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Torts I Exam
St. Mary’s University School of Law

December 1992
Vincent R. Johnson

Essay Question Notes and Model Answer

[Note: During Fall 1992, Torts I was a three credit course
covering the basic intentional torts and defenses thereto,

basic rules on damages, and part of negligence (including
the Palsgraf duty rule, breach, and factual and proximate
causation -- but not including limited duty rules,
defenses, or joint and several liability). A good answer
to the essay question could have taken any of several
forms, and was not expected to discuss in any detail claims
fornegligent infliction of mental distress or invasion of
privacy. What follows is a list of thoughts on answering
the essay question and an example of one approach to the
tort of outrage clailtu]

Thought son the essay question

1. The answer should have discussed actions for both negligence
and the tort of outrage.

2. In connection with the discussion of the tort of outrage,
the answer should have:

— stated that the action could be based on recklessness or
intent; defined those levels of culpability and identif led the
facts relevant to such findings; precisely indicated that the
crucial factor was whether there was intent or recklessness with
respect to the mental distress, and not with respect to the act
of voyeurism.

- stated that the facts presently known do not appear to be
sufficient to satisfy the demanding standard imposed by courts
for proving the severity of mental distress; identified the
types of evidence that might satisfy that requirement; discussed
the remote, but colorable, possibility of persuading a court to
dispense with the severity element, as son~e scholars (including
Pedrick) have argued.

— defined “extreme and outrageous conduct” and taken a
position on whether that requirement was satisfied.

— identified the apparently insuperable problems in proving
causation, including the fact it was not known who looked
through the peep hole or whether anyone viewed the plaintiff;
stated that intentionally or recklessly tortious actions on the
part of employees, if they occurred, probably would not be
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imputed to the fitness center under respondeat superior;
discussed the unlikelihood that problems in proving causation
could be obviated by employing a res ipsa loquitur or
alternative causation theory, because such rules apply only in
cases where there is clear proof of harm and are normally
limited to negligence actions.

— discussed the availability of punitive damages, if
somehow an action for outrage could be stated.

3, In connection with the discussion of negligence, the essay
should have:

— identified the elements of that cause of action.
— clearly stated a theory of negligence liability —— e.g.,

unreasonable failure to discover and repair the peep hole during
the lengthy period in which it apparently existeth

— discussed the importance of whether the hole was located
in an area where it would have been observable through the
exercise of reasonable care.

— considered whether the loss of a promotion was damage
proximately caused by the alleged negligence and whether the
decision of the plaintiff’s employer was a superseding cause.

— discussed the policies relevant to the imposition of
negligence liability.

— identified briefly, if at all, the possibility of an
action f or negligent infliction of mental distress, subject to
the limitations of that doctrine.

— discussed the application of respondeat superior to a
negligence claim.

— stated that nominal and punitive damages are not
available for negligence.

— stated that there are no facts presently available to
establish liability on the part of individuals or any form of
concerted action liability.

Sample Discussion of The Tort of Outrage Issue

The egregious conduct which forms the basis for the present case
suggests an action under the tort of outrage (also know as an action
for intentional or reckless infliction of severe mental distress).
Most jurisdictions agree that in such a suit the plaintiff must
prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that:

(1) the defendant engaged in extreme and outrageous
conduct;

(2) the defendant intended to inflict mental distress or
was recklessly indifferent thereto;

(3) the plaintiff suffered severe mental distress; and
(4) the plaintiff’s mental distress was caused by the

defendant’s actions.

Although the first requirement is very demanding, it may be
possible to establish that men spying on unclothed women is extreme
and outrageous, for that conduct so offends commonly accepted notions



Page 3

of decency that it is possible to argue that the conduct is “utterly
intolerable in civilized society.”

In addition, depending upon how the facts develop, it may be
possible to show that the plaintiff suffered severe mental distress.
In general, courtS require a plaintiff to prove, through specific
evidentiary particulars, that the distress resulting from the conduct
was severe. Some courts go so far as to state that the distress must
be so extreme that no reasonable person could be expected to endure
it. The facts given to me indicate that female members of the club
have been embarrassed, and that Ms. Rangel thinks that the
embarrassing publicity accounts for a loss of her promotion.
Clearly, much more will be needed to prove severe mental distress.
We must obtain further information about exactly how her life has
been altered by the revelation. We need to explore such matters as
medical care, irritability, sleeplessness,ability to perform her
job, weight loss, and the like. If there is no convincing evidence
of severe mental distress, it will be difficult to prevail on a claim
under the tort of outrage, as that tort is currently interpreted.
However, one might then argue that the doctrinal contours of the tort
should be changed. It could be argued to a court, as some scholars
have asserted, that the severity of mental distress should only
affect the assessmentof damages. That is, it could be urged that
interests of the law in deterring extreme and outrageous conduct are
sufficiently great to warrant an award of nominal damages.

It may be possible to establish the mental state that is
required f or an outrage action. It seems likely that the voyeurs did
not act “intentionally” becausethey did not desire to cause mental
distress and that they were not substantially certain —— certain for
all practical purposes —— that the saute would result. However, their
conduct may well qualify as reckless. As long as the peep hole
existed, it could be discovered; if it was discovered and publicized,
there was a high probability that the possible victims would learn of
it and suffer severe mental distress. That was a risk totally
disproportionate to the utility of the conduct (which was zero) and
it was a risk consciously run by those who used the peep hole.

The major problem in an outrage action will be in proving
causation. Specifically, the identities of those who used the hole
is unknown. Indeed, it is not even known whether anyone viewed Ms.
Rangel while she was using the dressing room. Ms. Rangel will not be
able to recover if she must prove that some particular person looked
at her.

There are occasions when the law easesor shifts the plaintiff’s
burden of proof on the issue of causation. However, it is not clear
that any of the recognized theories —- res ipsa loquitur, alternative
liability, enterprise liability, or market share liability -— would
fit here. Each of those theories comes into play only when it is
clear that the plaintiff has been injured and it would be unfair to
force the plaintiff to go uncompensated. Here, there is no clear
evidence of injury, only a possibility that Ms. Rangel’s privacy may
have been invaded. Where the fact of injury is uncertain, there is
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little reason for the courts to alter the usual rules on causation.
Moreover, if any of the above—mentioned theories were invoked, they
would be employed against a group of potential voysurs. In a res
ipsa case, it would be difficult or impossible to show that the
defendants stood in an integrated relationship which made it fair to
require each to guard the plaintiff froiti harm by the other, because
the voysurs may have included both employees and patrons. In the
absence of a showing of integration, res ipsa has not been available
against multiple defendants. Alternative liability, enterprise
liability, and market share liability cannot be invoked against
multiple defendants, unless the plaintiff can show that each was at
fault; in the face of the denials of knowledge made by the fitness
center staffers, it will be impossible to make such a showing. That
lack of evidence will also make it impossible to rely on a concerted
action theory to circumvent the necessity of proving who in
particular, if any one, viewed Ms. Rangel.

In the absence of proof of causation, an action for outrage will
fail,
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The December 1 ~LIortsIEssa Question

Essay Question Instructions

It is important for you to 2~g~4ze our answer. Please express
your thoughts clearly and accurately in properly punctuated,
correctly spelled sentences, ~!ewrite1eib1,

~sa Question

A recent law school graduate, you are a new associate in a law
finn which normally handles business matters. A senior partner has
called you into her office to discuss what n~ay be a personal injury
case. The matter involves Juanita Rangel, the daughter of the
principal owner of one of the firm’s major corporate clients.
Following an interview with Ms. Rangel, the partner authorized an
investigation of the events surrounding her case. Based on the
investigator’s report and information learned directly from Ms.
Rangel, it appears that the evidence will establish the following
although this information is subject to change as the facts of the
case are developed:

Since early 1990, Ms. Rangel, an advertising executive, has
been a member of the Imperial Fitness Center, an elite athletic
club adjacent to an upscale shopping mall, Ns~Rangel has used
the facilities of the fitness center, including the women’s
shower and locker rooms, on a regular basis since joining the
club. She has typically gone to the center three or four times
each week, with the exception of the last six months, during
which time she has used the facilities, on average, not more
than once every week or ten days.

It has been learned recently, from a variety of sources,
that since the opening of the Imperial Fitness Center in late
1989, male employees have been spying on naked females in the
women’s locker room through a peep hole concealed behind a
utility vent. Apparently, several men have been involved in
these voyeuristic activities. In all likelihood, the “peeping
Tomsl! have included some, but not all, members of the seven—
member janitorial staff. It is also possible that some of the
twelve men on the fitness training staff, and perhaps some of
the male patrons of Imperial Fitness Center, have participated
in the conduct which is now the center of the dispute.

Since the Center opened in late 1989, several employees
have left the janitorial and fitness staffs, and others have
been hired. The list of patrons has also changed on a continual
basis, as persons have been added to or dropped from the
membership roster.
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The concealed peep hole was first made public on television
during a news program called The Ten O’clock Report. An
investigative reporter had received an anonymous tip about the
existence and location of the hole. The reporter, accompanied
by a film crew, called upon the Imperial Fitness Center,
Startled by the presence of the entourage, a recently—hired
assistant manager allowed the crew to enter, confident that no
peep hole existed, The footage shot by the film crew clearly
documents the existence of the hole, Moreover, the nature of
the opening suggests that it was made solely for the purpose of
enabling persons to spy on women undressing, or already
disrobed, in the adjacent locker room.

Of course, there is no documentary evidence to show when
the peep hole was used, or who was spied upon, The present
members of the janitorial and fitness staffs all deny that they
knew of or looked through the hole, They state that they first
learned of the hole’s existence during or after the television
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EssayQuestionInstructions

It is important for you to organizeyouranswer,Pleaseexpressyour thoughtsclearly and
accuratelyin properlypunctuated,correctlyspelledsentences.Pleasewrite legibly.

TheEssayQuestion

A recentlaw schoolgraduate,you area newassociatein a law firm which normally
handlesbusinessmatters. A seniorpartnerhascalledyou into her office to discusswhat maybe a
personalinjury case. ThematterinvolvesJuanitaRange!,thedaughteroftheprincipal ownerof
oneofthefirms majorcorporateclients, Following an interviewwith Ms. Rangel,thepartner
authorizedan investigationoftheeventssurroundingher case.Basedon theinvestigatorsreport
andinformationlearneddirectly from Ms. Rangel,it appearsthat theevidence~viIIestablishthe
following althoughthis informationis subjectto changeasthefacts ofthecasearedeveloped:

Sinceearly 1990,Ms. Rangel,an advertisingexecutive,hasbeena memberof the Imperial
FitnessCenter,an elite athleticclub adjacentto anupscaleshoppingmall. Ms. Rangelhasused
thefacilities ofthefitnesscenter,including thewomensshowerandlockerrooms,on a regular
basissincejoining theclub. Shehastypically goneto thecenterthreeor four times eachweek,
with theexceptionofthe lastsix months,during whichtime shehasusedthefacilities, on
average,not morethanonceeveryweekor ten days.

It hasbeenlearnedrecently,from a varietyof sources,that sincethe openingof the
ImperialFitnessCenterin late 1989,male employeeshavebeenspying on nakedfemalesin the
womentslockerroomthroughapeepholeconcealedbehinda utility vent. Apparently, several
menhavebeeninvolved in thesevoyeuristicactivities, In all likelihood, the peepingToms’ have
includedsome,butnot all, membersofthe seven-memberjanitorialstaff It is also possiblethat
someofthetwelvemenon thefitnesstraining staff; andperhapssomeofthemalepatronsof
ImperialFitnessCenter,haveparticipatedin the conductwhich is now thecenterof thedispute.

Sincethe Centeropenedin late 1989, severalemployeeshaveleft thejanitorial and fitness
staffs,and othershavebeenhired. Thelist of patronshasalsochangedon a continualbasis,as
personshavebeenaddedto ordroppedfrom themembershiproster.

The concealedpeepholewas first madepublic on televisionduring a newsprogramcalled
TheTenO’clock Report. An investigativereporterhadreceivedan anonymoustip aboutthe



existenceand locationof thehole. Thereporter,accompaniedby a film crew,called upon the
ImperialFitnessCenter.

Startledby thepresenceof theentourage,a recently-hiredassistantmanagerallowedthe
crew to enter,confidentthat no peephole existed. Thefootageshotby thefilm crew clearly
documents the existenceof thehole. Moreover,thenatureof theopeningsuggeststhat it was
madesolely for thepurposeofenablingpersonsto spy on womenundressing,or alreadydisrobed,
in the adjacent locker room.

Of course,thereis no documentaryevidenceto showwhenthepeepholewasused,or
whowasspiedupon. Thepresentmembersof thejanitorial andfitnessstaffsall denythat they
knewofor lookedthroughthehole. Theystatethat they first learnedoftheholesexistence
duringor afler thetelevisionreport. The holewassealedby thefitnesscenterimmediatelyafter
thereportaired.

Theembarrassmentsufferedby femalemembersofthefitnesscenterhasbeengreatly
increasedby recentnewspaperreportsof rumorsaboutphotographs.Accordingto the rumors,
picturesofsomenakedpatronsweretakenandaregoingto be usedfor blackmail purposes.
Theseallegationshaveattracteda greatdealof attentionbecause,like Ms. Rangel,manyofthe
femalepatronsoftheclub occupyhigh-profilepositionsin thecommunity. Ms. Rangelbelieves
that shewaspassedover for a promotionat her advertisingfirm becauseit wasweII~knownthat
shewasaregularuseroftheImperialFitnessCenter,andthus therewasa risk that
embarrassingphotosmight becomepublic and adverselyreflect upon her firm,

Thepartnerwhohassoughtyour advicedoesnot regularlypracticein thefield of torts.
Basedon yourknowledgeof TortsI, pleasepreparefor her a brief memorandumdiscussingany
claimsMs. Rangelmight file, including a candidassessmentoftheir likelihood of success.It is
especiallyimportantthatyou be realisticin your assessmentof thechangesof prevailing, for the
firm will handlethecaseon a contingentfeebasis, if it recommendsfiling suit. (Do not discuss
any possibleclaimsby Ms. Rangelagainstthetelevisionstation, televisionreporter,film crew, or
newspaper.)

[END OF EXAM]



Torts I FaIl 1994 EssayQuestion

(This questionraisesa rangeof issuesrelating to simple
intentionaltorts and basicnegligence,includingparentalliability
for thetorts of children, concertedaction liability, insurance
coverageof tort damages,andtheconsequencesof classifyinga
defendant~sconductas intentional,reckless,or negligent.)

It is importantfor you to organizeyour answer. Pleaseexpressyour thoughtsclearlyand
accuratelyin properlypunctuated,correctlyspelledsentences.Pleasewrite legibly.

Alvin Archtall hadjust turnedseventeenyearsofage. To celebratetheevent, his friends,
Bob Boxer, 16, andCamilo Cochran, 18, decidedto ‘do somedamage.”Theytold Alvin that
theywould pick him up at 11 p.m. for an eveninghe wouldnt forget. Alvin saidthat he wouki be
waiting in his mother’sWinnebagotravel trailer parkedalongsidetheir house. Alvins parents
wereawayon vacationin theVirgin Islands.

In preparationfor theevening,Bob broughta semi-automaticrifle that his fatherhad
purchasedso that he could protecttheBoxerfamily. (Unlike theArchtalls andtheCochrans,the
Boxerslived in abad partof town.) Bobs fatherhad told him on severaloccasionsneverto
touchthe gun. Bob wasable to borrow’ it becausethegun cabinetin which it waskept had a
brokenlatch,which hadntworkedfor years.

Camilo hadcrashedhis parentsLexus aweekearlier, andthey refusedto let him useany
oftheirothercarsfor 3 months. To dealwith that problem,Bob borrowedhis girlfriendscar, a
white 69 Mustangwith ahood scoop,dual racingmirrors, andaloud muffler, telling her that he
neededit for some‘specialbusiness.

At 11 p.m., Bob andCamilo pickedup Alvin. Theyall hadbeendrinking.
Notwithstandingacurfew ordinancewhich madeit unlawful for personsunder17 yearsof ageto
be on thestreetsafter 10 p.m. (exceptwhenaccompaniedby a parentor guardian),theyheaded
for RoyalBoulevard,thewealthieststreetin the city. As thecarsquealedaroundthecorneronto
Royal,Bob pointedthe rifle out thewindow. Camilo pressedthegaspedalto thefloor, then
yelled “watch this,” Thecarroaredup thestreet. As it did, Bob fired aroundof ammunition
towardthehousestheypassed.Alvin wasstartled,indeedhorrified, But he didn’t want to let his
truefeelingsshowfor fearof beingridiculed. As soonas thenoisedied down, he managedto say
“That is socool,’ but nothingmore.

Thebulletscut a swathof destruction,splinteringtrees,striking walls, andbreakingglass.
Oneshell brokethroughthe library window of oneof themansions,injuring a youngchild, who
wasbeingrockedto sleepin his mothersarms. Whenthechfldsmother,Delia, sawthebaby
spatteredwith blood, shecollapsedwith griefand shock. Thechild fell from her arms, struck his
headon themarblefloor, anddied.

Delia and herhusbandhaveconsultedyou for adviceon whetheranyonecan beheld liable
for theharmthat hasbeendone. Indicatewhat theoriesof liability, if any, areworthpursuing,
andwhetheryou would be willing to handlethecaseon a contingentfeebasis, If your analysis
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requires additionalinfonnation,pleaseindicatewhat&cts you wantto investigate. Candidly
acknowledge any obstacles to recovery,
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TheEssayQuestion

Thefollowing articleappearedin theSanAntonioExpress-Newson November13, 1996.
Pleasereadthearticle,thendiscusswhether,andon whatbasisandto what extent, TheJenny
JonesShowcouldbe held liable in tort to theAmedurefamily. You shouldassumethat the
persongradingyour essayis unawareof any factsrelatingto thematterotherthanthose
discussedin thearticle. Therefore,if you know other informationaboutthecase and intend to
rely on thatinformationin your analysis,you mustdisclosethosefacts in your essay The essays
with be graded in a mannerso that a good grade does not depend upon whetherthewriter has
informationnot containedin thearticle quoted below,

PONTIAC, Mich. -- In a case that put “ambushtelevision”on trial, a “JennyJones
Show” guest Tuesdaywas sparedamandatorylife in prison and convictedof second-
degreemurderfor shootinga gay manwho revealeda crush on him during a taping.

In decidingagainsta first-degreemurderconviction, thejury found26-year-old
JonathanSchmitzacted without premeditationin the 1995 slayingof Scott Amedure,31.

Schmitzcouldget anywherefrom eight yearsto life in prison,with thepossibility
of parole. First-degreemurder carries no hope of parole.

Jurorssaid they concentratedalmost entirely on Schmitzsstate of mind when he
shot Amedure,who revealedan attractionto Schmitzthree days earlier as a studio
audiencewhoopedand hollered.

JurorJoyceOBrien said that for Schmitz, it waslike “someonepulls the rugout
from underyou.”

“Evenasanepersonmight havetroubledealingwith all that stufli” OBrien said.

The casehad focusedattentionon “ambush” televisionandtitillating daytimeTV
tactics,with Schmitzslawyersarguingthatthe showmisled him into believinghe was
going to meetthewomanofhis dreams.

Theysaidhe waspublicly humiliatedwhenhis secretadmirerturnedout to be a
man. That, coupledwith his historyof depression,suicideattempts,a thyroid ailment and



otherproblems,left him incapableof formingtheinternnecessaryto commitfirst-degree
murder,his lawyerssaid.

Thejury ofsevenmenand five womendeliberatedall day Fridayandabout 2 ½
hours Tuesdaybefore reaching its verdict, rejecting the lesserchargeofmanslaughter.

“We all felt he hada definite mentalproblem and the show exacerbatedthat,”
said another juror, Dale Carlington.

Prosecutor RomanKalytiak said: “I think we hada more compelling case with the
acts. The defensehada morecompellingcasewith making jurors feel sonyfor Jonathan
Schmitt”

Defense attorney James Burdick saidSchmitzwould appeal and predictedthe
judge would be lenient at Schmitz’s sentencing Dec. 4 andgive him the minimum.

Ainedure’sbrother, PeterAinedure Jr., said he wasdisappointedby theconviction
on a lesserchargeand that his family would pressaheadwith its $25 million lawsuit
against“The JennyJonesShow.”

“None ofthiswould havehappenedWit wasn’tfor theJenny Jonesshow’s
exploitation ofhomosexuality,a sensitiveissue,andthen exploitingthosepersonsthat had
difficulty with the toleranceofhomosexuality,suchasJonathanSchmitz,” he said.

The show’sproducers deniedmisleadingSchmitztoget him to go on theepisode,
which wastitled, unbeknownstto Schmitz,“Same-SexSecretCrushes.”

Jonestestified sheknowsvely little about how her show operatesandusually gets
the scriptsthe nightbefore a taping.

The showwasnever aired, but wasplayed for thejury.

In ~t AinedureoutlinedsexualfantasiesofSchmitzinvolving “whipped creamand

champagne”andrhapsodizedabout his “cute, little, hard body.”

Schmitzreacted with an embarrassedsmilebut no apparent anger. He turned

awaywhenAmedureput an arm around him and tiied to kisshim.

“Pm definitely a heterosexual,I guessyou could say,” Schmitz said.

Three dayslater, Schmitzbought a shotgun, drove to Ainedure’s mobile home
nearbyandkilled him at his doorstep.

Schmitz’s parentstestified that their son behavedoddly asearly as 3 yearsold,
whenhe would banghis head againstthe wall in anger. They saidby the time he was 16,



he wasbattlingweeks-longperiodsof depression.Later, he attemptedsuicideseveral
times.

A Detroit gay rights groupthat sawtheshootingas ahatecrime said it was
satisfied by the conviction.

In a statement,TelepicturesProductions,which owns“The JennyJonesShow,”
said of the verdict: “It doesn’t lessen the sadness and sorrow we feel about the senseless
murder of Scott Amedure and the painandsorrow his family and friendshavebeen
suffering,”
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Q~inn

SenatorVerde, at the behestof constituents,hasproposedto thestateLegislaturethe
following piece of legislation:

Property PossessorProtectionAct of 1995

1. No possessorofreal propertyshall be liable in tort for the deathor injury ofan
invitee resultingfrom a condition or activity on the property, unlessit isestablished
that the possessor’sconduct amounted to gross negligence,recklessness,or intentional
tortiousconduct.

2. Subdivisiononeof this Act doesnot apply or modify existing law if a profit-
generatingbusinessrelationshipexistedbetweenthe possessorandinvitee for a
continuousperiod ofnot lessthantwo yearsimmediatelyprior to thedateof the
accident.

3. Notwithstandingsubdivisionsone and two, no tort actionmaybecommenced
against a possessor based on death or injury ofan invitee if such harm resultedfrom a
dangerous condition which existedon the propertyat the time the possessor first
acquired possession of the property.

Except as modified by subdivisionsone,two, andthreeof this Act, prior law remains
in effect.

The Senator for whom you work hasasked you to assess the impactand desirability of the
proposed changes in light of relevantpolicy considerationsand contemporary trends in tort
law. Your memorandum should reflect a clear understandingof tort law andyour capacityfor
careful evaluation of legal issues.

You are not expected to undertake independentlegal research; rather you are to
demonstrateyour knowledgeof the Torts I andII coursesas they were taught. You may
discuss thisquestion with anyone. You may work alone or in a team of two or three persons,
in which casethe secretexamnumber of eachcontributormust be placedon the memorandum.
No oneoutsideof your team may reador comment upon your written memorandum. Please



follow this rule faithfully in orderto avoid becominginvolved in chargesof an honorcode
violation.

TimeS

Do not spend a disproportionate amount of time writing your memorandum. The
project is not intendedto derail yourwork in this or other courses. Rather,theobjectiveis to
ensurethat you havea chanceto demonstratewhat you know undercircumstancesthat
minimize thepotentialunfairnessof a timedessayexamination. Onceyou havethoroughly
reviewedthecourse,it shouldtakeno morethan a few hoursto draft and polish your
memorandum.A solid, thoughtful effortwill carry theday; brilliance is not requiredfor a
good grade on this part of the exam.

pnints-

Memoswill be scoredon a 140 scale,andmost gradeswill fall between75 and 125.
The examination administered during the assigned final exam time slot will consist solely of
multiple choicequestions. They will beworth 3 points each,and therewill probablybe a total
of about40 or 50 questions,althoughtheexactnumberhasyet to bedetermined,

It makes no difference whether you favor or oppose the proposed legislation. What
mattersis how well you justify yourposition from the standpointof existing law, public
policy, legal history, and practical implications.

Pnrm~f•

Your memoshould be typewritten or computer printed. The length must be not more
thanoneand one~ha1f,single-spacedpages,with one inch marginsand 12~point(standard)
typeface. Footnotes(or endnotes)are not permitted. Includecitations, if any, in the text of
thememo. You may (but neednot) cite or quotecasesin supportof yourargument,but only
casesset forth orcited in SATL. You may also cite or quotelaw review excerptsand textual
notescontainedin SATL, if you think that is useful. Your citations may be in abbreviated
form (e.g., See Palsgraf, SATL 218).

Do notplagiarize.

Do not placeyour memoin a specialfolder or binding. Simply staplethepages
securelyin theupper left-handcorner. You do not needto usespecialfonts; plain typefaceis
fine.

a
A studentshould neverattemptto write a paperduring examinations.Therefore,all

memoswill be dueon WednesdayApril 26 by 4:00 p.m. They may be turnedin to Caroline
Buckley, thesecretarynearmy office (LF 250).


