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QUESTION ONE

The DENT CORPORATION (hereafter, "DENT"), manufactures and sells laser
beam pointers, and the item becomes a fast-selling product. The DENT laser-beam pointer
emits a red, low-power beam of light that casts a small point of red color upon its target.
The laser-beam pointer is used by teachers and speakers, or as a novelty item.

DICK purchases a DENT laser-beam pointer and, one week later, easily opens the
item's case by removing a single screw. DICK inspects it power source. DICK removes
the battery inside the product and replaces it with another battery, the subsequent battery
being four times as powerful as the original.

The next night DICK is with a group of friends and displays the DENT laserbeam
pointer, showing how the emitted beam of light casts a point of red color. PEG, a friend
within the group, wants to inspect the laser-beam pointer so she attempts to grab the item
out of DICK's hand. When she does so, the laser-beam pointer becomes briefly aimed at
one of her eyes and the beam of light permanently injures her vision in that eye.

An expert who has inspected and tested the product will testify that the
substitution of the higher-powered battery made the product's light beam more intense
and therefore unsafe for human eyes. DICK is without assets and PEG desires to bring
an action against DENT.

DISCUSS: PEG vs. DENT CO. in Strict Products Liability
(Do NOT discuss Negligence or Warranty causes of action)

* * * * * * * * *
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QUESTION TWO

PATTI is a grammar school teacher in Monterey. She visited DAVE, an
accountant who prepares federal tax forms, and she provided him with her 2023 income
data, including information that she received additional income for several articles she
wrote under a false name. PATTI's articles appeared in The Revolution Reporter, a
periodical that is radically critical of American politics and which espouses the violent
overthrow of the American government.

DAVE had served in the American military and considered himself a patriot. He
was concerned about PATTl's status of being both a grammar school teacher and a
contributor to a politically radical periodical. Without PATTl's permission, DAVE wrote a
letter to the Monterey NEWS, a newspaper of general circulation. DAVE's letter stated,
"PATTI, a teacher of tender minds, also writes for The Revolution Reporter".

The NEWS thereafter printed a story identifying PATTI by her real name and
place of occupation. The article described PATTI as a "bomb-throwing anarchist" who
was "corrupting innocent Monterey children in her classroom". In fact, PATTI was not
an anarchist, nor had she ever thrown a bomb, nor had she ever mentioned her political
views to her students.

Shortly after the article appeared in the Monterey NEWS, PATTl was removed
from her classroom by the Monterey School District and she was informed that her
services as a teacher would not be needed for the following year. PATTl is furious at
both DAVE and the Monterey NEWS. She consults you regarding a lawsuit.

DISCUSS: 1. PATTl vs. DAVE in Invasion of Privacy

2. PATTl vs. NEWS in Defamation

* * * * * * * * *
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QUESTION THREE

PAUL is an inventor and machinist who wishes to build a machine that mounts race-car
rubber tires on special metal wheels. PAUL designs the apparatus to be powered by hydraulic
rams capable of applying pressures of up to 6,000 pounds of force. One of the necessary parts of
PAUL's design is a pressure gauge that informs the machine's user of dangerous pressures.

PAUL drives to DAN's mechanical supply store where he shops for a pressure gauge
and tells DAN about the intended use of the product, specifically mentioning that the race-car
tires and special-metal wheels can only withstand 5,000 pounds of pressure. DAN shows
PAUL a "DABBS X-800" pressure gauge and tells PAUL:

1. "The DABBS X-800 is a superior product", and
2. "The DABBS X-800 is capable of monitoring pressures up to 8,000 pounds".

Because of DAN's statements, PAUL buys the X-800 gauge for $1,000.

While the DABBS X-800 is a superior product that can reliably monitor pressures up to
8,000 pounds, the item sold to PAUL was actually a DABBS X-200, an older
model worth only $100 and incapable of monitoring pressures beyond 2,000 pounds. All
DABBS pressure gauge products look and weigh the same but the internal components differ,
allowing different levels of pressure capacity. DAN had merely changed labels in order to
charge PAUL the additional cost.

PAUL assembled the machine he intended to invent and he installs the pressure gauge
purchased from DAN. During testing of the machine, PAUL is not sufficiently warned by
the DABBS X-200 and, unknown to PAUL, the machine generates 6,000 pounds of pressure.
As a result, PAUL's machine explodes and PAUL is seriously physically injured.

PAUL comes to your law office and tells you about DAN's lies and his harms.

DISCUSS: PAUL vs. DAN in Fraud

* * * * * * * * *












































