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[bookmark: _GoBack]Scenario 1:
Having a contractor who has not finished work that he or she was contracted to work on is against the terms and conditions of a contract. Alfred was contracted by Barbara to drill a well but failed to finish in time. The contractor is supposed to finish within the initially set budget and time frame. Whenever any two parties go into a contract, they are supposed to abide by the terms and conditions within the contract. Alfred was supposed to finish drilling the well by 1st August but could not finish in the time since his drilling machine broke down. In the process of drilling, he realized that he was also using 12 dollars to drill a foot which is more than what he initially asked for. He failed to do some research in order to come up with a cost of drilling the well that could affect much the expenses that could be incurred. 
Barbara has the right to sue Alfred for breach of contract since the project of drilling was not completed. They had earlier on agreed that the cost of drilling would be $3500 and the well to be drilled within a span of a month. The cost of drilling increased by 2 dollars and the drilling machine got damaged, and Alfred could not finish in time. Barbara has a right to have her project finished within the said cost and time frame. A contractor ought to conduct thorough research before signing any contract to ensure that he or she has all the information concerning the project.
In case of a breach of contract, one party or both parties may wish to have the terms and conditions of the contract enforced. In this process, one of the party will need to recover for any of the financial damages that are caused by the alleged breach (Mann, 2013). In the case, a dispute pops up over a contract, and the informal attempts at resolution fail, then the most common step that a person ought to take is a lawsuit. Barbara who claims to have incurred loss should sue the contractor, Alfred in a court of law for breach of contract. Once the case is tabled, Barbara will be compensated for her loss. She has undergone a loss due to the money that was paid in advance to Alfred, and the crops that dried due to lack of water. If the well had been drilled in time, Barbra could have pumped water to irrigate her crops which could have saved the crops from drying up. She is going to be compensated by Alfred a total of $3500, and $ 15000. It appears that the contract between Barbra and Carl had not stated a time frame within which the well was to be completed. Hence, Barbra will not receive any compensation from Carl; she will only receive compensation from Alfred. The damage that occurred due to lack of water; drying of the apple plantation, is to be paid by Alfred since he failed to finish drilling the well in time. If the well had been drilled in time, before August, the plantation could not have dried.
Scenario 2:
In the second scenario involving Extra and Mundo, Mundo was not obligated to sell the press to Extra for $2.4 million. There seems to have been unfinished businesses here; for instance, there were outstanding offers. The seller did not get back to the buyer since he had left town and could not answer emails or return office calls at the moment. Since the buyer had not heard any reply from the seller, they were not supposed to start any work. They were supposed to start the renovations once everything was settled between the seller and the buyer. 
Extra publishers kicked-off renovations and even went ahead to sign a contract to have electricity installed in the renovated pressrooms even without completing the contract with the seller, Mundo printing presses. Outstanding offers have got no guarantee that they will be accepted and hence the buyer needs to be patient enough until the contract is signed. Once the two parties have entered into a contract, then the buyer can begin the renovation of the rooms and contract the necessary companies to carry out the works required before installing the pressroom machines. If Mundo was obligated to sell the press machinery to the Extra printing company, then they did the wrong thing, they were not supposed to cancel the outstanding orders. Extra publishers were supposed to sue Mundo for any incurred expenses and inconvenience that took place during the time of renovation of the pressrooms and contracting the company to install the electrical appliances. When a company is obliged to another, it ought to ensure that it does what the two companies had agreed so as to avoid any losses that could occur due to the breach of contract. 
Extra's rights are that Mundo should sell the press machinery that they had earlier on agreed or still stay within the negotiation and hence have all the outstanding offers stay in force. The remedies for the breach of contract are money for damages, reformation, and specific performance. The money damage will take into consideration a sum of money that is given as compensation for financial losses that were caused by the breach of the contract. This will include the financial resources that were utilized during the reformation of the pressroom and the contract that was signed to have electricity and other appliances installed within the pressrooms that had been renovated. The performance of the Extra press company had also been affected by the works that had kicked-off to ensure that the renovations were carried out as anticipated. Once renovations start in any kind of company, the daily operations carried out within the company cannot be executed as usual (Practising Law Institute, 2001). There has to be some kind of disturbance that leaves the company not doing business as usual; there will be displacement of working stations from one room to another, and this will definitely take time to settle and thus will affect some activities within the organization.
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