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A JUDGEMENT.

The above-mentioned case was heard by this court, and the following is the feedback & judgment:

During the course of this trial, the prosecution was observed to frequently engage in leading on direct examination, which is generally prohibited under the rules of evidence. Leading questions are those that suggest the answer to the witness and are usually used to support the argument of the examiner. It is generally believed that leading questions can be suggestive and lead the witness to give a particular response, thereby impacting the credibility of their testimony.

Despite the prosecution's use of leading questions, their arguments were clear, concise, and effective in presenting a compelling case to the jury. They were able to establish a clear motive for the defendant's financial actions and were successful in showing how the defendant had engaged in fraudulent financial activities.

On the other hand, the defense team was able to put up a strong argument and provide effective counter-arguments to the prosecution's claims. The defense's cross-examination of the prosecution's witnesses was particularly noteworthy, and they were able to highlight inconsistencies and gaps in the prosecution's case. They were also successful in casting doubt on the credibility of some of the witnesses presented by the prosecution and proving the Duty of Care defense.

Overall, the court noted a generally positive line of questioning from both sides, with both teams following procedure relatively well. However, the court recommends that both teams should review the rules of evidence and ensure that they do not engage in leading on direct examination in future cases.

After evaluating the evidence presented, the Supreme Court of New York Holds: 
 
The defendant, Dr. LUCA BOWMAN, is guilty of Health care fraud in the second degree (Count 3) as defined under N.Y. Penal Law § 177.20. The prosecution has proven this charge beyond a reasonable doubt. The court will sentence Dr. Bowman to three years of state confinement, and a dismissal of the medical license, with a fine of $200,000.00.

However, the court found that there was not enough evidence presented to prove recklessness or negligence, or the definition of a ‘bribe’ and thus, Counts 1, 2, and 4 were not satisfied, and the defendant is Not Guilty.

The Defense Team, having prevailed on a majority of charges, will proceed to the next round. The court also encourages both teams to enhance their time management skills and to lay a proper foundation for evidence in any future cases. This was a very difficult case to decide, and we applaud both teams sincerely.

Refer to People v. Smith, 26 N.Y.3d 604 (2016) (establishing the burden of proof required for criminal cases beyond a reasonable doubt) and People v. O'Neill, 25 N.Y.3d 1219 (2015) (discussing the importance of laying a proper foundation for evidence).

THIS DECISION IS FINAL & BINDING.
