
 
 
High School Mock Trial 2022 
State of Buckeye ex rel. Hollis Fitzpatrick v. Fran DeBier, et al. 
Errata Sheet 

 
Please note: 
The errata sheet serves to clarify or correct errors in the Mock Trial case and/or rules, and 
does not address team strategy, coaching, or judging protocol. If a question received does not 
meet the criteria for Errata (e.g. pertains to an evidence question), an email response will be 
sent to the individual advisor. 

 
Errata 10/26/2021  
 

 
1. In Anderson's statement at page 98, line 96, does "revenue" mean "sales?" The 

statement on page 98 describes various measures such as overhead and labor as a 
percentage of sales, but the annual figure given is "revenue." 
 
In the case of Fitzpatrick’s, revenue and sales are the same thing. Fitzpatrick’s has no 
other source of income other than sales. 
 

2. What is the legal standard of review in this case? (By preponderance of the 
evidence, clear and convincing, etc.) Does the relator have to prove all three Penn 
Central factors or just one? 
 
The Penn Central case establishes a three-factor balancing test. Advocates should, 
therefore, present evidence supporting any/all of the factors, and the trial judge must, in 
their discretion, decide whether the balance has been “tipped” enough to rule that a 
compensable taking has or has not occurred. 
 

3. SCOTUS cases are binding, but are the other cases considered persuasive or 
binding? Specifically, the fourth case uses a ruling from the Supreme Court of 
Ohio, is this a binding case for the state of Buckeye? 
 
Only cases decided by the Supreme Court of the United States are considered binding 
precedent for the State of Buckeye. Other cases (e.g. Supreme Court of Ohio) are 
persuasive authority. 
 

4. When was the Fitzpatrick’s restaurant first opened? 
 
Fitzpatrick’s was opened by Hollis’s grandparents a long time ago. 
 

5. In the original Exhibit D, there was a box with a music symbol. What was 
supposed to be there? Where is it supposed to be in the updated schematics? 



 
Please only refer to the updated Exhibit D. That is the correct version that will be used 
during trial. 
 

6. In exhibit D we can see exactly where each investment had been installed and 
utilized. Where are the projector and screen located and does it affect the floor 
plan?  
 
The projector is mounted to the ceiling and the screen is mounted to the wall. The 
placement of these items does not impact the floor plan.  
 

7. What are the dimensions of the sidewalk and the alley?  
 
The sidewalk space outside of Fitzpatrick’s is 6 feet from the curb to the door and is 60 
feet long. The alley behind Fitzpatrick’s is 20 feet deep, 60 feet long, and includes two 
dumpsters.  
 

8. Beginning on line 87 of Ellis Mazakis’s statement there is a sentence that reads, 
“Particularly because individuals are touch numerous surfaces and…” Is there a 
mistake in this sentence?  
 
Yes, there was a typo in that sentence. The word “are” should be removed so the 
sentence reads, “Particularly because individuals touch numerous surfaces and…”  
 

Errata 10/12/2021  
 

1. There were several errors on the “Acknowledgements” page of the case file: page 
231. This error was corrected in any digital cases sent on or after October 4. Please 
see the attached copy of the updated “Acknowledgements” page.  
 

2. The list of important dates on page 1 of the case file has an error. The date for the 
final errata posting should read “Tuesday, January 4, 2022.”  (Emphasis added to 
show correction) 
 

3. Will teams address the issue of just compensation?  
 
If a taking is found, the Court will order the Government to initiate property 
appropriation proceedings, during which a jury will determine the ‘just compensation’ 
for the taking at a separate trial.  
 

4. On page 90 of the case file, Hollis Fitzpatrick references a movie about a Buckeye 
football legend that was given an exemption to the health orders. On page 92, on 
line 217 of Hollis Fitzpatrick’s statement, they reference the “Rural Meijer” 
movie. Are these the same movie?   
 



Yes, these are the same movie. Rural Meijer is the name of the football legend 
referenced on line 174 of Hollis Fitzpatrick’s statement on page 90 of the case file.  
 
 

5. Line 206 of Hollis Fitzpatrick’s statement on page 92 says they received the second 
PPL on October 13, 2021. This date is after Fitzpatrick’s is closed. Is this an error? 

 
Yes, there is an error on line 206 of Hollis Fitzpatrick’s statement on page 92 of the 
case file. The sentence should read “The second PPL payment of $125,000 came in on 
October 13, 2020.” (Emphasis added to show correction) 

 
6. Lines 63-64 of Ellis Mazakis’s statement on page 115 list Fitzpatrick’s health 

violations that are not included in Exhibit A. Is Exhibit A a complete list of 
Fitzpatrick’s health citations?   
 
Exhibit A is an excerpt of the Buckeye Health Department citations for Fitzpatrick’s.  
 

7. Exhibit C does not include the restrictions described in Hollis Fitzpatrick’s 
statement on page 88 or in Ellis Mazakis’s statement on page 117. Is Exhibit C a 
complete list of restaurant restrictions put in place by the Buckeye Department of 
Health?  
 
There was an error in the original Exhibit C. Please see the attached copy of the updated 
Exhibit C. 

 
8. Are the pinball machines at Fitzpatrick’s shown in Exhibit D? 

 
There was an error in the original Exhibit D. Please see the attached copy of the updated 
Exhibit D. 
 

 
 
 



CORRECTION – Updated on October 4, 2021 
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Exhibit C (Part 1)  
Buckeye Governor’s Order Reopening Restaurants  
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Exhibit C (Part 2)  
Buckeye Governor’s Order Reopening Restaurants  
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Exhibit D 
Diagram of Fitzpatrick’s – With Pandemic Restrictions  

 


