
UNIT 3 FIRAC CASE BRIEF

Ashley E. Parramore Introduction to Legal Analysis and Writing PA August 8, Donnelly V. Rees Case Brief. Donnelly V.
Rees Case.

ISSUE: While marriage is a good consideration for a deed, or for a contract generally, if such a deed is
executed by the grantor at a time when he is incapable of understanding his act in the execution thereof, by
reason of long and excessive drinking, and the marriage is entered into about an hour later, while he is in the
same state of mind, it cannot be said that the marriage ceremony forms a valid consideration for the execution
of said deed. In these circumstances it cannot be said that the marriage ceremony to which the plaintiff and
defendant were parties formed a valid consideration for the execution of said deed. She had been married
twice before, and she admitted that she was marrying the plaintiff as a business proposition. RULE: The
defendant was a woman of over fifty years of age at the time. PA Unit 3 Be sure to do the quiz for Unit 3;
must be taken by tomorrow night, no exceptions. ANALYSIS: A person who at the time of making a contract
is completely intoxicated may avoid his contract notwithstanding the fact that his intoxicated condition may
have been caused by his voluntary act and not by the contrivance of the other party to the contract. Rees Case
Brief. These matters were undoubtedly given careful consideration by the trial judge who, after a review of all
the evidence with the parties before him and an opportunity to observe their conduct and demeanor, believed
the testimony of the plaintiff and his witnesses, and made findings favorable to him. Rees Case Name:
Donnelly V. Guidici 2 Cal. Code, sec. Tripp, Cal. Robinson, 13 cal. What problems are you having? These
matters cannot be regarded as being connected with the transaction Guidici v. Provide the following two
items: A short brief of each case. PA Unit 3 Rules: What are the rules rule of law that apply to the case? Give
the full citation and a short summary of the statute. In its answer to our complaint that we filed last month, the
store alleges that Samantha had a duty to avoid the spill in the aisle. Then provide the following information:
Find two cases that are mandatory authority for this problem. Part I: Please search for a statute in Indiana that
discusses comparative fault. The judgment is affirmed. Unit 3 assignment: Samantha Smith fact pattern. At no
time did she manifest any affection toward the plaintiff. Otty, 35 Beav. Upon either of these principles,
therefore, the plaintiff is entitled to recover, unless precluded as is contended by the appellants. According to
the well-established rule in cases involving conflicting evidence, the findings of the trial court must be
sustained on appeal. PA Unit 3 Analysis: What is the analysis of the case? Donnelly V. PA Unit 3 Facts: what
are the facts of a case? If one was not binding upon him by reason of the fact that he was mentally
incompetent of entering into a valid contract the other may be avoided for the same reason. Further they allege
that she was too distracted by her 2 year old son in the cart, who was misbehaving, to notice the floor. Rees,
Cal. This breaks down a court decision into a more readable form. PA Unit 3 Using this method, you can
create a case brief. The store claims that she is at much as fault as they are. A proper brief should include: the
full bluebook citation, the facts, issue, rule, analysis and conclusion. That simply means an outline of the case,
used for studying, sending a memo to your supervising attorney, etc. Have you been able to use this yet?


