Civil Procedure I, A502






Maranville
Hamilton v. Artistic Tattoos

Summary Judgment Motions

Oral Argument Schedule

Counsel
Date
Time
Room
Judge

#1 Pl’s:
Andy Braff
M, 2/23
1:30-2:20
118
Michael Robinson-Dorn


Shaohui Jiang



Environmental Law Clinic

#5 Def’s: Chris Heaps

 Nikolai Lesnikov
#1 Pl’s:
Jessica Belskis
M, 2/23
2:30-3:20
133
Kim Ambrose






Child Advocacy Clinic

#5 Def’s: Rhiannon Lockwood


 Karen Takishita

##2 Pl’s: Brandon LeBlanc
T, 2/24
9:30-10:20
133
Alan Kirtley


Bobbie Edmiston



Clinic Director &

#6 Def’s: Will Rasmussen



Mediation Clinic


 Lee Overton

#3 Pl’s: 
Mari Matsumoto
T, 2/24
3:30-4:20
133
Scott Schumacher


Amanda Carr



Low-Income Taxpayer Clinic

#7 Def’s: Annie Hawkins

 Bokyoung Kim
#4 Pl’s:
Bob Allison
W, 2/25
9:30-10:20
133
Jackie McMurtrie


Kristen Dietz



Innocent Project NW Clinic

#8 Def’s: Evgenia Fkiaras


 Kathryn Elliott

#4 Pl’s:
Dan Koob
W, 2/25
2:30-3:20
133
Lou Wolcher


Corey Fitzpatrick


                  Torts

#8 Def’s: Erin Curtis


 Emma Scanlan

#2 Pl’s:
Alyssa Vegter
Th, 2/26
9:30-10:20
133
Tom Andrews


Anthony Milewski


                   Torts

#6 Def’s: Adam Grupp


 Tristia Bauman

3 Pl’s:
Greg Gabriel
F, 2/27
10:30-11:20
207
Jessica Nielsen


Demetri Heliotis



Visiting Scholar Coordinator

#7 Def’s: Susannah Carr





 Ali Tarbox
Instructions for Students

1)  Time Allotted.  We have up to fifty minutes available for each argument, including feedback, but need not use it all.  Each side will have ten minutes to argue.  Plaintiffs may reserve some of that ten minutes for rebuttal.  In the remaining time, the presiding judges will provide feedback to you and answer any questions you may have.  

2)  Judges.  With one exception, your judges are either faculty from the Clinical Law Program, or Torts professors.  I will ask them to provide you with standardized feedback using a checklist

3)  Procedure.  Plan to divide the argument between team members as equitably as possible.  See the separate Outline of Oral Argument posted on the website for details about oral argument.  

4)  Dress:  I encourage you all to wear “court appropriate” attire.  Especially for those who are younger, as I was when I went to law school, dressing the part will help you learn to feel like you belong in a courtroom.  For everyone, it will help you get in the spirit of the exercise.  In federal court “court appropriate” would be suit and conservative shirt and tie for men.  For women the subject is fraught with controversy.  My suggestion is suit or dress with jacket.  Pants for women are a very controversial subject with lots of political/cultural/social overlay.  Mindful of that, I would only say that if you “do” skirts, now’s the time. In state court one sees a greater range of attire, often less formal than federal court, but suits work there too.
