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The first legal issue: Zane punched Melvin and knocked him out. Was this a tort of battery and assault? 
Legal principles
Finding out whether this was a tort of battery and assault would involve considering whether:
i. Zane had threatened or harmfully contacted Melvin 
ii. Had he done this intentionally or accidentally? 
According to the Legal Information Institute article, there was a similar case of an inmate who hit a warden intending to escape. The warden became unconscious, and the inmate started moving out to pursue the escape mission. However, his hope was shattered when he was spotted from far by other wardens. The judge charged him with an assault (Luntz et al., 2017). 
Application of the case to facts:
i. By punching Melvin, Zane made harmful contact with him. He was able to escape after knocking Melvin out. 
ii. Everything that Zane did to Melvin was planned for. He intended to escape, and according to him, the only way his plan would work was by knocking Melvin out. 
The second legal issue: Zane punched Hellen and knocked her out. Was this a tort of battery and assault? 
Legal Principles
To find out whether Zane committed a tort of battery and assault, some of the crucial considerations would include:
i. Finding out whether Zane threated Hellen or imposed her to harmful contact
ii. Was all that Zane was doing to Hellen intentional or accidental?
iii. Were the actions by Zane part of self-defense as a result of being attacked by her?
According to the article, “Overview of Assault and the remedies”, an assault is considered a tort when the defendant feeds in the plaintiff's mind that he will batter them (Keren-Paz, 2018). 
i. Zane broke Hellen’s collarbone by punching her when he threw her out of the car. The punching subjected Hellen to sacrifice her favorite hobbies of golfing and skiing. 
ii. By punching Hellen, Zane committed an intentional act because he aimed at stealing her car to escape from the officers.
The third Legal Issue: Did stealing Helen’s vehicle render Zane a trespasser?
The legal principles
Determination of whether Zane can be considered a trespasser will involve finding out whether:
i) Hellen permitted Zane to enter her car or not
ii) Hellen instructed Zane to vacate from her property
iii) Zane continued to be in Hellen's vehicle despite knowing he was going against the owner's wish. 
The legal line article states that a person can be sued in the court of law if found accountable for trespassing, whether or not there is any evidence of damage (Fallon Jr, 2019). 
The legal information institute article stipulates that it is against the law to trespass, enter, or remain in other people’s property, except when someone is under invitation or permission from the legal owner of the property.
Application to the facts:
Hellen had not permitted Zane to board her vehicle. Rather, he punched her and stole the vehicle from her.
Although Hellen did not command Zane to move out of the vehicle, the reading reveals that she was uncomfortable with what was happening. 
Zane was aware that trespassing against other people’s property was against the law. Despite this, he purposefully engaged in trespass tort. 
The Fourth Legal Issue: Was Melvin's action a tort of carelessness when he engaged in chatting with his girlfriend while still guarding an inmate?
Legal Principles
To find out whether this action by Melvin was a sign of carelessness would involve answering such questions as:
i. Was Melvin aware of the duty assigned to him in the transport vehicle?
ii. Was there a breach of contract so that he was not on duty as the inmate escaped?
According to the article, “The tort of negligence”, The tort of carelessness may result if a situation occurs that results in suffering due to the entrusted individual failing to be careful in avoiding a speculated risk (Keren-Paz, 2018). 
Legal Applications
i. Melvin was in the vehicle to transport Zane to the City of Edmonton to seek medical attention. His role was to supervise the inmate to ensure that he arrived at the destination without issues (Case study #1). 
ii. Melvin decided to abandon it and started chatting with his girlfriend despite the awareness that he was on duty. 
iii. Because Melvin had glued his attention to his phone, Zane took advantage of the situation and knocked him to escape from the vehicle. Consequently, after escaping from the vehicle, he caused an injury to Hellen. All these damages that Zane caused resulted from the carelessness of Melvin (Case study #1). 
The fifth Legal Issue: Hellen hit Zane with a snow scraper. Can this be termed as a battery?
Legal Principles
The questions that need to be answered to conclude whether or not Hellen engaged in a battery case include:
i. Was Hellen threatening or engaging in harmful contact?
ii. Was the action intentional or accidental?
In law, Battery is enshrined on the need to protect other people’s bodies. The battery is a criminal activity and a tort. 
Legal applications.
i. [bookmark: _Hlk87194823]There was contact between Hellen and Zane (Case study #1).
ii. Even though that Hellen wanted to help the officers catch the inmate to prevent his escape, The action of hitting Zane was intentional.
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