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Case Analysis
Question 1
To begin with, specific performance is defined as a situation where a court orders a party in breach of a contract to accomplish the terms of an agreement because a subject matter is unique. In fact, specific performance is regarded as an important equitable remedy as well as must meet five needs. The requirements include irreparable to a plaintiff might happen in case the equitable remedy is not granted, a plaintiff has clean hands in that he or she has not been deceitful or performed anything in breach of an agreement, no adequate legal remedy is available, the covenant is legally valid, as well as the agreement terms are and ambiguous (Ashok, 2018). Therefore, it is evident that buyers, as well as lessees, are given a chance to seek the remedy of specific performance when a remedy at law is inadequate as well as in case the available goods are unique.
With that said, it is clear that in the provided situation Alabama Sports Marketing can seek specific performance of the contract. The reason is that Gump is a well-known Ping-Pong player with a considerable following. Grounded on the data offered, Gump is a famous Ping-Pong player, and this makes him a unique subject matter for the video game. Therefore, the aspect mentioned above meets the needs for specific performance (Ashok, 2018). Because of the facts provided above, it is evident that Alabama Sports marketing is in a position to seek specific performance of the given contract in the case. In simple terms, when Gump refuses to conduct any work after the disagreement with the developer is regarded a breach of the agreement with Alabama Sports Marketing.    
Question 2
The liquidated damages clause is defined as a clause in an agreement that specifies the quantity of damages owed to a non-breaching party. Additionally, in some cases, the clause as mentioned earlier determines a certain quantity as well as others a formula to identify the quantity owed in case a covenant is not fulfilled. In fact, a clause of this kind is meant to be a vital way to restrict risk; however, not always implementable (Kubasek et al., 2016). It is important to comprehend that different courts implement such clauses because they tend to bear a reasonable correlation to what the actual cost will be. Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that the courts do not implement the aforementioned clause in case they determine the amount to be exaggerated as well as not met reasonable cost that are connected to the project. In the provided case, it is clear that the liquidated clause is valid. What is more, the clause was in place before a breach took place.   
Notably, the amount expressed within the clause is considered a reasonable cost that because it covers the video game expenses. However, the amount is insufficient in finding out the possible profit that could have been realized in case it was breached. It is unlikely for Alabama Sports marketing to understand whether the video game is a successful seller. In particular, a liquidated clause states a fixed amount of financial resources that the breaching individual has to settle because he or she has failed to conduct under the contract. However, the courts can find out that the aforementioned amount is likely to be a punishment or penalty and would not make it implementable.
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