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Scenario 2 -    Statute of Frauds
A statute of fraud is a form of laws and regulations that involves contracts which are in written form. The settlements require written agreements between two or more parties performing a business exchange where one party is paying another a debt for goods sold. With the proof of the agreed and signed contract in written form, then one party can sue the other in case of any default in the exchange(Huber,2017). The primary purpose of the statute of fraud is to act as proof and defense in case of a breach of the agreement made by the parties involved. For the contract of both parties to be enforced, it must fall under various set categories in the statute of frauds.
 In scenario two, the parties have an enforceable contract under the statute of frauds. This case is because there exists a written agreement between Kathy and pierce packaging on the price and terms of the purchase (Huber, 2017). The fax sent by the pierce packaging showing the price and the terms of payment to Kathy then Kathy replied by paying the dawn payment is full prove the parties come into an agreement making the contract enforceable to the statute of frauds. The scenario also falls under the category of goods valued $500 and above since the price of the cartons was $35000. 
Scenario 3 – Breach and Remedies
A breach of contract is a situation that occurs when one of the parties fails to abide by the contractual agreements. A party can fail to abide t the terms and agreements of the contract by either refusing to pay the needed amount in time or by failing to act following the terms agreed in the contract (Goldberger, 2018). A breach of contract can be easily solved by categorizing the lease as either material or immaterial. A violation of the contract is addressed by the court using the appropriate remedy for a particular breach. Solutions are used to bringing the parties of a contract into an anew peaceful agreement by repaying the affected party.
[bookmark: _Hlk19568387]In accordance to scenario three, Dixon did not breach his contract between him and Mendes. This case is because Dixon did not fail to abide by the requirements provided in the agreement, but instead, he decided to cancel the deal and payback the deposits made by Mendes (Goldberger, 2018). The court should rule in favor of Candace Dixon since there was no breach of contract in any way but a full exercise of his options as provided in the contract. A total deposit return should be made to Mendes and cancel the agreement. The court can also decide to rule with no favors to any party by canceling the contract and ensuring that any payments done during the contract should be compensated.
 Assuming that Dixon breached the contract in the scenario, then restitution is an appropriate remedy to partake. Restitution is a situation where the court orders the party responsible for the breach of contract to pay back any amount involved in the course of the contract. A loss in the expected earnings are not paid, but compensation for the money the victim party used to pursue the deal (Goldberger, 2018). Dixon will be needed to return the deposit to Mendes in full payment and then cancel the agreement. In restitution, one of the parties which are responsible for the breach is termed as incompetent since he was not able to abide by the terms of the contract. The competent party is then obligated to put the agreement into an end or agree to negotiate on the terms of the contract with the other party.
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