Case study

As part of an employment agreement, Bazzy orally promised to give Hall an option to buy 1,000 shares of company stock at $20 per share. Hall brought suit against the company when it refused to sell the stock to him. What legal argument may Bazzy's company use to refuse to sell the stock to Hall as agreed? [See: Hall v. Horizon House Microwave, Inc., 506 N.E.2d 178 (MA).]

https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/court-of-appeals/1987/24-mass-app-ct-84-1.html
or find another resources  

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1.
Each student will be assigned a case from the end-of-chapter cases in the text book. You are required to submit a paper on the case and to engage in an in-class discussion with the professor about the case.
2.
The cases in the textbook are what lawyers call squibs. The squibs are short summaries of the case and not the full court opinion about the case. You will be able to do an internet search under the name of the case and find the full court opinion, which will have much more information than the squib in the textbook.

3.
Using the information in the full case opinion, you will be required to do the following


a. 
(up to 25 points) Submit a paper of 500 to 750 words on the case. The paper must treat the following areas:


- what are the facts of the case?


- what is the law that applies in this situation?


- what is the issue? That is a statement of how the law applies to the facts of the case


- discussion - make an argument that supports a particular outcome in the case. NOTE – you do not have to agree with the court’s opinion. Feel free to come to a different conclusion than the court did, if you think the law and facts support you.


- state your conclusion.


b.
(up to 25 points) Be prepared to engage in an in-class discussion with the professor about this case. You should be very familiar with the law and facts and should NOT be referring to the textbook, the case or your notes during this discussion. The discussion will include alternate factual and legal situations that will require some on-your-feet thinking.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

BLAW 1050

Sample Case Solution

This solution follows the Grading Rubric for Hypothetical Cases from the course documents.

FACTS:  Bob Morris Doc Services, Inc., without the permission of the authors or publishers, reproduced and packaged substantial portions of copyrighted textbooks and other works of scholarship, then sold them to RMU students, at substantial discounts from the original prices, for use in fulfilling course requirements. Belle & Starr, publisher of some of the books in question, filed suit, seeking an injunction to stop this practice. Bob Morris argued in court that what it was doing was permitted under the “Fair Use” doctrine of copyright law. What will be the outcome of the case?

ISSUE:  (a) Is Bob Morris correct that the Fair Use doctrine allows it to copy and sell parts of copyrighted documents for profit?

(b) Is an injunction the correct remedy available to Belle & Starr?

LAW:  (a) Under copyright law, “Fair Use” means use that is reasonable and not harmful to the copyright owner.  It is permissible to copy small parts for research, scholarship or literary criticism, among other uses.

(b) An injunction is a legal remedy used to stop someone from doing an act that is harmful to another. For instance, if your neighbor played loud, objectionable symphony music at 3:00 am, an injunction could be used to stop her.

CONCLUSION (Apply the Law to the Facts): (a) Duplication for profit would be harmful to the owner since it would adversely affect the market for the original product; therefore, Bob Morris’ activity in duplicating the copyrighted materials is a violation of copyright law and not a Fair Use.

(b) Since Belle & Starr needs to stop Bob Morris from illegal duplication of the copyrighted materials, which is harmful to Belle & Starr, a mandatory injunction is a proper remedy. 

(c) Lagniappe: Belle & Starr will also seek monetary damages from Bob Morris to recover the losses it suffered from the illegal copying.

