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Rules of Jurisdiction
Jurisdiction is the authority over a certain area or persons (Legal Dictionary). There are a few factors that we need to look at to determine the proper court for this case. Three critical elements must be put into consideration for a proper law suit for any business case; personal jurisdiction, subject matter jurisdiction and minimum contacts.  Personal jurisdiction is the power of a court to render a decision affecting a person’s legal rights. (Kubasek, et al.)  Personal jurisdiction applied to Funny Face in case one, and thus the need for the court to render a choice to give Margolin and his company the rights back to be able to seek justice. Subject matter jurisdiction is the power of a court to render a decision in a particular type of case. The three forms of subject-matter jurisdiction are state, exclusive federal, and concurrent. (Kubasek, et al.) Subject matter jurisdiction applied to the first case study because it involved multiple states. Minimum contacts would play a role in this case because the parties involved are from different states. The courts have to decide which state will be allowed to assert jurisdiction over each defendant. 
Alternative Dispute Resolution
Alternative dispute resolution is a process where parties can settle a dispute away from the courts. This resolution method saves money and time for all parties and thus would be edeal for use in the Funny face situation.
According to Pavel, there are two main types of ADRs that include;
i) Mediation-this ADR method uses a mediator who helps disputing parties come up with a viable solution.
ii) Arbitration- it involves the use of a non-passive third party who listens to the grievances if the parties involved and makes a decision (Pavel, 2018).
Al funny face has a limited claim advantage and thus limited legal responsibility for its product; its use of PYF was a violation of the law and thus made them responsible for their actions. By violating federal law, their arbitration agreement could have been useless, and the company could face legal battle. Mediation was thus ideal for Funny face and Novelty Now.
Novelty Now could have used arbitration to stay involved but they are liable for Novelty Now’s use of the PFY chemical. Novelty Now could use conciliation for their ADR
Margolin and his company could need arbitration for affair compensation of their damages.
Criminal Acts
A criminal act is an act committed by a person that violates a law and which is punishable by the government. Corporations and corporate officers should liable regardless of involvement, because ultimately, it is their responsibility to hold their employees accountable to all legal standards within their state. Novelty Now is thus responsible for the replacement of the PYR chemicals in the aftershave.  .  
Potential Criminal Acts
Chris, Matt and Ian are liable to corporate criminal obligation. Both Funny Face and Novelty Now could be prosecuted for fraud, because they knowingly introduced a chemical to the product that was not federally approved in hopes for financial gain. The CEO of Novelty Now should also be held responsible for the Company’s use of harmful chemical ingredient. 
Potential Criminal Liability
Assuming that the use of the emulsifier PYR is a criminal offense, both Funny Face and Novelty Now should be criminally liable. All parties that were involved in the case were responsible for compensating Margolin.
Moral Decision-Making
 	Moral decision making is a process that entails careful consideration of the impacts of the business activities, products and services to all the business stakeholders. Novelty Now and Funny face made an unethically wrong decision without putting into consideration its adverse effects on the consumers by introducing PYR into the product. 

 Case II
There are four elements of a valid contract: “the serious intent by the person offering to be bound to an agreement, acceptance of the offer, Consideration, binding legal contract with reasonably definite terms, and contractual capacity” (Kubasek, 2018). Despite the fact that three of the elements of a valid contract hold, lack of a physically signed contract makes this verbal contract dismissible in court. A unilateral contract thus lacks means to assess the damages.
Based on Kubasek`s definition of a Quasi contract and a Promissory estoppel, a promissory estopell would be the most ideal because Sam would be bound to deliver 1000units of his device as promised. If we assume that the elements of a contract do not apply and there is no contract with Sam and the chain store, there could be the possibility that they could enter into a quasi-contract scenario or a promissory estoppel.  A quasi contract is “a court imposed contractual obligation to prevent unjust enrichment” (Kubasek, 2018) and a promissory estoppel is “the legal enforcement of an otherwise unenforceable contract due to a party’s detrimental reliance on the contract” (Kubasek, 2018). 
Applying a different perspective the case, neither party could be awarded a quasi-contract by the courts because neither party would stand to gain anything over the other. Reviewing this case, a promissory estoppel may fit better. Sam made the promise to the chain store manager that he would supply them with the 1000 units of his device. With the impending eviction, it would be safe to assume that Sam can no longer provide the units to the company as he had promised. If Sam is not able to complete his promise of 1000 units, the manager would have the chance of winning the promissory estoppels.
There is a procedure that should be followed when a contract is breached. This procedure includes warnings, notice of intent, and notice of eviction. In the case of Sam and the landlord, there is a lot of evidence on breach of contract on both sides, Sam has made noise that disturbs other tenants while the landlord has issued an eviction notice without prior notice of intent.
Further, for a breach of contract claim to be valid, a written statement in the contract should be present. 
Case III
There are different types of business entities namely; sole proprietorship, partnership, Corporation, and Limited liability company.
i) Sole Proprietorship.
This is a business entity that is owned by a one individual who is solely liable for its debts and entitled to all its net worth (Steven, 2018).  Jebs wind power business is a sole proprietorship and this is why he is held liable after the closure of the business by the Government. This business entity is advantageous in that; it is simple to organize and file taxes, there is no double taxation and the owner has full control owner his business.
Sole proprietorship is disadvantageous in that, it has an unlimited liability, the owner owes self-employment taxes, and the proprietor is the sole financier of the business (Steven, 2018). Creditors will not be in a position to seize Ecardia for the repayment of Jebs loans not unless Jeb used the property as collateral during loan acquisition. Filling for bankruptcy or negotiation for credit resettlement would save the sporting facility if Jeb had used it initially as collateral. 
ii) Partnership.
According to Steven, a partnership is a business entity that is owned by two or more individuals, who have unlimited personal liability to the for the business`s activities. Ecardia sporting facility is an example of a partnership between Jeb and Josh.   This business has the following advantages; wide sources of equity, wide skill and knowledge to run the business and there is no double taxation of the partners.
On the other hand, a partnership has its own disadvantages; general managers for example Josh have unlimited personal liability for the business actions and the self-employment tax applies to the partners share of income (Steven, 2018). In the Ecardia Sports case, Josh who is the general managing partner is liable for Jane’s case and her compensation.
iii) Corporation.
This business entity requires investors to buy shares in the stock exchange market as proof of its ownership. The investors are not liable to the corporation’s actions. The key advantages of a corporation are; liability of shareholders is up to their investment amount, adequate finances can be raised through selling of shares and shareholders can sell their shares to a third party. Steven says the business has the following challenges; it is faced with double taxation and the many taxes it pays add up to a lot of paper work (Steven, 2018). 
iv) Limited liability Company.
This business entity incorporates the partnership and corporation characteristics. It is thus the most ideal entity for a lot of businesses. The advantages associated with this entity are; investors are only liable to their investment amounts, can be structured for investors income to be send directly to them, professional managers with skill and expertise can run the business rather than the general manager, number of investors is not limited and it can issue different classes of stock(Steven, 2018). 
On the other hand, a limited liability company is limited by; different state laws on their structure and operations and the government’s annual maintenance fee.  
In a nutshell, informed decision making must put into consideration all aspects of ethics, moral, civil and criminal law to avoid legal problems. There are different types of business entities that include sole proprietorship, partnerships, corporations, limited liability companies, among others. Each of the above discussed entities have their own merits and demerits and thus ideal in different situations.
Another key area of interest in business is contracts, their key elements, breach of contracts and the consequences. Quasi partnerships which are strategic alliances are basic in agreements. Knowledge of the legal systems, different types of business entities, contracts and contracts breach, Personal criminal liability and criminal acts and the application of this in real life case scenarios is of critical importance in deeper understanding and using them in the business world.                                                                                                                                   
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