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QUESTION NO. 1 - ISSUE OUTLINE


Harold v. Bob


Negligence




Duty - common law and statutory; was Harold within class of persons to be






  protected against type of harm to be prevented?




Breach – inattention while driving; split of authority re: licensing statute alone




Causation – actual and proximate




Damages - general and special (two weeks work and medical expenses)



Invasion of privacy – intrusion into vehicle



Trespass / conversion of chattels - magazine



Defenses




Contributory negligence / Comparative fault (statutory violation, if any, permitted)


Harold v. Joan



Negligence




Direct liability for negligent entrustment




Vicarious liability for bailment of car



Joint and several liability




Contribution and indemnity 


Harold v. Carol




Employee (respondeat superior) or independent contractor (inherently dangerous




activity of operating a motor vehicle?)




Joint and several liability




Contribution and indemnity 
QUESTION NO. 2 - ISSUE OUTLINE


Sid v. Jimmy


Negligent misrepresentation




Damages – out-of-pocket or benefit-of-the-bargain rule


Sid v. College Computers



Respondeat superior for omission of Jimmy



Joint and several liability with Jimmy




Contribution and indemnity with Jimmy



Sid v. Bell Computers



Products liability



Negligence




Express warranty




Implied warranty




Strict liability in tort 





manufacturing and/or design defect





manufacturer of finished product liable for integrated part – battery




Causation – actual and proximate


Sid v. Jony



Products liability (same theories)




Joint and several liability among Bell Computers, Jony and College Computers




Contribution and indemnity among Bell Computers, Jony and College Computers
        Defenses – Comparative fault of Sid for negligence and, in most jurisdictions, strict liability


                 in tort theories

Damages – loss of computer and house, with contents
