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[bookmark: _GoBack]Question 1:
The elements of the intentional tort of the battery include an original intent of one party to make contact without consent of the party to be wronged. The second element focuses on the actual contact that occurs during the incident together with the new effects caused on the wronged party. The last element of an intentional tort is the harm; this is the overall harm caused to the wronged party. In the case of Chase vs. Stewart, the incident led to the death of the Perry’s.
	In the incident, the battery was committed since Paez intentionally used structurally defective straps.
Question 2:
	They include Duty, Breach, Cause, and Harm.
Question 3:
	There was a negligence action in the incidents following the main accident. 
1. Duty – The M&A trucking company owed the Perry’s a duty to provide a safe driving experience for the safety of other motorists using the highway. Paez owed the Perry’s family duty to secure the vehicles correctly and using firm straps during the entire operation.
2. Breach – Paez breached the code of conduct through failing to secure the vehicles being transported securely. The law, in this case, was to provide adhere to safety regulations and proper use of highways, that is the California Vehicle Code Section 24002(a)
3. Causation – the incident was caused by the use of structurally unsound straps to secure the vehicles. In addition to this, the vehicles were not properly secured. This was the causation of the accident.
4.  Damages -  damages in this incident include most importantly death of the Perry’s and destruction of the vehicle they were using.
Question 5:
M& A owed the Stewarts a duty; the duty was to guarantee the Perry’s a safe drive while in the highway.
Question 6:
Indeed, Chase owed the Stewarts a duty; the duty was to regularly inspect the fleet of vehicles owned by the particular company to ensure the roadworthiness and safety.
Question 7:
Based on the evidence collected from the scene, when chase allowed operation of uninspected vehicles and use of weak straps, it was foreseeable that a deadly incident was bound to happen.
Question 8:
If I were on the jury, I would hold Paez responsible for the incident. This is because the defendant knowingly used weak straps to secure the transported vehicles. In addition to this, Paez also secured the vehicles loosely; all this was done knowingly.
Question 9:
I would hold Chase and M& A for punitive damages. The standard for punitive damages is to deter the party held liable from engaging and or creating situations similar to the ones being accused of in the current civil lawsuit (ALEC, 2014).
The supreme court states that only a portion of the awarded punitive damages should be given to the plaintiff’s 
Question 10:
A total of $ 1,150,000 for the funeral, burial expenses, and lost income.
Amount recovered from M& A Trucking: $500,000
Amount recovered from Chase Finance: $ 400,000
Amount recovered from Paez: $ 250,000
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