
WILLIAM 8 MARY WN UBRARY 

Write yslur awwcrs to Qudrm 6 & Tiin Aslver BuoMez D - the baoHet 

"To my Snughtec, b4my, during her natural life a d ,  at her death, to  he^ 
citifdrsrar if .Amy des wi&alaa issue. then LO the nexf of kin on her fa&erls 
side. @' 

At the time of l ab ' s  death, b y  had one csld, Bcw. Betty, in m, had o m  
chiJdl. Cindy. John was survived only by A h y ,  Betty, Cindy, dX of whom were 
aduks at the h e  of Job's death. 

In ZW5r Amy md f3ew sold B l s k ~  EO PzuE and joined in a deed canveying 
'"dI interests of Amy md B e q  in BSack;tm :a Paul-'' 

h 22000, Betty died in an automobile accident $urvived by Cindy, her only child. 
In 263@2, Amy died, ~lil.xpc4veQ: by her gmd&ughts. Cindy, 

Cindy has sued to eject Paul from B % B c ~ L ~ ,  She C ~ ~ I S  she O'itv'n~ BPac!kam 
beauset as Amy% s&M&sfpe  is a "c%Id"" of Amy; she is "isstoe" af ,4nny; and she is 
"next of k W  of Jshxt; md &e~fo'ora: title vested in hcr in fee sirnpie at rhe dt& of her 
grsmbarher, b y .  

Pad &fen& on &e gfsun& t h a ~  he bad spired g d  Gsfe fzam Amy md Betty 
in 19% and that, upan . b y ' s  death, here was no pssibiId~ of &n"kating itis We, 

(a) At the time of rhe 1995 eonveymce to Paul by A m y  and Betty, what was 
the nature a5 P d ' s  titlo, if my? Explain buy, 

@] BRno should px~vait in Cindy" suit against Pad? Explain fully, 

pemhdcr: Wria your answer to the above questton # 6 in BmhteC D - t h e w  bookie1 

7. Romy Church ~ $ t ~ e d  Ckmrn, at wcprking f- in huetourn Cp3~ncy~ 
\c'i@nia. D03iIy Lam:: owned W"tnireac32 the ridjoining parcel dsa in budcrun County. 
In 2082 Dolly began a computes chip mnnufac~ng  operadorm on Whiteacre and, in the 
process, began dunaping certain chemicals into a creek that ran h r n  hcs property tfir~ugh 
Greenacre. Ronny used waer from the mds to irrigate firs craps. 
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Ronny had two craps: one that he described as " g o m e t  :enucz;" and the othcr. 
tobacco. The tobacco was ?Emred rutlurid the ~r imeter  of his fa?, and Ehe "_;a~rn~er 
letmce." pzcctcd md hidden by ihe sailer : o h c o  plsnts. grew in h e  centc: of rhe fieid. 
Over rime. Ronny n~lrued tha! the '"glsumer le tmce 'ka  acquiring ;3 t;Iistinclsvc yeiilow 
hue. The tobacco seemed so be unnffecea, Z_n fact, and unbe'mown co Doily, the 
"'gourmet lettuce" was marijuana. 

A water analysis. cormlissicsme6i by Rcdnny, revealed that the chemcals Daily was 
eirrmping into h e  creek were causing h e  discoiancic~n of he "gomet  lettuce," mmd :hatnr, 
in time, con&nucd dumping OF hie c5emicai wotsld datm): rhe pmcetisiy sensinva 
''goumer lemce" king grown an Greenacre. 

Runny wrote Dolly a tettes demmding that she imedisrely stop polluting the 
creek. DsHy rcspoazded by saying that she had s valid permit to operate her business and 

she had kcn  assured that the chemicals she was using (tvcse ~ ~ C : S S  to 1 9 W  
planrrs. Dolly &so stated W s&e had invested aver $250,W8 in her bbuatna, Doily 
islsjsted rtaat Rgnny's pmblems came from same cather source and ~ k e d  to change Ret 
current methob sf operation. 

Romy filed rt Bill of Complaint, under oath, in the Circuit C o w  of Loiadom 
Couary against D d y  asertirng the facts autIiaed above. + Count Om degcd c iha Doily 
acted itmn@llly, fist Roany3 cmvznr cmp of '"ornet !emcc1t was &e$, mei &at 
future mops WQSEI~ kisdvWIy ra%Ecctcd by &e crsn&mG.iora. Count O~ac pmyed &faat 
DoiSy be "-solely as$ pesmanmdy enjoin& from farther pISuriTag the creek. 

Count: Two of the Bill of CornpXa.int repeated &c facts dajlleged in Count One and 
hrchs~  &eged that by fding to smp the chemical dumping when quested t0 do set, 

Dolly had &$troy& the cash crop of '"garnet Iettua'' far the camma seasan, for which 
Rsnny skad far j ladpae is the mount of S150.OW. 

Upon being sewed with the bjilf of cornp~ain~, f i l l y  retained a iocrtl artumey, 
who promptly filed a modon to dismiss. The motion to dismiss averred that the Bill of 
Complaint was insufficient because Rtsnny had misjoined causes of action andl could net 
in Count Oaa seek rtn equixable remedy and E-Il Cowt TWO seek a leg& remedy. 

a Did Dofly" lawyer file rr ppet pEea&ng? E2xplzt.i~ M y .  

(b) How snould the Cow mlc on the issue of misjainder? h p l a i ~  Mly. 

(c) What factors wilI &e Court consider md which of he foregoing facts will 
i t  apply in deae~d;ring whether to gm~flr prckiminzry &jm~tivt nlid? 
Expl&n fully. 
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f 4  .&s ic  that Pishls months after entry of an unappedcd final decree 
gnnting injunctive relief in favor or" Ronny, Doily I c m s  &at Rmny's 
cash MOP of "gourmet lenucc" was redly marijuana. hssumc also that 
reslampdoa by Dolly of dumping the ejnemicds inro she cxek docs not 
viola& any cav~mnmend ar water safety jaws. Baed on ;-his new 
infomadon, 1s ahme my me= $y which Dally can seek iudicial relief 
from rhe 6nd d e c , ~ .  and, if so, what 1s !he probable result? Expiain 
fully. 

pemhder: %'hire your w w e r  w r$c atwve question ti '! in BuoWet E) - the Pf;'RFLE booWcq 

-P NOW SWITCH to GREEN Answer Booklet - Booklet E 4c 

Ell The senior partner 05 thc 2S-Iawycx W;llrrentan, Virginia Paw b, fbr 
whickt you ax working as ;a srrrnmier Iaw cferk* poses; the foDowing probJesn md 
qsles~aars: 

Paher Carporation, a f q I v d a  coqontian (Pahutzrj, has asked the f ma t~ 
represenr it ixr coilecaing 0x1 a judgment P b a  obtahtd against Davis, kc., a Norah 
CaoSBkra cosgxzmtioa ~ E s ) ,  m u f a c m a  hdwaid V ~ Y C S .  

In 1194, kt a cam? of  m r d  in Bucks Comty, Permy1vda, Paher  abtained a*, 
(- 
\\- / 

$22,000 defiriJt jdgmeno against Davis on a pasz due account for goods sold to Dw& in 
North Carolina. Davis bad notice ofthe lawsuit but did not appear in the trial cum and 
did not i9pped &E judmmr- P a h a  been wb2c to ca4fect the judgmctrt tc,~ dare, 

f W e x  has just leaxed &at a truck owned by Davis was invoIv& in an accident. 
on Virginia f awe 29 f a t  week and is; currently undergoing repaim la a commercid 
garage O W D E ~ ~  by Chris Chatles in Farguier Goxmty, Virginia, estimated vdue of the 
Davis tsrck is $SS,QQtE. P r is conmrnd that aace &c repairs are ccampIIeted, the 
m k  .*.ill be &vm back ro EJmh C m h a  

In &C e d y  699a)'s, mother pmnm i.n the Wmnton law firm represented Davis 
in coaneclion with a Vixgirailx tax audit. Baed an the foMlowirsg cankdons, which were 

md put fa& an Zlgvis' behalf by bie fim's pmerp Davis was absolved ~f 
a: &visbnjly e%cm and muhckmsiaig r'adEtjl weire 

located in North Carolina (except for a tempomy office in Pennsylvania which Davis 
mted for six, months in I993 for the benefit of, and as additional carrtpns;1tian to, i ts 
Vice President of until she could *I1 her home and relacafe to North 
CmEna); it  eanpbyed no sides personnel to d an cmrsmm; Enstad, ir made its sdes 
at t&e; time exc2lwiwefy in heBme an is on-line cat;alsgue, toll free tckphcrme number, 
and xecmmm@adaPions fram pmfestional engineers, whom it enter&ained regularly st golf 
wrings in IPIn~hunt NO& CmoZina. The: audit was con~lu&d in 15696, rrnd Davis has 
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Carey has sued Moody and FfL for cornpensaLory damages arising from .Mrndy7s 
11 enc-,. rreg:'g 

(a) .h Moody and FTL, or either of them. EabIe fur Brjdgefolia's injuries 
and for carnuermsmxy and punitive damages? Explain fufly. 

[b) Are Moody and EIZ, or eirher of them, Iia'oIe fur Carey's injuries and 
compensatuq damages? Explain Fully. 

Feminder: Write your answer to the above question # 9 in Booklet E - the GREEN booicleil 

Proceed t o  the short answer qffestio~s in Booklet f - (We 
PINK &uokletj. 




