Religious Beliefs or Opinions 

 

Evidence of the beliefs or opinions of a witness on matters of religion is not admissible for the 

purpose of showing that by reason of their nature the witness’ credibility is impaired or enhanced. 

 

Rule 611.  Mode and Order of Interrogation and Presentation 

 

(a)  Control by Court.  The Court shall exercise reasonable control over questioning of witnesses 

and presenting evidence so as to  
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 1.  Make the questioning and presentation effective for ascertaining the truth,  

 2.  Avoid needless use of time, and  

 3. Protect witnesses from harassment or undue embarrassment. 

 

(b)  Scope of cross examination.  The scope of cross examination shall not be limited to the scope 

of the direct examination, but may inquire into any relevant facts or matters contained in the 

witness’ statement, including all reasonable inferences that can be drawn from those facts and 

matters, and may inquire into any omissions from the witness statement that are otherwise 

material & admissible. 

 

(c)  Leading questions.  Leading questions should not be used on direct examination of a witness 

(except as may be necessary to develop the witness’ testimony).  Ordinarily, leading questions are 

permitted on cross examination.  When a party calls a hostile witness, an adverse party, or a 

witness identified with an adverse party, leading questions may be used. 

 

(d)  Redirect/Re-cross.  After cross examination, additional questions may be asked by the direct 

examining attorney, but questions must be limited to matters raised by the attorney on cross 

exam.  Likewise, additional questions may be asked by the cross-examining attorney on re-cross, 

but such questions must be limited to matters raised on redirect examination and should avoid 

repetition.   

 

Rule 612.  Writing Used to Refresh Memory  

 

(a) Scope. This rule gives an adverse party certain options when a witness uses a writing to 

refresh memory: 

(1) while testifying; or 

(2) before testifying, if the court decides that justice requires the party to have those options. 

(b) Adverse Party’s Options. An adverse party is entitled to have the writing produced at the 

hearing, to inspect it, to cross-examine the witness about it, and to introduce in evidence any 

portion that relates to the witness’s testimony. 

 

Rule 613.  Prior Statements of Witnesses 

 

Examining witness concerning prior statement.  In examining a witness concerning a prior 

statement made by the witness, whether written or not, the statement need not be shown, nor its 

contents disclosed to the witness at that time, but on request the same shall be shown or disclosed 

to opposing counsel. 

 

Extrinsic evidence of prior inconsistent statement of witness.  Extrinsic evidence of a prior 

inconsistent statement by a witness is not admissible unless the witness is afforded an opportunity 

to explain or deny the same and the opposite party is afforded an opportunity to interrogate.   
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Article VII.  Opinions and Expert Testimony 

 

Rule 701.  Opinion Testimony by Lay Witness 

 

If the witness is not testifying as an expert, the witness’ testimony in the form of opinions or 

inferences is limited to those opinions or inferences which are  

 

(a) Rationally based on the perception of the witness and  

 

(b) Helpful to a clear understanding of the witness’ testimony or the determination of a fact in issue. 

 

Rule 702.  Testimony by Experts 

 

A witness who is qualified as an expert by knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education 

may testify in the form of an opinion or otherwise if: 

(a)  the expert’s scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will help the trier of fact  

 to understand the evidence or to determine a fact in issue; and 

(b) the testimony is based on sufficient facts or data. 

 

Note to Rule 702 – Previously, the Minnesota Rules contemplated under Rule702.1 requesting the 

court to recognize a witness as an expert with respect to a specific field of expertise and thus able 

to render an opinion in that area of expertise.  This is not a procedure under Minnesota’s Rules 

of Civil or Criminal Procedure and thus the qualification requirement has been removed to avoid 

confusion by attorneys and judges who may be judging a round.  There is, however, no change in 

the need to lay the foundation of the qualifications of the witness as an expert and for the witness 

to render an opinion due to their knowledge, skill, experience, or education.  The opposing side 

should object on the basis of lack of foundation and/or Rule 702 if a witness seeks to provide 

opinion testimony outside their area of expertise as established in the questioning in the direct 

examination. 

 

Rule 703.  Basis of Opinion Testimony by Experts  

 

The facts or data upon which an expert bases an opinion may be those perceived by or made 

known to the expert at or before the hearing.  If of a type reasonably relied upon by experts in the 

field in forming opinions or inferences, the facts or data need not be admissible in evidence. 

 

Rule 704.  Opinion on Ultimate Issue 

 

(a) Opinion or inference testimony otherwise admissible is not objectionable because it embraces 

an issue to be decided by the trier of fact. 

 

(b)  In a criminal case, an expert witness shall not express an opinion as to the guilt or innocence 

of the accused. 
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Rule 705.  Disclosure of Facts or Data Underlying Expert Opinion 

 

The expert may testify in terms of opinion or inference and give reasons therefore without prior 

disclosure of the underlying facts or data unless the Court requires otherwise.  The expert may, in 

any event, be required to disclose the underlying facts or data on cross examination. 

 

Article VIII.  Hearsay 

 

Rule 801.  Definitions  

 

The following definitions apply under this article: 

(a)  Statement:  an oral or written assertion or nonverbal conduct of a person, if it is intended by 

the person as an assertion. 

(b)  Declarant:  a person who makes a statement. 

(c)  Hearsay:  a statement, other than one made by the declarant while testifying at the trial or 

hearing, offered in evidence to prove the truth of the matter asserted. 

 

(d)  A statement is not hearsay if: 

   (1)  Prior statement by witness. -- The declarant testifies at the trial or hearing and is subject to 

cross examination concerning the statement and the statement is: 

(A) is inconsistent with the declarant’s testimony and was given under penalty of perjury at a 

trial, hearing, or other proceeding or in a deposition; 

(B) is consistent with the declarant’s testimony and is offered: 

(i) to rebut an express or implied charge that the declarant recently fabricated it or acted 

from a recent improper influence or motive in so testifying; or 

(ii) to rehabilitate the declarant’s credibility as a witness when attacked on another ground; 

or 

(C) identifies a person as someone the declarant perceived earlier.  

    (2)    Admission by a party-opponent. -- The statement is offered against a party and is  

 (a) The party’s own statement in either an individual or a representative capacity or  

 (b) A statement of which the party has manifested an adoption or belief in its truth, or  

(c) A statement by a person authorized by the party to make a statement concerning the 

subject, or  

(d) A statement by the party’s agent or servant concerning a matter within the scope of the 

agency or employment, made during the existence of the relationship, or  

(E) A statement by a co-conspirator of a party during the course in furtherance of the 

conspiracy. 
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Rule 802.  Hearsay Rule 

 

Hearsay is not admissible, except as provided by these rules.  

 

Example:  Witness A testifies, “Some of the other tenants told me that Jones often failed to keep 

his apartments in good repair.”  This would not be admissible to prove that Jones often failed to 

keep his apartments in good repair, which was the matter asserted in the out-of-court statement.  

But, it might be admissible to prove that A had some warning that Jones did not keep his 

apartments in good repair, if that were an issue in the case, since it would not then be offered for 

the truth of the matter asserted. 

 

Comment:  Why should the complicated and confusing condition be added that the out-of-court 

statement is only hearsay when “offered for the truth of the matter asserted?”  The answer is clear 

when we look to the primary reasons for the exclusion of hearsay, which are the absence in 

hearsay testimony of the normal safeguards of oath, confrontation, and cross-examination which 

test the credibility and accuracy of the out-of-court speaker. 

 

For example, if Ms. Jones testified in court, “My best friend, Ms. Smith, told me that Bill was 

driving 80 miles per hour” and that out-of-court statement was offered to prove the truth of the 

matter asserted (that Bill was driving 80 miles per hour), we would be interested in Smith’s 

credibility, i.e., her opportunity and capacity to observe, the accuracy of her reporting, and 

tendency to lie or tell the truth.  The lack of an oath, confrontation, and cross-examination would 

make the admission into evidence of Smith’s assertion about Bill unfair to the opposing party.  If 

the statement was offered, however, to show that Ms. Smith could speak English, then its value 

would hinge on Ms. Jones’ credibility (who is under oath, present, and subject to cross-

examination) rather than Ms. Smith’s, and it would not be hearsay. 

 

Another example:  While on the stand, the witness says, “The salesperson told me that the car had 

never been involved in an accident.”  This statement would not be hearsay if offered to prove that 

the salesman made such a representation to the witness.  (The statement is not offered to prove 

the truth of the matter asserted.)  If offered to prove that the car had never been in an accident, it 

would not be allowed because it would be hearsay. 

 

Objections:  “Objection.  Counsel’s question is seeking a hearsay response,” or “Objection.  The 

witness’ answer is based on hearsay.  I ask that the statement be stricken from the record.” 

Response to objection:  “Your Honor, the testimony is not offered to prove the truth of the matter 

asserted, but only to show...” 

 

Rule 803.  Hearsay Exceptions, Availability of Declarant Immaterial  

The following are not excluded by the hearsay rule, even though the declarant is available as a witness:   

1.  Present sense impression.  A statement describing or explaining an event or condition made 

while the declarant was perceiving the event or condition, or immediately thereafter. 

2.  Excited utterance.  A statement relating to a startling event or condition made while the 

declarant was under the stress of excitement caused by the event or condition. 
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3.  Then existing mental/emotional/physical conditions.  A statement of the declarant’s then 

existing state of mind, emotion, sensation, or physical condition (such as intent, plan, motive, 

mental feeling, pain, and bodily health), but not including a statement of memory or belief to 

prove the fact remembered or believed unless it relates to the execution, revocation, 

identification, or terms of declarant’s will. 

4.  Statements made for purposes of medical diagnosis or treatment.  

5.  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 or adopted by the witness when the matter was fresh in the 

witness’ memory and to reflect that knowledge correctly.   

6.  Records of regularly conducted activity.  A record of an act, event, condition, opinion, or 

diagnosis if: 

(a) the record was made at or near the time by – or from information transmitted by – 

someone with knowledge; 

(b) the record was kept in the course of a regularly conducted activity of a business, 

organization, occupation, or calling, whether or not for profit; 

(c) making the record was a regular practice of that activity; 

(d) all these conditions are shown by the testimony of the custodian or another qualified 

witness; and 

(e) the opponent does not show that the source of information or the method or circumstances 

of preparation indicate a lack of trustworthiness 

7.  Learned treatises. To the extent called to the attention of an expert witness upon cross exam 

or relied upon by the expert witness in direct examination, statements contained in published 

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.   

8.  Reputation as to character.  Reputation of a person’s character among associates or in the 

community. 

9.  Judgment of previous conviction. Evidence of a judgment finding a person guilty of a crime 

punishable by death or imprisonment in excess of one year, to prove any fact essential to sustain 

the judgment, but not including, when offered by the Government in a criminal prosecution for 

purposes other than impeachment, judgments against persons other than the accused.   

 

Rule 804.  Hearsay Exceptions; Declarant Unavailable 

 

(a)  Definition of unavailability.  “Unavailability as a witness” includes situations in which the 

declarant  

1. Is exempted by ruling of the court on the ground of privilege from testifying concerning the 

subject matter of the declarant’s statement; or 

 

2. Persists in refusing to testify concerning the subject matter of the declarant’s statement despite 

an order of the court to do so; or 
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3. Testifies to a lack of memory of the subject matter of the declarant’s statement; or  

 

4. Can’t be present or to testify at the hearing because of death or then existing physical or mental 

illness or infirmity; or  

 

5. Is absent from the hearing and the proponent of a statement has been unable to procure the 

declarant’s attendance (or in the case of a hearsay exception under subdivision (b) (2), (3), or (4), 

the declarant’s attendance or testimony) by process or other reasonable means. 

 

A declarant is not unavailable as a witness if exemption, refusal, claim of lack of memory, 

inability, or absence is due to the procurement or wrongdoing of the proponent of a statement for 

the purpose of preventing the witness from attending or testifying. 

 

(b) Hearsay exceptions.  The following are not excluded by the hearsay rule if the declarant is 

unavailable as a witness: 

 

1.  Former testimony.  Testimony given as a witness at another hearing of the same or a different 

proceeding, or in a deposition taken in compliance with law in the course of the same or another 

proceeding, if the party against whom the testimony is now offered or, in a civil action or 

proceeding, a predecessor in interest, had an opportunity and similar motive to develop the 

testimony by direct, cross, or redirect examination. 

 

2.  Statement under belief of impending death.  In a prosecution for homicide or in a civil 

proceeding, a statement made by a declarant while believing that his/her death was imminent, 

concerning the cause or circumstances of what the declarant believed to be impending death. 

 

3.  Statement against interest.  A statement which was at the time of its making so far contrary 

to the declarant’s pecuniary or proprietary interest, or so far tended to subject the declarant to 

civil or criminal liability, or to render invalid a claim by the declarant against another, that a 

reasonable person in the declarant’s position would not have made the statement unless believing 

it to be true.  A statement tending to expose the declarant to criminal liability and offered to 

exculpate the accused is not admissible unless corroborating circumstances clearly indicate the 

trustworthiness of the statement. 

 

4.  Statement of personal or family history.  (A) A statement concerning the declarant’s own 

birth, adoption, marriage, divorce, legitimacy, relationship by blood, adoption, or marriage, 

ancestry, or other similar fact of personal or family history, even though declarant had no means 

of acquiring personal knowledge of the matter stated; (B) a statement concerning the foregoing 

matters, and death also, of another person, if the declarant was related to the other by blood, 

adoption, or marriage or was so intimately associated with the other’s family as to be likely to 

have accurate information concerning the  matter declared. 

 

5.  Forfeiture by wrongdoing.  A statement offered against a party that has engaged or 

acquiesced in wrongdoing that was intended to, and did, procure the unavailability of the 

declarant as a witness. 
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Rule 805.  Hearsay within Hearsay:  Hearsay included within hearsay is not excluded if each 

part of the combined statement conforms with an exception to the hearsay rule provided in these 

rules. 

ARTICLE IX.  Authentication and Identification - Not applicable. 

 

ARTICLE X - Contents of Writing, Recordings and Photographs - Not applicable. 

 

ARTICLE XI - Other 

 

Rule 1103.  Title 

 

These rules may be known and cited as the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Rules of 

Evidence. 

 

Any clarification of rules or case materials will be issued in writing to all participating teams no 

less than two weeks prior to the tournament. 

 

Each team is responsible for the conduct of persons associated with the team throughout the mock 

trial competition. 
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Pretrial Stipulations 

 

Pursuant to Rule 3.4 of the Minnesota Mock Trial Rules, the following pretrial stipulation 

controls the mock trial competition. Recitation of these items is not scored. 

 

1. Standard of Review. The parties jointly move the Court to judge this mock trial according 

to the mock trial standards, not the legal merits of the case. 

 

2. Rating Standards. The parties jointly move the Court to use the evaluative criteria 

provided on the official mock trial score sheet. By these standards, scores below “4” are reserved 

for unprofessional conduct. A high score of “10” is reserved for superlative presentations. 

 

3. Full Hearing of Evidentiary Objections and Argument. The parties jointly move the 

Court to allow each side to present all of its witnesses (unless the party’s time has expired) and to 

make and fully argue all objections.  While objections to the foundation and relevance of 

testimony and exhibits should be made and fully argued, the parties jointly move the Court to 

apply a reasonably inclusive standard for admissibility.   

 

4. Constructive Critique. The parties jointly advise the Court that, pursuant to Rule 4.24, the 

judging panel is allowed a combined total of ten minutes after the trial for constructive 

comments. It is recommended that each judge limit themselves to a maximum of three comments. 

The timekeeper will monitor the time following the trial. 

 

5. Scoring the Use of Notes. The parties jointly advise the Court that, pursuant to Rule 4.21, 

the use of notes by attorneys is allowed, but to the extent such use detracts from the overall 

performance, the scores may reflect. 

 

6. Mathematical Computation and Error Checking. The parties jointly move the Judges to  

use a calculator to check the score tabulation; double check each other’s math; and confirm that 

the Presiding Judge has filled in the tie-breaker box.     

 

7. Unfair Extrapolations. The parties jointly advise the Court to take notice of Rule 2.2, as 

recently modified, including its definitions of “Witness Materials,” “Material Facts,” and 

“Reasonably Consistent.” 

 

Presiding Judge:  The parties’ stipulation is accepted, and the motions therein granted. 
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Statement of Purpose of Virtual Competition Rules 
Revised and effective 10/11/2021 

 

Pursuant to Rule 4.1(C) of the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Competition Rules (the 

“Competition Rules”), the following are the rules to be applied to the conducting of trials under 

on a virtual basis.  In addition to these rules, the Mock Trial Director may distribute technical 

and process guidance to be complied with in connection with participation in a virtual trial.   

   

Each of these rules is either a “VC Rule” or a “VC Modification to Rule ____.”  The former are 

general rules with the latter being specific modifications to the Competition Rules to 

accommodate the virtual nature of the trial. 

 

VC Rule 1 – Virtual Platform. The Mock Trial Director shall have discretion to establish the 

platform to be used to conduct competition on a virtual basis.  Competitions scheduled to be held 

on a virtual basis may not be changed by the teams to be held in-person. 

VC Rule 2. - Technical Difficulties During Trial 
 

VC Rule 2.1 – Definition of Technical Difficulty.  For purposes of this rule, technical 

difficulties include:  (i) internet failure; or (ii) computer, device, camera, or microphone failure.  

Provided, however, that failure of a camera only does not permit or require substitution under VC 

Rule 2.4 if the affected team member incurs only a failure of their camera or a loss of internet 

connection should the member be able to rejoin the trial using a telephonic connection. 
 

VC Rule 2.11 – Consent to Recording:  As the virtual platform selected for use may involve a 

recording function which may later be used by a team or the Minnesota High School Mock Trial 

program, every member of a team shall be required to sign a consent to their video image during a 

trial being recorded and potentially used for non-commercial purposes.  If the member is under 

the age of 18 years, the consent shall be signed by the member’s parent or legal guardian. 
   

The consent shall be in the form provided by the Mock Trial Director and shall be maintained by 

the team’s coach and provided to the Mock Trial Director upon request.  The coach shall 

condition participation by a team member in the competition upon execution of such consent. 
 

VC Rule 2.2 - Declaration of Recess by Presiding Judge.  In the event of technical difficulties 

during a virtual trial, the Presiding Judge shall have discretion to declare a brief recess to permit 

efforts to resolve any technical difficulty substantially impairing participation by one or a limited 

number of participants in the trial.  During any recess under this rule, whenever possible, the 

teams should remain logged into the virtual competition platform. 
 

VC Rule 2.3 -  Loss of Connection by Entire Team:  In the event that a technical difficulty 

prevents an entire team from completing in part or all of a trial, the Presiding Judge shall declare 

a recess of up to 15 minutes, to allow that team to reconnect, either via video or by connecting on 

an audio-basis via telephone.  If reconnection is not achieved during the recess, the Mock Trial 

Director may, in his or her sole discretion: 

(a) declare a forfeit in favor of the team that maintains its connection; 
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(b) schedule the trial for completion; or 

(c) if at least four witnesses have been subject to cross-examination, deem the trial 

completed. 

If the trial is scheduled for completion, the scores for the completed portions will be used with the 

continuation commencing at the point the last segment had been fully completed.  There will be 

no need for use of the same judging panel in the continuation of the trial. 
 

If the trial is deemed completed, the team that remained connected will be assigned scores of “10” 

for each segment not completed and the disconnected team will be assigned scores:  (i) for 

attorney direct or cross examinations equal to the average of the attorney (as applicable) direct or 

cross examination scores completed by the team; (ii) for witness direct or cross examinations 

equal to the average of the witness (as applicable) direct or cross examination scores completed 

by the team; and (iii) for closing argument the score awarded to the team’s opening statement. 
 

VC Rule 2.4 – Substitution of Team Member.  If the technical difficulty relates to one or a 

limited number of members of a team and cannot be resolved within a reasonable, but brief, 

amount of time, then the trial will continue with another member of the impacted team 

substituting for the impacted team member.  The substitute must be a member of the same team 

as the impacted participant and must be present the entire round in order to be substituted in.  The 

substitute may be a team member already participating in the trial in a different role should no 

other member of the team be available.  The two-point deduction under Rule 4.1(A) Paragraph 4 

shall not apply to the substitution due to technical difficulties.  The presentation will be scored 

based on the performance by the initial team member and the emergency substitute, taken as a 

whole. 
     

VC Rule 2.5 – Announcing Substitution.  In making a substitution due to technical difficulty, 

the impacted team must announce the substitution, by stating words to the effect of, “Your honor, 

before we proceed, I need to inform the court and the other team that [provide name of substitute] 

is substituting for [provide name of attorney being substituted for or name of witness to be 

portrayed by substitute], as the member of our team who was performing is unable to compete 

due to technical difficulties.”  Teams shall advise the Mock Trial Director of any emergency 

substitution following the round of competition. 
 

VC Rule 2.6 – Return of Participant Upon Resolution of Technical Difficulty.  To minimize 

disruption, a team member playing the role of a witness who has been substituted for is not 

permitted to return and compete as that witness.  If the substituted team member is an attorney, 

the substituted member may return and participate in his or her other roles (if any remain) as an 

attorney upon conclusion of:  (i) the opening statement, if the technical difficulty arose during 

such statement; or (ii) upon conclusion of a witness examination (consisting of the direct, cross, 

any re-direct and any re-cross of a witness) if the technical difficulty arose during a witness 

examination.  An announcement similar to that made under VC Rule 2.5 shall be made in 

connection with the return of a participant. 
 

VC Rule 2.7 – Loss of Participation by a Timekeeper.  In the event of a loss of connection for a 

timekeeper, that team shall defer to its opponent’s timekeeper for that trial segment.  The team whose 

timekeeper lost connection may substitute another timekeeper for the remaining trial segments.   
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VC Rule 2.8 – Loss of Participation by Member of the Judging Panel.  In the event of loss of 

connection for the Presiding Judge, a scoring judge shall serve as the presiding judge and may 

declare the recess contemplated by VC Rule 2.2.  In the event of loss of connection for a scoring 

judge, the presiding judge will call for a brief recess and assess whether the judging panel will be 

able to return in a reasonably short period of time.  If the judging panel determines it can proceed 

without the return of a judge no longer connected, the trial should continue.  If the judging panel 

determines it cannot proceed, the trial will be suspended, and VC Rule 2.9 will apply. 
 

VC Rule 2.9 – Report of Technical Difficulties and Declaration of Retrial or Bye.  The Mock 

Trial Director shall be advised of:  (i) loss of connection by a team under VC Rule 2.3; (ii) 

substitutions under VC Rules 2.4 through 2.6; and (iii) suspension of trials under VC Rule 2.8.  

With respect to loss of connection by a team under VC Rule 2.3 the Mock Trial Directors shall 

have the discretion contemplated in such Rule. With respect to the suspension of a trial under VC 

Rule 2.8 the Mock Trial Directors shall have the discretion to declare the round to have been a 

Bye for each team or to reschedule the trial.  
 

VC Rule 2.10 – Prohibition of False Claims of Technical Difficulties.  No student or team may 

feign technical difficulty or invoke the technical difficulty rule for purposes other than a genuine 

technical difficulty.  Such an act would violate the Code of Ethical Conduct set forth in Rule 1.2 

of the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Competition Rules. 
 

VC Rule 2.11 – Consent to Recording:  As the virtual platform used may permit recording of 

the competition and such recording may later be used by a team or by the Minnesota High School 

Mock Trial program for non-commercial purposes, every member of a team must sign a consent 

to the recording of their participation in the competition and to the potential use of such 

recording.  If a participant is under the age of 18 years, the consent must also be signed by the 

participant’s parent or legal guardian.  The consent shall be in the form provided by the Mock 

Trial Director and must be maintained by the team’s coach and provided to the Mock Trial 

Director upon request.  No student may participate in a competition unless the coach shall have 

the required consent from the student. 
 

VC Modification to Rule 3.5 – Team Rosters  
 

3.5(A)  Confidential Team Roster.  Teams shall prepare and update, as needed, a roster of the 

membership of their team which will include the email addresses for each participant on the 

Team.  Such roster and updates are to be provided to the Mock Trial Director.  The Mock Trial 

Director will maintain the confidentiality of such rosters and updates. 
 

3.5(B)  Team Roster for Trials.  Teams shall prepare a complete roster of the membership of the 

team (including identification of members who may be asked to substitute under VC Rule 2.4) 

and submit it to the Mock Trial Director no later than three business days prior to the date of the 

trial for distribution to the judging panel and the opposing team.  The roster shall include the cell 

phone number and email address of the coaches for the team, at least one of whom will be present 

via the virtual platform for the round. The team roster (including any changes in members 

participating in the trial) shall also be uploaded by the Coach in the Chat Box during Pre-Trial 

procedures. 
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VC Modification to Rule 4.1 – Use of Devices to Participate. If practicable, each participant 

should log into the virtual platform separately from a normal personal computer, tablet, cellular 

phone, or similar device, so that each of a participating attorney, witness, and timekeeper may 

utilize an individual device.  If a team’s attorneys or witnesses will be sharing a device, they are 

to update screen names when the device is to be used by a new participant.  If announced by the 

Mock Trial Director, screen names, screen backgrounds, and similar protocol shall be used.  Once 

the trial begins, only participants who are competing in a particular trial segment will have their 

camera turned on.  All team members who are not actively participating in that trial segment must 

have their cameras turned off, except for timekeepers turning on their cameras to display 

remaining time.  For purposes of this rule, the witness, direct-examining attorney, and cross-

examining attorney must have their cameras turned on for the entire witness examination. 
 

VC Modification to Rule 4.1(A) 1.a. – Identification of Participating Members of Team. 

After each team indicates it is ready for trial, the Presiding Judge will ask for each team to 

identify the roles to be played by the members listed on a team’s roster.  If a role is to be played 

by a member not listed on the roster, the name (including the spelling) and the preferred pronoun 

of such member shall be provided. 
 

VC Modification to Rule 4.4 – Swearing of Witnesses.  

The Presiding Judge will indicate that all witnesses are deemed to be sworn. 
   

VC Modification to Rule 4.6 – Timekeeper Communication.  

Timekeepers are required to activate their camera to display time remaining cards during the 

entire competition.   
   

After completion of the examination of each witness, timekeepers shall confer using the “chat” or 

similar feature regarding how much direct examination and cross examination time remains for 

each team.  In the event of a disagreement, the timekeepers may alert the Presiding Judge of the 

issue and the Presiding Judge will determine the time remaining.  If there is no disagreement, the 

timekeepers will post time remaining in the chatroom function of the virtual competition 

platform. 
   

VC Modification to Rule 4.11 – Display of Exhibits. The screen sharing, or similar function of 

the virtual competition platform, shall be used to display exhibits (and witness statements during 

an impeachment of the witness for an inconsistent statement) and may be used in closing 

arguments. 
   

VC Modification to Rule 4.12 – Trial Communication.  The restrictions upon communication 

to members of a team participating in a trial by coaches, team members not participating in the 

trial, and observers under Rule 4.12 apply to a trial being held virtually.  Only the team’s 

attorneys  participating in the trial may have communication with one another during the round; 

provided the display by a team’s timekeeper as contemplated by VC Modification to Rules 4.1 or 

4.6 are permitted. 
   

The chat function of the virtual competition platform is not to be used except to:  (1) display 

timekeeping messaging under VC Modification Rule 4.6; (2) upload the team roster; and (3) to 

communicate loss of audio and video functions. 
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VC Modification to Rule 4.14 – Electronic Recording 

No team may record a competition without making a motion for the recording to the court in 

pretrial with no objection being made to such motion by the opposing team or any judge involved 

in the round.   Any permitted recording may only be used by a team in accordance with 

Competition Rule 4.14’s restrictions on sharing of recordings. 
 

VC Modification to Rule 4.16 – Standing During Trial. Attorneys may elect to stand or remain 

seated for all parts of the trial, except that objections shall be made while seated. 
   

VC Modification to Rule 4.20 – Procedure for Introduction of Exhibits. The guidance under 

Rule 4.20 remains available subject to the following: 

 

1. All witnesses shall have all case materials available and in their possession during 

their testimony but may only refer to them when prompted by an examining attorney. 

 

2. Attorneys will not physically approach witnesses.  Instead, attorneys will identify the 

exhibit they wish to show the witness and request the Court’s permission for the 

witness to view it. 

 

3. Attorneys will not be required to confirm that they have shown the exhibit to opposing 

counsel.   

 

4. The attorney will say words to the effect of “I now show you what has been marked 

for identification as Exhibit No. ___.  Would you identify it please?”  Witness should 

answer to identification only.  

 

5. When an exhibit – or, during impeachment or refreshment of recollection, some other 

document – is shown to a witness, a student member of the examining attorney’s team 

shall make that document available to all participants via “screen sharing” or similar 

technology. 

 

6. Exhibits or other documents posted in this manner will be deemed not to have been 

shown to the jury unless they are admitted into evidence. 

7. Teams may use technology to mark exhibits electronically only to the extent that 

marking physical exhibits would be permitted by Rule 4.11  
   
VC Modification to Rule 4.23 – Team Conference 

   

In virtual trials, there will be awarding by teams of best attorney and best witness performances 

by the opposing team.   Judges are to record on their electronic score sheet the members who have 

been selected by the opposing team as best attorneys or witnesses. 
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MSBA High School Mock Trial Virtual Competitions 

 

 

I. TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS: 

 

1. Zoom will be the platform for virtual competitions. Downloading the app is highly 

recommended for the best quality and to reduce technical issues that may arise. 

 

2. PC or laptop work the best.  Tablets and cell phones are a last resort.  As a precaution, it is 

recommended that you download the Zoom app to the device(s) you plan on using for your last-

minute back-up (cell phone, tablet). 

 

3. A wired connection is strongly recommended over a wi-fi connection. 

 

4. Microphone and camera.  A headset is the recommended option. 

 

II. TIPS AND ADVICE: 

 

1. Whatever tech you’re going to get, get it soon. You want whatever tech you’re going to use 

to be in your possession with plenty of time to test it and to practice with it prior to the start of the 

competition. You do not want to show up on the first day with a brand-new microphone or 

webcam that you’ve never tried before.  

2. Internet: A wired connection beats a wi-fi connection. It’s just that simple. If you can figure 

out a way to plug directly into your router (or the teams into the school’s Ethernet port), then that 

is a better option than just relying on your wi-fi connection. This is the single most important 

thing you can do to improve your set-up for virtual trials. If your computer doesn’t have an 

Ethernet port, you can get an Ethernet-to-USB converter (for less than $30). If you absolutely 

have to use wi-fi, be as close to your router as possible, with nothing in between your computer 

and your router. As a last resort / back up option, download the Zoom app on your phone so that 

you could use cellular data to connect if need be.  Practice and do test runs. 

3. Mic: Proximity matters more than tech. A headset is the best and preferred option, however, 

you can use whatever mic you want.  Of course, whatever mic you use, think about optics with 

the judges in the room. Also, internet and proximity to the mic are more important than mic 

quality. Whatever mic you choose to use, make sure you test it with another human on the other 

end before the competition begins. With many computers, if you use the built-in microphone, it 

will result in lower quality sound. Especially if the fan in their computer ends up running, and/or 

if they do any typing while they’re microphone is on. None of this is the end of the world, but an 

external microphone, even a cheap one, will very likely improve quality. Practice and do test 

runs. 

4. Be aware of household bandwidth usage and potential tradeoffs. Know who in your 

household is going to be doing what online. Try to have exclusive use of the internet in your 

home during your rounds in order to ensure the best connection possible. Close out of any 

unnecessary tabs during trial to reduce bandwidth use. Turning of VPN is something that a lot of 

people don’t think of because it’s “a security thing”, but temporarily turning it off can 

significantly help improve internet speeds and the quality of connection. Practice and do test runs. 
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5. Plan how you’re going to communicate with your co-counsel during the trial. You will 

need to communicate with your co-counsel during the round in which you are an advocate. This 

could be as simple as texting, sending a private chat in Zoom, Google Hangout, etc. Practice 

which will work best for you and your teammates. Note: Refer to the online competition rules 

regarding communication using electronic devices or other methods.  

6. Lighting: You want to be lit from the front. A bright light directly behind you will make it 

harder to see you. So make sure that whatever is providing light in the room you are in is on your 

face and not on your back. Natural light from a window is great, but due to weather, time of day, 

etc., it is unreliable. Natural light is best used in tandem with electric light sources. Practice and 

do test runs. 

7. Practice camera angles and your “look”.  You should spend time practicing how the camera 

is set to optimize how you will look during the competition.  If you plan to stand, will the camera 

show your face, or will we see your waist or the top of your head?  If you are sitting, does the 

camera have a centered view of your face?  Are there shadows?  How is the lighting?  Make sure 

that the angle on your camera is displaying the best possible view for the judges and your 

competitors.  Practice and do test runs. 

8. Green Screen/Image Backgrounds: MSBA may provide a background to use for all team 

members.  If implemented, it will be mandatory for all competitions to ensure a uniform look.   

9. Attire: All participant should be dressed in courtroom attire and look professional for the 

competitions.  You may not intend on displaying yourself from below the waist, however, you 

could get up from your chair and the camera may show more than you expected.  Be smart, be 

safe, and prevent embarrassment.   

10. If in a classroom or group setting, make sure you test the angles of the camera, 

backgrounds, and seating placements of team members.  Please refer to the VC Rules for further 

information.   
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SAMPLE TEAM ROSTER   
 
Below is a suggested format for a roster sheet to be provided prior to the virtual competition to 

MSBA for distribution to each of the judges.  This sheet is for the judges’ convenience in identifying 

the team members and the roles they will play.  *Note: Alternate are required.   

 
MINNESOTA MOCK TRIAL PROGRAM 

 

School/Team:       SIDE:      DATE:                         
 

ATTORNEYS      
         

Student            

 

Opening, Direct of insert witness’ name here, Cross of insert witness’ name here 
 

Student             
 

Direct of      , Cross of       
 

Student           
 

Direct of      , Cross of      , Closing 
 

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:        
 

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:        
 

WITNESSES (in order of appearance)         

             
                                                                                                                       

                 

Witness #1 Name     Student’s Name    Gender Pronoun  
 

                 
Witness #2 Name     Student’s Name    Gender Pronoun    
 

                 

Witness #3 Name     Student’s Name    Gender Pronoun 
   

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:           
 

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:           
 

Bailiff………………………………….           

       Student’s Name 
 

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:           
 

Timekeeper……………………………                 Student’s Name 
 

*Alternate, in the event of a technical error:           
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Enter Name of Team Member 

 
  
 
 
 

The Members of the      _____________ team, 
who competed in the above referenced Round in the Minnesota 
High School Mock Trial Competition, hereby confer upon the 
above-named competitor recognition as the Outstanding Performing 
Attorney for the     ___________ team this   day 
of     , 2022. 

 
 
 
 

2021-22  
Regional Competition 

Round ____ 
 

Outstanding Attorney Certificate 
 

 
 

  
 

            
Enter Name of Team Member 

 
  
 
 
 

The Members of the      _____________ team, 
who competed in the above referenced Round in the Minnesota 
High School Mock Trial Competition, hereby confer upon the 
above-named competitor recognition as the Outstanding Performing 
Attorney for the     ___________ team this   day 
of     , 2022. 
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Enter Name of Team Member 

 
  
  
 
 
 

The Members of the      ___________ 
team, who competed in the above referenced Round in the 
Minnesota High School Mock Trial Competition, hereby 
confer upon the above-named competitor recognition as the 
Outstanding Performing Witness for the     
 ________team this   day of     , 2022. 

 

 
 

2021-22  
Regional Competition 

Round ____ 
 

Outstanding Witness Certificate 
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CONSENT TO RECORDING OF COMPETITION 

 

Rounds of the Minnesota High School Mock Trial Competition (the “Competition”) may occur on a 

virtual basis through use of an internet-based platform by which participant’s images and voice will 

be shared with both teams participating in the competition and the judging panel.  In connection with 

such a virtual competition the round may be recorded by the Mock Trial Program or by participants in 

the round.   

 

Under the rules of the Competition, participants in the round may not: (i) make a recording of the 

round without permission of the other team and members of the judging panel; or (ii) use such 

recording other than for training of participants of that team (to the exclusion of other teams from the 

same school). 

 

The Mock Trial Program may use recordings of rounds of the Competition for demonstrative 

purposes in connection with training of participants in the Competition and in efforts to promote 

awareness of the Competition.  The Mock Trial Program will not use the recordings for commercial 

purposes. 

 

As a condition to participate in the Competition, all participants (and their parent or guardian if 

participant is under the age of 18), must sign this consent, which will be maintained by the 

participant’s team. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

C O N S E N T 
 

Participant’s Name:_____________________________and High School:___________________ 

 

Participant’s Address:____________________________________________________________ 
    (street address, city, state, zip code)     

          

 

I/We hereby give permission for the above-named Participant’s participation in the Competition to be 

recorded and to the use of such recording as described above. I/We understand no prior notification of 

such uses will be provided and that such permission may result in the Participant’s image and voice 

being released into the public domain with no compensation being given for such use and release. 

 

 

_______________________________ 
(signature of Participant) 

___________________________________________ 
(signature of Parent/Guardian – required if Participant  

is under the age of 18) 

 

 

___________________________________________ 
(printed name of Parent/Guardian) 

 

Date:  ________________  __, 202__ Date:  ________________  __, 202__ 
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2022 MSBA Mock Trial Advisory Committee  

Volunteer of the Year Award 
 

 

Each year hundreds of volunteer judges and lawyers across Minnesota devote time to the MSBA 

High School Mock Trial Program.  Volunteers take on the roles of judges, coaches, and 

committee members.  This award has been established to recognize volunteers who go above and 

beyond. 

 

This Award’s recipient has worked tirelessly to fulfill the goals of the program which include:  

 

1) To develop a practical understanding of the way in which the American legal system 

functions. 

 

2) To enhance cooperation and respect among educators, students, legal professionals, and 

the general community. 

 

3) To help students increase basic life and leadership skills such as critical and creative 

thinking, effective communication, and analytical reasoning. 

 
4) To heighten appreciation for academic studies and promote positive scholastic 

achievement.  

 

If you know of a Mock Trial Volunteer worthy of this recognition please nominate him/her/them 

to show your appreciation for their efforts.  This award will be presented at the High School 

Mock Trial Awards Banquet.  Location and date TBD. 

 

Please describe in 300 words or less how the nominee named above has worked to fulfill the 

above-named goals of the MSBA High School Mock Trial Program. 

  

Nominations will be accepted until February 11, 2022. Nominations should be submitted via 

e-mail or US Mail to Kim Basting, Mock Trial Director at kbasting@mnbars.org or 600 

Nicollet Mall, Suite 380, Minneapolis, MN 55402.  
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