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PART TWO
1. Define “Passing off" and describe how it is an issue in this case. Who is the defendant? Who is the Plaintiff? What remedies would be available? What specific losses would be addressed? (6 marks)
Passing off entails the aspect of one entity representing their goods or services as being those of others (MTVM, 2021). The tort may be an issue since it may be thought of as dirty tricks, where some businesses might embrace it to compete with others unfairly. It can also be committed inadvertently or innocently. Also, the tort of passing off can occur when an entity name is embraced that is similar to an established business name that the public can be deceived to believe that the by one way related. 
In the provided case, the issue occurred based because Sidney and Nancy named their existing partnership organization Compact Business Systems. The latter is exceptionally like another effective business named Compaq Business Systems developed in the distinctive city. Also, the signs utilized in the Compact business System promotions embrace a red shading theme that the other organization has embraced. Besides, the logo and the logo's shading of the two organizations depict more similarities. Therefore, the latter is a significant issue since enhancing likenesses between the two organizations can mislead the clients by assuming that the two organizations are similar. 
The defendant, in this case, is the company that Sidney's and Nancy's partnership company has embraced another company's trademark. On the other hand, the plaintiff is the Compact Business Systems. 
Various available remedies include awarding the damages, where the defendant should award compensation to the plaintiff for every damage that occurred. Thus, Sydney and Nancy should compensate the original Compact Business for the damage that mimicked their name. The second remedy is the prevention of rights of the defendant party by a court of law that should cease proceeding with the deceptive act of copying another Compaq Business Systems.
The specific losses would be addressed in various ways, such as attaching goodwill to Compact's Business system that had already been an established company. Thus, it should remain relevant to the buying public and continue attracting more buyers, such as the product's appearance, its brand name, or both. The second specific is that the defendant company will likely suffer damages, such as loss of sakes because of mimicking someone else's name. The third specific loss is the misrepresentation, which does not consider whether Sidney and Nancy intended to confuse the public. Thus, the existing similarity between the two companies would have allowed Sidney and Nancy Company to make more sales by falsely associating with an established brand Compaq Business Systems.
2. What is interference with contractual relations and how is it relevant in this case? Who is the plaintiff and who is the defendant? What are the facts that support a possible claim? What remedies would be available in this situation?  (6 marks)

Interference with contractual relations depicts the existing relationship between a master and a servant (Kim, 2017). The latter is relevant to this case since Sidney and Nancy influenced the local office concerning the International Tire Incorporation to breach the contract agreement in the third year. This continued by bringing all their computer fix and work to Compact Business Systems rather than to the National Business. Therefore, the existing influence by the third party, in this case, Compact Business Systems, promotes the breach of the contract existing between the International Tire Incorporation and the National Business Systems. 
The defendant is Compact Business System, and the plaintiff is the National Business System. 
The facts supporting the possible claim include:
International Tire Incorporation was already in the third year of a five-year service contract with the National Business System; hence only two years of contracts remained. Also, Nancy suspected that National Business System was charging higher costs on its customers. Furthermore, National Business System utilized offshore components of inferior quality in their repairs. The second fact is the technique of Compact Business Systems to influence International Tire Incorporation with an offer, such as lower prices and on-time conveyance. This lured International Tire Incorporation to breach the agreement with the National Business System. The conduct of Sydney and Nancy can hence be considered tortious since they were aware of the contract with National Business Systems. Yet, they went ahead with the objective of convincing Tire Incorporation to enter into a contract with Compact Business.
The remedies in this situation include the plaintiff, which is National Business Systems, taking legal actions against the defendant for the damage caused. This is referred to as tort of interference regarding contractual relations. The second remedy is the National Business System trying to seek an injunction that plays an important role in preventing a breach of contract if found out in time. 
3. Describe how defamation is an issue in this case. What specific form of defamation occurred? Who is the plaintiff and who is the defendant? Which defenses, if any, would be available to Sidney and Nancy? What would be the most probable outcome (remedy) and why. (6 marks)
Defamation is an issue in the provided case since Compact engaged in a practice of persuading the clients of the National Business to change their administration with them. Thus, the type of defamation is Slander, an oral type (Cavico & Mujtaba, 2020). The plaintiff is National Business Systems, while the defendant is Compact. The main defense should be the Qualified Privilege that would be accessible by Compact. 
Compact engaged in criticizing the National Business Systems with a qualified benefit since it engaged in a reasonable way of engaging clients with appropriate data of being overcharged. The statement was thus without malice and was communicated to the party that had a legitimate reason for receiving the information. However, the countermeasure for the National Business system would be on budgetary harm. Thus, Compact slandered National Business, leading to several clients breaching an agreement, causing money-related loss to National Business Systems. 
4. Is the restrictive covenant (non-competition clause) that Sidney and Nancy signed with National one that would be enforced by the courts?  Explain your answer thoroughly.  (6 marks)
The non-competition clause signed by Compact and National Business Systems would not stand out in a court of law. The latter is because the non-competition clauses are unenforceable (Snell, 2019). Thus, the involved clause covered that there will neither be a competitive business nor work inside a time frame of three years after leaving the National Business Systems. Also, there existed no restriction on the geographic area, and National has clients worldwide. Given that Sidney and Nancy had no secondary school education, securing employment in other fields would be difficult. The latter is despite having worked for National in ten years. Thus, if National had mentioned a specific location at one point, it might have secured a chance of holding up in a court. However, the available condition is bound not to hold up in a court without a specified location and time. 
5.      Explain how trespass is an issue in this case from Compact’s perspective? Who is the trespasser?  If an action for trespass is commenced, who would be the plaintiff and who would be the defendant? What would be the most probable outcome (remedy) and why.  (6 marks)
A trespass, in this case, is an issue due to the involved moves made to Van lease the company agents. Thus, the leasing company agents proceeded to the Compact's property without an invitation or any owner's information. Also, the agents did not follow the Compact's possessive structure and went ahead and took the rented van that caused the fire and serious harm to the building. Therefore, if an action followed by trespass occurred, the plaintiff would be compact, and the Van leasing company would be the defendant. The outcome would be a financial loss since the renting organization would be at risk of being held accountable for the fire damage. In addition, the leasing company is liable for the injuries suffered by the agents from vicarious liability. Besides, the leasing company was in a quest to recover the van before the bankruptcy procedure. This is regarding the point that leasing assets are not an object of bankruptcy.
6. Do the trespasser(s) that you identified in question 5 above have any action against Compact?  Who would be the plaintiff(s) and on what basis?  Who would be the defendant(s)?  Please explain your answer thoroughly.  (6 marks)
The identified trespasser would have an action against Compact. The plaintiffs, in this case, are the agents concerning the leasing company, and the defendant is Compact. The case can be filed based on negligence ground. Initially, Compact is responsible for considering any individual who goes onto their property. Thus, as the shop owner, Compact has an obligation and owes a trespasser a consideration. Also, the owner is bound with the liability of any person that enters their building. The Compact hence proceeded and breached the duty of care. The latter can be demonstrated by further actions, such as Nancy soiling and failing to clean the solvent.
Furthermore, she did not put a warning sign to make the individuals cautious of their steps, hence jeopardizing their lives. Thus, the breach triggered physical harm where one agent tripped over an electric heater that ignited the solvent, igniting  the fire that caused injuries to the agents. Both the parties have a liability for the damage in the shop, and the operators and negligence is proven on Compact's part. 
7. Describe the steps taken by Sid and Nancy immediately prior to the bankruptcy that may be offences under the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act.  What is the legal term used to describe each of these steps (events)?  (4 marks)
In the initial step, Sidney and Nancy paid a few installments to three suppliers before a quarter of the year liquidation. The latter is based on Sidney and Nancy's feeling that the suppliers treated them well. The involved installments can be referred to as inclinations. The term is in Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act to depict the installments in the advantage of one leaser over the other. 
Sidney and Nancy also sold the unused stock for a 30% markdown and kept quiet about the cash as an individual refund. These are the proprietors associated with Compact and hence not at a safe distance when it comes to the procedure of offers. Thus, it can be expressed that the proprietors safeguarded the stock benefit. The selling of the stock would tend to be void since the act was plain and the involved exchanges preceding liquidation would be declared hence reversing the cash back to the Trustee. The legal terms to describe the involved steps include Assignment in Bankruptcy, Bankruptcy order, and Act of Bankruptcy. 
8. Does Lucky Accounting have a potential cause of action against Compact?  If so, what type of action (give its legal name) would Lucky pursue?  Explain the cause of action and whether or not they might be successful.  If Lucky was successful, what would be the most probable outcome (remedy) and why.  	(6 marks)
It is true to say that Lucky Accounting has a definite cause of action against Compact. Therefore, the Compact would be sued for Negligence (Goudkamp & Nolan, 2018). The activity might be effective for various reasons, such as Compact being obliged to enhance duty of consideration to Lucky Accounting. At a given instance, when a PC was carried to the shop to get fixed, it was left at the store. In such a case, a bailment is raised between the parties involved. The transfer of ownership is thus enhanced from Bailer to Bailee, Lucky Accounting, and Compact. The Compact should take effective precautions while repairing the computers until handed back to the owner. However, the Compact did not have a comprehensive security framework, breaching another duty of care. Compact hence took risks and allowed robbery to take place, leading to computer storage. The latter implies that the computer would not have been stolen if Lucky Accounting had taken it to a business with effective safety measures, tying to Compact's negligence. Therefore, the possible outcome is for Lucky Accounting to be compensated for the loss of computer, data, and time. 
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