
2015 State YMCA of Georgia Youth Assembly Judicial Program Competition  
 
 
The following are some suggestions that students may choose to adopt for their arguments. 
These are, however, only suggestions and are in no way intended as strict rules. Originality, 
intuition, and creativity will be appreciated.  
 

1. This year’s moot court problem, Chester Cobb v. United States of America, is rooted in 
the United States Constitution’s protections against unreasonable searches and seizures.  
It is focused on the topic of whether a student can be subjected to a search by a drug-
sniffing canine on school property, and whether such a search is reasonable or not in 
those circumstances.  Specifically, there are two issues that must be addressed: (1) 
whether the warrantless tracking of the defendant’s location through a cell phone violated 
the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution? and (2) Whether the President 
exceeded his authority when he ordered the indefinite detention of an American citizen?  

 
 
Procedurally, the students will be arguing this case to the United States Supreme Court. The 
attached materials include the opinion of the US Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit, 
which was the appellate court available to the parties upon appeal from the US District Court 
decision; and the writ of certiorari granted by the United States Supreme Court. The writ of 
certiorari indicates the two issues that the Court will hear arguments on.  .  
 
 
The published court cases referenced in the problem contain a discussion of the principles of law 
as applied by the courts in reviewing similar circumstances. Together with the opinions that 
explain the lower courts’ decision in this particular case, they provide all of the facts and law that 
are needed to successfully argue the case for either the Plaintiff or the Defendant.  
 
No further research is necessary or allowed. Creative thinking and argument are encouraged; 
however, students’ presentations should not assume facts other than those provided by the 
Courts’ opinions.  
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In referring to the parties, Chester Cobb should always be referred to as “the Petitioner,” and the 
United States of America as “the Respondent.”  
 
 
1. Delegation of Time:  
 
Because the Petitioner’s Team is making this appeal to the US  Supreme Court, the attorneys 
representing Cobb / Petitioner will argue first. Since each student must be prepared to argue both 
sides of one issue, it may be helpful to divide the arguments as follows:  
 
(1) Petitioner’s Argument: “Student 1" would introduce the team members, tell the court which 
side your team represents, and how the team plans to divide the time and the issues, including 
reservation of rebuttal time, if any. “Student 1" should also be prepared to make a one-sided 
statement of the facts, outlining the present posture of the case (i.e., the US Court of Appeals for 
the 11th Circuit found for the Respondent on both issues; and, now the case is before the US 
Supreme Court on Cobb / Petitioner’s petition for certiorari). “Student 1" should be prepared to 
go directly to his/her argument in the event the court waives the statement of the facts. “Student 
1" would then argue the issue dealing with whether the warrantless tracking of the defendant’s 
location through cell phone violated the Fourth Amendment to the US Constitution.  “Student 2" 
would then argue whether the President exceeded his authority when he ordered the indefinite 
detention of an American citizen.   
 
(2) Respondent’s Argument: “Student 1" would respond to the arguments of Petitioner’s counsel 
with respect to the first issue, and would correct any differences in the statement of the facts that 
he/she believes to be pertinent.  “Student 2" would then argue the second issue.  

 
In this way, each team member will satisfy the requirement of arguing on at least part of the 
team’s argument for both sides, and each team member will be familiar with every issue 
(although from different points of view).  
 
2. Responding to Questions from the Bench:  
 
Remember that the justice(s) may frequently interrupt your argument to ask you questions. Do 
not be insulted by this interruption; rather, turn it to your own advantage. Always respond to the 
question directly (i.e., answer “yes” or “no” if possible) and then give a brief explanation of your 
answer. The best response will always explain the answer in a way that leads the team member to 
his next point of argument. It is usually helpful to work from a rough outline, rather than a 
prepared speech, in order to assist you in responding to, and incorporating, the justices’ 
questions. Often times, the justice(s) will ask a question which allows you to make a favorable 
response and unload much of your planned argument in “answering the question.” Take 
advantage of this “softball question” and treat it as if it were a natural part of your outline (it 
probably is). Then, when you get to the portion of your outline where the topic is covered, you 
can eliminate a full repetition and shorten your argument by reiterating only the main points.  
Never refuse to answer a question, or put off the answer simply because you plan to address that 
issue at a later time in your argument. You should always remember that you are in the justices’ 
courtroom, and they demand and deserve respect. Always respond courteously, addressing the 
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justice(s) as “your Honor.” (Note: while addressing the justice(s) as “sir” or “ma’am” is 
courteous, this should be avoided in favor of “your Honor.”) You should not hesitate to answer 
the question in the negative, or to disagree with a particular view of the case if your argument 
requires such a position. Just remember to support your answer with the legal arguments which 
you have prepared, and try to convince the justice that he/she should rule in your favor because 
of the legal reasoning, logic and persuasion which your side displays.  

 
If your time expires in the middle of a thought, always ask the court’s permission to finish your 
argument: “Your Honor, I see that my time has expired. With the court’s permission, I will 
briefly conclude my argument.” If the court is gracious enough to allow you some additional 
time to finish your argument, immediately finish the point you are making and give the court an 
extremely brief summary, if necessary. Do NOT take advantage of the court’s generosity by 
restating arguments which you have already made, or by concluding with a lengthy speech. 
NEVER take more than one minute of additional time to wind up your argument. Do not be 
hesitant to finish your argument before your time has expired. If you’ve said all you have to say 
and the justices do not have any more questions for you, then you’ve done your job. End on a 
high note if possible. Remember, it is the quality, not the quantity that counts. And, always end 
by telling the court what exactly you want from them (i.e., affirm or reverse the US Court of 
Appeals decision).  

 


