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Contract Remedy
[bookmark: _GoBack]A contract involves what two or more parties have agreed to adhere to as their terms of operation. The parties involved also spell out the consequences clearly to each other in case one of them breaches the agreement. When the parties sign the contract terms, they may decide to have a witness or keep the agreement document for further reference. When one of the parties breaches the contract, the other party can decide to sue the person who breached the contarct in the court of law or seek other remedies of rectifying the damages that breaching causes. One of the solutions the parties can apply is specific performance. The particular performance serves as an equitable remedy in the law contract, and the court gives an order to the party who breached the contract to perform a specific activity that can make the contract performance complete (Kubasek et al., 2020). Courts usually use particular performance as a relief when the information being handled is confidential or involves real property.
Alabama Sports Marketing should seek specific performance of the contract. The disagreement that Gump is in with the developer is not part of the deal that Alabama Sports signed with Gump. The developer is a third party that will aid Gump to complete the mission he has with Alabama Sports. Since Alabama has not breached the contract it signed with Gump; it should seek for specific performance that will compel Gump to complete the contract he signed. Further, Alabama Sports Marketing is a company that deals with real property. If it takes an act of charging a fine from Gump in case he fails to deliver according to their agreement, the company may have a tarnished name, and this may impact its image negatively. The action may make the potential clients fear to make deals with the Sports company; hence the company will have losses at the end.
The court will determine the validity of the liquidated damages clause by reviewing the clause against the conditions and terms outlined in the contract. The court will also establish the reasonability of the amount the breach will attract and the actual harm it is likely to cause if one party breaches the contract. In the case of Alabama Sports Marketing and Gump, Gump is set to pay 2million-dollar worthy of damages if he fails to complete the deal. The court will enforce the clause if the amount the contract states is not unreasonable and exaggerated (Kubasek et al., 2020). The clause is still valid since the time agreement for which they signed the contract has not yet elapsed. The amount stated is reasonable as it will cover the costs the company will incur to make the video game. The clause will hold Gump liable for the losses the company will incur if he fails to complete the advertisement role the Alabama Sports assigned him. The Alabama Sports Marketing is unlikely to know if the video game will make the sells as stipulated in the agreement. The court will determine if the amount the contract states for the breach is a punishment or a penalty and will enforce it based on the judgement.
According to Kubasek et al. (2020), there are three equitable remedies for the breach of contract which include restitution, injunction and specific performance. Specific performance remedy orders the promiser to fulfil the promise as per the contract terms. Injunction directs the promiser to stop doing anything that they are not supposed to do. Restitution applies where incapacity happened to lead to avoidance of the contract, or there was a misrepresentation. In the case of Alabama ports and Gump, specific performance is the most appropriate remedy. The court should give an order that will direct Gump to participate in the video game. 
Three primary legal remedies are available for the breach of contract, and they include rescission, monetary damages and liquidation damages (Kubasek et al., 2020). In monetary damages, the party that breaches the contract bears all the financial losses that the breach causes. Rescission relieves the non-breacher of the deal from carrying any losses that the contract breaching causes.  For the liquidation remedy, the non-breaching party gets some money as an award when the other party breaches the contract. The most appropriate treatment for the case of Alabama Sports Marketing and Gump is specific performance.
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