
 
 

Questions and Answers About the 2020 High School Mock Trial Problem 
 

(1) Are there discrepancies in the statement of Quinn Putnam, where her use of the 
words "last year" render it inconsistent with the fact that her statement was dated 
November 15, 2020?   

 
The latest revision to the problem reflects the following changes to reflect 
date discrepancies:  
 

Statement of Quinn Putnam, p. 18, L. 10 and L. 12. Substitute "the 
year before" for "last year." 

 
Statement of Bobby/Bobbi Uncas, p. 7, L. 8. Substitute "In 2013" for 
"Last year." 

 
(2) When did the autopsy occur, November 1 as written in the report, or 

November 2, as stated in Uncas' statement? 
 

Please note the correction on p. 7, L. 38. The autopsy took place on 
November 1, 2014, as stated in the report. 

 
(3) Is the first beer bottle from the top broken, or is that merely the light in the 

picture? 
 

That is just the lighting in the photo. 
 

(4) Is the 5:31 time of Colt's ticket accurate? 
 

Yes. 
 

(5) Is it known whether or not all the last two text messages from Porter’s 
phone were written by her, and, if so, is the time accurate?  
 

Per the stipulations, the times are accurate. The problem provides 
any answers to the first question. 
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(6) Were Merritt’s fingerprints on the murder weapon considerably more than 
Putnam’s or Colt’s, or was that only an impression given by Uncas’s 
wording? 

 
The problem provides any answers to this question.  

 
(7) Does Merritt actually live in Litchfield, and, if so, is the distance from 

Adriaen’s Landing to Litchfield the same as it is in reality, or is it shorter?  
 

 
The problem provides any answers to the first question.  
The distance from Adriaen's Landing to Litchfield is the same as in 
reality. 

 
(8) Is the distance on the taxi ticket accurate?  
 

  Yes. 
 

(9) In exhibits 11-13 (the text messages), the stipulations seem to set it up that they 
are in (exception to hearsay) as they are regularly conducted business.  Both our 
attorney coaches are saying that doesn’t necessarily mean they are “in” because 
the transcript may be in but not the statements.  They keep going back and forth 
on this and then sometimes say maybe they are automatically in under the 
stipulation. Any guidance here? 

 
The stipulation is meant to address the restrictions of the mock trial format 
(i.e., only three witnesses, so the problem drafters won't waste a witness 
on a Verizon employee) by establishing the foundation for the admission 
of the text messages themselves. Other objections to the statements 
contained in the messages remain on the table. 

 


