

SANDY PAI v. CHRIS DELA CRUZ

EVIDENCE PLAY TO BE PERFORMED BY THE JUDGES
Opening Statements

	PRIVATE 

Team 1 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney.


Plaintiff's Attorney: 


Your Honor, this case is about an automobile accident. Sandy Pai, the plaintiff who is my client, was here in Hawaii from Micronesia visiting family. Sandy was driving a one-year-old Honda at or below the speed limit in the direction of the airport and had a green light on Dole Street.  At the same time, the defendant, Chris Dela Cruz, who was heading towards the ocean on University Avenue, drove his seven-year-old Toyota through a red light and right into my client's car.  The defendant was seriously negligent and the Sandy Pai, the plaintiff, was without fault. 


Sandy was injured; his car was wrecked.  We are seeking money damages for the permanent injuries he has suffered to his arm, back and legs. There will be several witnesses in this case.  Sandy will testify and tell you about the accident and what he has lost as a result.  Police Officer Robert Jensen, an expert in traffic and accident investigation, will testify about evidence at the accident scene.  The evidence will also show that the defendant has admitted his fault in this case. Dr. McClain, a doctor of many years experience, will describe the Sandy's past and current physical condition. The doctor will tell you about the pain, suffering, and disability which Sandy can expect in the future. In closing argument, I will speak to you again to request a substantial verdict, after you have heard the evidence. Thank you.

Defense Attorney: 

Your Honor, please keep an open mind as you hear the evidence unfold in this case. The plaintiff gets to present his evidence first because he has the burden of proof. He has to prove his case to you. 


But as we all know, there are two sides to every story.  The defendant, Chris Dela Cruz, has an important story to tell to you too.  It is enough now to say that the defendant strongly denies that he was negligent in this accident. Further, we will demonstrate that the injuries claimed in this case are overblown and exaggerated. 


We will demonstrate that the plaintiff was speeding, drinking, and that he, not my client, Chris Dela Cruz, went through the red light. Further, plaintiff's damage claims are exaggerated: he was only slightly injured in this accident at most. At the close of the evidence, we will ask you to return a verdict in favor of the defendant. Thank You

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 2 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


By Plaintiff's attorney: 
We call police officer Jensen to the witness stand, your Honor. 

Q.
Would you state your name and occupation?

A.
Officer Jensen, HPD - Honolulu Police Department.

Q.
Will you please state your background for the jury?

A.
After graduation from University of Hilo, I joined the police force here in Honolulu. This is my fifth year with the police department. During my service, I have been called to the scene of between 80 and 100 accidents.

Q.
Were you the investigating officer in this case?

A.
Yes, I was.

Q.
When and where did this accident take place?

A.
Last April 5th at Dole and University.

Q.
When you arrived at the scene, did you talk to any witnesses?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Who did you talk to?

A.
The first person I talked to was a friend of mine who is a pastor at the church located near that corner, Pastor Kilgore. Pastor Kilgore, who has since moved out of town, told me several things. 

Q.
What did he tell you?

Defense Attorney:
Objection. Hearsay.

Judge: 
Officer, what did the Bishop say?

A.
Bishop Kilgore said that the defendant, (pointing to the defendant) seated over there next to his lawyer, ran the red light.

Judge:  [What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 3 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney to officer:

Q.
Officer, you said that Bishop Kilgore moved out of town. Have you had any communication with him about this accident?

A.
Yes. Bishop Kilgore was transferred to a church in Michigan.  Well, I wrote to him to send me a sworn statement of what occurred, and he went before a notary public in Michigan and he sent me his statement made under oath as to the facts.

Q.
Do you have that statement with you?
A.
Yes, I do. Here it is. (Officer holds paper forward)

Plaintiff's attorney:


Your Honor, we offer the notarized, signed statement of Bishop Kilgore.

Defense attorney:
Your Honor, we object. Hearsay.

Judge: 
[What might the judge say?] 
Plaintiff:
First of all, it is a notarized statement, judge. Also, because it was made by a church official it's considered reliable and an exception to the hearsay rule.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 4 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney to officer:

Q.
Officer, did you talk to any other witness at the scene of the accident?

A. 
Yes, I talked to a man who had been there at the time of the accident, which occurred a few minutes before I arrived. This man came up to me, and I asked him which driver ran the red light.

Q.
When you asked who ran the red light, did the man say anything?

A.
No. But he did something very important. After the man heard me ask the question about who ran the red light, he pointed to the defendant.

Defense attorney: 
Objection. I move to strike what the officer says the witness did and I request that the court to tell the jury to disregard that testimony. 
The Judge:  
[What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 5 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney: 
Officer, will you describe what you observed as to the physical surroundings when you arrived at the scene? I refer specifically to any skid marks, debris, matters of that kind.

Police officer: 
It's been some time since the accident; can I refresh my memory from my field notes?

Plaintiff's attorney: 
Yes, officer, you may. (Officer removes small notebook from pocket, looks at one or two pages, looks up from notebook) By the way, officer, what are these notes?

Police officer: 
When I see an accident that I think will go to litigation, I prepare my own extensive notes. I might do this every fifth or sixth accident, some of the major ones. I use my own judgment. I jot down the notes as soon as I can, usually right after a wreck, or sometimes up to 2 or 3 days after such an accident. Anyway, on the big ones I write it down in here (holding notebook).

Plaintiff's attorney:
Q.
Please tell us what you found at the accident.

Defense Attorney:
Objection. That calls for hearsay again.

Judge:
[What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 6 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney:
Q.
Again, please tell us what you found at the accident.
Defense Attorney:
Objection, best evidence objection. The written report is the “Best Evidence” of what was at the accident scene.

Judge:
[What might the judge say?]  
Plaintiff's attorney:
Q.
Yet again, please tell us what you found at the accident.

Police officer: 
A.
When I arrived, I found two cars heavily damaged; a one-year old Honda was about 25 feet south of the intersection, and a seven year old Toyota was about 20 feet south of the intersection. The driver of the Honda was bleeding a lot, but I couldn't tell for sure how injured the driver was.  The driver of the Toyota was dazed, but otherwise uninjured. 

Q.
If you were to see the driver of either of those cars again could you recognize them?

A.
I think so.

Q.
Do you see either driver in court today?

A.
Yes, the driver of the Honda is sitting at plaintiff's table and the driver of the Toyota is sitting at the defense table.

Q.
Please let the record reflect the driver of the Honda is the plaintiff, Sandy Pai, and the driver of the Toyota is the defendant, Chris Dela Cruz.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
Q.
What were the conditions of the intersection that day?

A.
The weather was cloudy and the streets were wet. Debris was located mid-center in the intersection. There were functioning green, yellow, red traffic lights controlling the intersection. There were about 20 feet of skid marks behind the Toyota. 

Q.
Did you talk with anyone else at the scene?

A.
Yes. I interviewed another young man who had seen the crash.  His comments are also in my notebook (again gesturing with it).

Plaintiff's attorney: Officer, may I have your notebook.

(Taking it) Thank you. Your Honor, since the officer has used these notes to provide his testimony, we want the jury to see the documentation. The notes are used by the officer when he prepares his official report, they are prepared in a timely fashion, they are in his own handwriting, and we offer the notebook into evidence as a business record.

Defense: Objection. Hearsay. The officer's notebook has not been established as a record made in the course of a regularly conducted business activity.  There's no hearsay exception here.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]  
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 7 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney:

Q.
Officer, after day of the accident, did you ever see the defendant again?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Where?

A.
The day after the accident, I went to the plaintiff's room at Queen's Hospital to gather some more information and I saw the defendant at the hospital.

Q.
Officer, what happened when you saw the defendant?

A.
Dela Cruz came into the plaintiff's room and spoke to Pai.

Q.
What did Dela Cruz say to Pai?

Defense:
Objection. Hearsay.

Judge:
[What might the judge say?]  
Q.
What did Dela Cruz say to Pai?

A.
Dela Cruz said he felt real bad about the whole thing because he had run the red light.  

Q.
What else did Dela Cruz say?

A.
Dela Cruz said not to worry.  He said, "I'll pay all your medical and hospital expenses and replace any lost wages, if you sign a release - meaning that I'm not responsible for the accident."

Defense attorney: 
Defense vigorously objects to the plaintiff's request that this officer relate the hospital conversation, your honor.

Judge:
Do you have authority?

Defense:
Rules 408 & 409. Offers to pay medical expenses and compromise negotiations are not admissible.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]


Plaintiff:
No further questions.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 8 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Officer Jensen, Judge


Defense attorney: 
Q.
I just have a couple of questions officer. You made a diagram of the accident scene that day didn’t you Officer?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Let me show you this. (Referring to a piece of paper the lawyer is holding) Is this a diagram of the accident scene?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Your Honor, I move this exhibit into evidence.

Plaintiff's attorney: Object. Lack of foundation.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]
Q.
Another thing Officer, you are familiar with the odor of alcohol aren't you?

A.
Yes

Q.
Officer, you are familiar with the odor of alcohol aren't you?

A.
Yes

Q.
And you did smell some alcohol on Pai's breath didn't you?

A.
Yes.

Q.  Officer, you were not at the scene when the accident took place were you?

A.
No.

Q.
And so from the position of the vehicles that you saw when you arrived on the scene, you can't tell who went through the red light, can you?

A.
No

Defense:  No further questions.

Judge: Call your next witness.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 9 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Sandy Pai (male), Judge


Plaintiff's attorney: I call the plaintiff, Sandy Pai.

Q.
Please state your name.

A.
Sandy Pai.

Q.
Were you in a car accident last April 5th?

Defense attorney: Objection. That's a leading question.
Judge: [What might the judge say?]   Overruled. Proceed.

Q.
Let me ask you again, were you in a car accident last April 5th?

A.
Yes.

Q.
What happened?

A.
I was driving through a green light, on Dole Street, at Dole and University, near the University of Hawaii, when the defendant comes flying down University Avenue, goes right through a red light, and slams right into me.

Q.
What were your injuries, if any?

A.
I was in the hospital for a week.  I still can't move my back and legs real good. I'm afraid to drive anymore. Every time I take the wheel, I get so scared. I think it is real ironic because I have always been a careful driver. Now I cannot drive.

Defense attorney: Objection. Improper character evidence.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]
Plaintiff's attorney: That's all. No further questions.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 10 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Sandy Pai (male), Judge


Defense attorney:  I have just a few questions on cross.

Q.
Mr. Pai, you said on direct examination that the light was green for you.  

Plaintiff's attorney:  Objection. Asked and answered. Repetitious, your Honor.

Judge:
 [What might the judge say?]  
Defense attorney:  Are you sure you had the green light? [Note: why is this a bad question?]
A.
Yes!

Q.
Isn't it true you actually had a red light?

Plaintiff's attorney: Objection! Counsel is leading the witness.

Judge:
 [What might the judge say?] 
Q.
Mr. Pai, did you write a letter to your lawyer describing the details this accident? 

A.
Yes.

Q.
Did you review that letter before testifying today?

A.
Yes.

Q.
And your lawyer has that letter here in court right?

A.
Yes, I assume so.

Q.
Please produce and give me that letter.

Plaintiff's attorney: Objection! That letter is covered by the Lawyer-Client Privilege.

Judge:
[What might the judge say?] 
Q.
Mr. Pai, are you the same Sandy Pai who was convicted of the felony of perjury on Maui seven years ago? 

Plaintiff's attorney: Objection. Improper impeachment.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
A.
Ah, yes. I was. But I didn't get a fair trial.

Q.
And isn't it true that you had two beers before this accident.

Plaintiff's attorney: Objection. That's irrelevant, incompetent, immaterial, and improper impeachment.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
A.
No. That's not true.  I hadn't had anything to drink that day.

No further questions.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 11 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Pat Pai (female), Judge


Plaintiff's Attorney: Your Honor, I call Pat Pai, the plaintiff's wife to the stand. 

Q.
State your name, please.

A.
Pat Pai.

Q.
Are you related to the plaintiff, Sandy Pai?
A.
Yes, I'm Sandy's wife.

Q.
How long after the accident did you see your husband?

A.
About an hour afterwards. It was at the hospital. They called me and I went right down there.

Q.
What was your husband's condition at that time?

Defense Attorney: Objection. Calls for an expert medical opinion.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] Sustained.

Plaintiff's attorney: Excuse me your Honor, I would like to make an offer of proof. [Note: what's that?] If Pat Pai were allowed to testify, she would say how the plaintiff looked to her as a lay person that day, and what Mr. Pai was wearing as well.

Judge: 
[What might the judge say?].

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 12 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Pat Pai (female), Judge


Q.
How did your husband look to you at that time?

A.
I saw him in the emergency room. He was all banged up and bloody from head to toe.

Q.
I show you a photograph which has previously been marked plaintiff's exhibit # 1 for identification purposes and ask whether or not you can identify it?

(Note to role players. Pretend you have a bloody, "gory photo")

The witness:
Ugh! Yes I can.

Q.
What is it?

A.
(emotionally) It's a picture of Sandy in the emergency room right after the wreck. I was there with him.  He looked terrible.

Q.
Is it a true and accurate representation of how Sandy looked on that night?

A.
Yes.

Plaintiff's attorney:  I offer the plaintiff's Exhibit # 1 into evidence.

Defense attorney: Objection, this is HIGHLY prejudicial.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]  

Plaintiff's attorney:  We rest our case.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 13 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Dr. McClain, Judge


Defense: We call our first witness, Dr. McClain.

Q.
Dr., please state your medical background.

Plaintiff's Attorney: 
We stipulate that the Doctor is a licensed and practicing medical doctor.

Defense:
We prefer that the doctor give his / her qualifications.

Judge: 
 [What might the judge say?] A stipulation is an agreement. No agreement; no stipulation. You can ask about qualifications.

Q.
Please tell us your background, Doctor.

A.
I am an orthopedic surgeon. I graduated from the John Burns Medical School at the University of Hawaii, did my residency in Chicago, and I am now the senior physician at the McClain Orthopedic Institute in Honolulu

Defense Attorney: Your Honor. I offer the Dr. as an expert in the field of general medicine.

Plaintiff's Attorney:  Objection your Honor. I have a Daubert objection to the witness being called as an expert witness.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]
Q.
Have you examined the plaintiff?

A.
I did so four weeks prior to this trial. It was complete orthopedic examination including palpation, X-rays, and numerous tests for limitation of motion, bone alignment, and nerve and muscle involvement.

Q.
Doctor McClain, have you formed an opinion as to the plaintiff's prognosis for recovery?

A.
Yes.

Q.
What is that opinion?

A.
My evaluation of the plaintiff's injuries indicates he has made a full recovery. He will suffer no future permanent disability as a result of any injury to his back or neck; I might add that it is also my conclusion that no emotional damage has occurred. These sort of cervical injury cases usually straighten out in 4 to 8 weeks.

Defense: That's all. You may cross-examine.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 14 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Dr. McClain, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney:
Q.
Prior to this case, have you testified for the defense before in personal injury lawsuits?

A.
Yes.

Q.
How many times?

A.
In the last five years, perhaps 18 or 20 times.

Q.
Doctor, isn't it true that in every one of those cases when you were hired by the defense, that it was your opinion that the plaintiffs suffered no permanent disabilities?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Doctor, isn't it also true that in the medical-legal community you have a reputation, and your name is "No Pain McClain"?

Defense Objection: 
Objection, counsel is harassing the witness. Move to strike the last question and request the jury be instructed to disregard the last question.

Judge: 
 [What might the judge say?]


	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 15 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Dr. McClain, Judge


Plaintiff's Attorney:
Q.
What is your fee for your time here today?

Defense Attorney: Objection. Relevance.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] Ruling

Q.
What is your fee for your time here today?

A.
My fee is for the time I studied the medical records and the time away from my practice to come to court.  That total fee is $4,000.

Q.
Let me ask this: How many times have you testified at the request of the defense attorney in this case?

A.
Twice.

Q.
And your fee in those two cases?

A.
$4,000 in each case.

Q.
Doctor, you recognize this book, Sands on Orthopedics, don't you?

A.
It is a reliable authority in the orthopedics field.

Q.
So don’t the words on page 138, "Many cases of trauma to the cervical spine are serious, with disability extending for several years" (plaintiff's attorney - use as a prop, any hardbound book) differ from your own opinion?
Defense attorney:
Objection. Improper impeachment.

Judge:
[What might the judge say?] 
(Plaintiff’s attorney repeats the question)
Q.
Let me ask you again, how do you square this passage with your testimony: Page 138 says "Many cases of trauma to the cervical spine are serious, with disability extending for several years." 

A.
The Sands treatise means that in some serious cases the trauma or injury continues for many years.  However, the plaintiff here is not one of those "serious" cases.  I know. I examined him.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 16 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Chris Dela Cruz


Defense attorney: I call the defendant, Chris Dela Cruz.

Q.
Please state your name.

A.
Chris Dela Cruz.

Q.
Let me ask you some questions, about the car accident on April 5th.  What happened just before the accident?

A.
I was driving very carefully through a green light, heading down on University Street, at Dole and University, near the University of Hawaii.  I was being very careful because I know law students are often walking to the corner restaurant.  Those students are so serious and thinking so hard about their studies that they aren't looking where they are walking.  Anyway, then that crazy Pai comes zipping through a red light and plows right into me. I could have been killed.

Q.
Were you injured?

A.
Fortunately I wasn't hurt real bad, but my car was sure messed up. 

Q.
Did you notice anything special about Mr. Pai?

A.
Because I wasn't hurt too bad, I went over to his car to help him even though he was the one who caused the accident.  Anyway, he was bloody and not talking clearly.  Because of the way he talked I thought he was really messed up bad, but when I stuck my head in his open window to help him, I was almost over come by the odor of beer that was coming from his car.

Plaintiff's Attorney: Objection. Improper foundation.

Judge: [What might the judge say?]  Lay a foundation counsel.
Q. Have you ever smelled beer before?

A. Yes.

Q. Where?

A. At many different social events, but I don't personally drink it or go to bars.

Q. So let me ask you, did you smell any unusual odor in Pai's car?

A. Yes. I reeked of beer.

Plaintiff's Attorney: Objection. Improper opinion. A law witness can't give an opinion.

Judge:  [What might the judge say?]
Q.
Did you notice anything else?

A.
Well, I saw about 4-5 empty beer cans sprawled across the front seat.

Defense attorney: That's all. No further questions.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 17 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Chris Dela Cruz, Judge


Plaintiff's attorney: 

Q.
Dela Cruz, you have been involved in 3 other accidents in the past 4 years haven't you? 

Defense attorney: Objection. Irrelevant & prejudicial.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] Counsel, all evidence against you seems prejudicial, but you are right, this is irrelevant. The plaintiff doesn't have the proper foundation for that kind of question counsel. Sustained.

Q.
Dela Cruz, isn't it true that you had an appointment to get a hair cut that day.

A.
Ah, yes. 

Q.
And isn't it also true that at the time of the accident you were already 15 minutes late for your appointment and were rushing to get there?

Defense attorney: Objection. Compound question.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
Q.
I'll rephrase it. At the time of the accident you were already 15 minutes late for your appointment, right?

A.
Yes.

Q.
And so you were rushing to get there?

A.
No, that's not true. I was late, but I wasn't rushing.

Q.
And isn't it true that you had been drinking before this accident.

A.
I did have one drink earlier in the day, but I wasn't feeling any of that.  One drink doesn't effect me.

Plaintiff's attorney: No further questions.

	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 18 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Jenny Pai (female), Judge


Defense Attorney:
The defense next calls the plaintiff's former wife, Jenny Pai.

Q.
Will you state your name?

A.
Jenny Pai.

Q.
Do you know the plaintiff?

A.
We were married.  I am plaintiff's first wife.  We are divorced now and Sandy has remarried.

Plaintiff's Attorney:  Objection. Mrs. Pai is not competent to testify in this trial about her former husband.  She was not present at the accident.  The fact that she is being called as a witness by the defense suggests that she is biased against the plaintiff.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] Overruled on both grounds. There is no indication that she is not competent, and as my old evidence teacher, professor Barkai used to make us say in class - "Bias is never collateral." In fact why doesn't everyone in this courtroom say that out loud right now? [Do it]. 
Q.
Mrs. Pai, when did you get divorced from your husband?

A.
A few months after this accident.

Q.
Before I ask you about what you know specifically about this accident, I want to ask if you know Mr. Pai's reputation for truth and veracity in the local community?

Plaintiff's Attorney:
Objection. Improper character evidence.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 19 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Jenny Pai (female), Judge


Q.
Let me ask you again, do you know Mr. Pai's reputation for truth and veracity in the local community?

A.
Yes I do, of course.

Q.
What is Mr. Pai's reputation for truth and veracity in the local community?

A.
Mr. Pai is known as a stinking liar. You would have to be crazy to believe him.

Plaintiff's Attorney:
Objection. Vague and ambiguous. Is that Mr. Pai's reputation or the witness' personal opinion of Mr. Pai?

A.
That's his reputation. That's my opinion. And that's the truth!

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
	PRIVATE 
Switch Roles
Team 20 begins.

Roles: Plaintiff's Attorney, Defense Attorney, Jenny Pai (female), Judge


Q.
Mrs. Pai, did you go to the emergency room when your former husband had his accident?

A.
Yes. Several of us were there. His brother, the woman he is now married to, the doctors, and me. It was a mess.

Q.
Were you still married to Sandy when you went to the hospital?
A.
Yes. The divorce wasn't final yet.

Q.
Ms. Pai, did you have a conversation with the plaintiff in the emergency room immediately after the accident?

A.
Yes.

Q.
Describe that.

A.
Everyone left us alone for a few minutes. I leaned over the bed to talk to him, and we did have a private moment. Incidentally, when I leaned over, the whisky fumes were overpowering.

Q.
What, if anything, did he tell you about his drinking before the wreck?
Plaintiff's Attorney: Objection, husband and wife privilege.

Ms. Pai: 
But your honor, I am ready to testify. I have divorced this guy (Stage whisper) I hate him!

Plaintiff's Attorney:
What?

A.
Nothing.

Judge: [What might the judge say?] 
Defense Attorney:

No further questions.

Plaintiff's Attorney:

No cross your Honor.

Defense Attorney:

We rest our case Judge.

Plaintiff's Attorney:

No rebuttal your Honor.

Judge:
We will take a recess and then have closing argument. Plaintiff's counsel will argue first, then the Defense can give its closing argument.  Plaintiff's lawyer then gets rebuttal argument because the Plaintiff has the burden of proof.


********************

Commentary: Will justice prevail?  Stay tuned. Come to evidence class.
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