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What is this
Moot Court
thing
anyway? 

Moot Court is a mock appellate court exercise where
students take on the role of lawyers, arguing a
fictional case while building skills in public speaking,
critical thinking, writing, and teamwork.

The CNMI Supreme Court Justices are excited to see
you shine in the courtroom!



COMPETITION
OVERVIEW...



Understand the
Case

Read the case file and
library thoroughly to

grasp all details.

Write Your Brief
Each student writes a 3–5

page brief on their
assigned issue.

Prepare Oral
Arguments

Collaborate with your
teammate to articulate
your briefs effectively.

Pick Your Team
Teams of two students

will be randomly assigned
to represent the Appellant

or Appellee.

Argue!
Arguments will be held in

rounds with the semi-
finalists in front of the

Supreme Court 



Brief Writing Workshop

Fri. 10 Oct. Case Reading Workshop

Registration DeadlineFri. 17 Oct.

Mon. 20 Oct. 

Fri. 14 Nov.

Mon. 17 Nov.

 Brief Deadline

Oral Argument Workshop

Fri. 5 Dec.

Competition Day 1 Thur. 4 Dec

Competition Day 2 & Celebration

KEY
DATES



A LOOK INSIDE YOUR CASE FILE

     This order is the
starting point of

our case 

How did we get
here? 

Let’s overview the
appellate process...



Mapping an Appellate Case:  
First Stop: Trial Court

Plaintiff and Defendant present their evidence and witnesses
Judge reviews both sides and issues an order with final decision

Next Stop: The Appeal 
A party may file a notice of appeal to a higher court if they believe
the judge made a legal mistake 
NOT a new trial – no new witnesses or evidence – limited to
reviewing the trial court record for errors in how the law was
applied
Both sides submit written briefs explaining their legal arguments
based on relevant case law
Oral arguments are held for judges to ask questions and allow
lawyers to explain key points from their briefs 

Final Stop: The Supreme Court 
Can file a petition for certiorari for Supreme Court review
The Court only takes a small number of cases usually about big constitutional
questions or to resolve disagreements between lower courts 



SUPREME COURT

NMI SUPREME
COURT

NMI SUPERIOR
COURT

US DISCTRICT
COURT

US COURT OF
APPEALS

12 regional circuits cover different
groups of states, and one national

circuit that handles specialized cases
like claims against the federal

government

94 U.S. District Courts hear
evidence, witnesses, and make

initial rulings



NOTICE
OF APPEAL



The Legal Issues 
(1) Whether Tinker v. Des Moines Independent Community
School District, 393 U.S. 503 (1969) applies to students’
speech outside of the school environment

(2) If Tinker applies to off-campus speech, whether the
school’s discipline of Rumi’s posts violated her First
Amendment rights under Tinker



Since understanding Tinker is essential to your case, we’ll use it as a how-to
guide for reading appellate opinions.
Legal writing can be dense and intimidating — even lawyers often have to
read an opinion several times before it fully makes sense. The best approach
is to just dive in.
Start with a first read-through to get the overall picture. Don’t worry about
every unfamiliar word or concept. This first pass should be quick — it helps
you see the story, the main question, and the flow of the court’s reasoning.
On your second read, slow down. Break the opinion into parts. Pay attention
to how the court moves from one part to the next. This is where you start
seeing not just what the court decided, but why.

Tinker v. Des Moines Independent Community
School District, 393 U.S. 503 (1969)



HOW
TO
READ A
CASE

Stripping away the legal language to
uncover what really matters — the story,
the question, the answer, and the reason

behind it.



The text of appellate opinions can be broken down  into 5 parts: 

(1) The Facts

(2) The Procedural History

(3) The legal issue

(4) The holding 

(5) The reasoning

We will address each part in turn. 



(1) FACTS: Reading an appellate opinion isn’t about collecting every fact — it’s
about seeing which facts shape the court’s reasoning and answer the legal
question. On your second read through, highlight what you think is important: 



Students planned to wear black armbands to
protest the Vietnam War
Principals found out about the plan and
banned armbands before the protest
Students wore them anyway and were
suspended
Protest was peaceful, caused no disruption

Keep the facts short and clear, so you
can easily remember the heart of the
story:

Instead of this big block of text



(2) PROCEDURAL POSTURE: how did the
lower court rule? You can usually find this
at the end of the first section. 

It is important to know whether the
Supreme Court agrees or disagrees with
the reasoning of the lower courts. This
sets the stage for the Court’s analysis. 

AFFIRMED = yes            REVERSED = no  



Students planned to wear black armbands to protest the
Vietnam War
Principals found out about the plan and banned armbands
before the protest
Students wore them anyway and were suspended
Protest was peaceful, caused no disruption

Students sued in federal court, claiming suspension was a First
Amendment violation 
The U.S. District Court ruled for the school, saying the policy
was reasonable to prevent disturbance
The Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals was equally divided, so the
District Court’s ruling stood 
Students appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court

What we have so far: 



(3) LEGAL ISSUE: Most court opinions follow a clear structure. They begin with the
facts and procedural history, setting the stage for the appeal. Next, the Court reviews
the established law and explains why there’s a legal question to resolve — what part of
the law is unclear, disputed, or being tested.



Tinker’s Legal Question: 
How should courts balance students’

constitutional right to free speech
against a public school’s authority to

maintain order and discipline?



(4) HOLDING: The core legal answer the court gives. It is the
rule that decides the case and guides future ones.  The holding in
Tinker can be found in the first paragraph of page 4: 



QUESTION: How should courts balance students’
constitutional right to free speech against a public

school’s authority to maintain order and
discipline?

ANSWER: Student expression in constitutionally
protected unless it materially and substantially

disrupts the learning environment or the rights of
others.



(5) REASONING: Why did the court reach this decision, and what legal and factual reasons
support it? Courts can cite precedent (past cases) and discuss constitutional principles or
policy.  Understanding the Court’s reasoning helps you apply the rule to your case. Here are
some examples from Tinker: 



A common mistake when reading cases is not connecting them
to broader legal themes. It’s easy to focus just on the surface

details — like students wearing armbands — and miss the
bigger picture. Tinker isn’t just about one group of students

protesting the Vietnam War; it’s about how far constitutional
rights extend into public schools.

After reading a case, you will apply the Court’s holding and
reasoning to your particular facts. 



RECAP: CRITICAL READING IN 6 STEPS 

1. Read the Basics: Do a simple pass through. Note the case name, year, and
court.

2. Get the Facts: What happened and who’s involved?

3. Find the Issue: What legal question is the court answering?

4. See the Holding: How did the court answer that question?

5. Understand the Reasoning: Why did the court decide that way?

6. Think Big: How does the case connect to your specific legal issue?



READING PRACTICE 
This excerpt comes from Wynar v.
Douglas County School District in
your case file, where the court
examined an earlier case to guide
its decision. Can you look past the
legal language to figure out what
the court is really saying here?
 



The main takeaway: 
In LaVine v. Blaine School District, the court
upheld a student’s temporary expulsion after he
wrote and shared a poem about a school shooting
and suicide. Applying the Tinker test, the court
concluded the school could reasonably foresee
substantial disruption or potential violence
given the student’s past behavior and the rise of
real school shootings.

Next step: 
Ask yourself why the court is using this example.
Use the context of the case--the legal issue and
the holding-- to decipher the importance of this
passage. Why does this reasoning support the
holding? We can’t give you the answer here, you
have to analyze the reasoning on your own.  



QUESTIONS?



Remember you can reach out to Kate, Katrina, or
Chandler at any time with questions or concerns.

Email: mootcourt@nmijudiciary

See you next time! 

Next workshop: Monday, Oct. 20 


