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Candidates should answer THREE questions.  
 

Candidates are required to: 
 

- Answer one question for Section A and Section B.  
- Candidates must answer a third question chosen from either 

Section A or Section B. 
- Candidates must answer a total of three questions. 
- All questions are of equal weight. 
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Candidates should answer THREE questions, ONE question from Section 
A, ONE question from Section B and plus ONE other from either section. 
 
 
SECTION A: CONTRACT LAW 
 
 
Question 1 
 
Faced with the prospect of mounting credit card debt, Andrew decides to sell off 

his high-end mountain bike. He writes out an advertisement card and places it in 

the window of the local shop. It reads, “For sale: one black mountain bike, almost 

new. Original price: £800. Make me an offer.”  

A little later, Bobby calls him and asks how much he wants. Andrew replies that 

he would not accept less than £300. Bobby replies “Sold!”  

The next day he shows up at Andrew’s house with £300 in his hand and asks for 

the bike. Andrew declines to sell it because, in the interim, he has received a call 

from Jill who offered £400.  

Bobby insists that Andrew made him an offer to sell for £300 and that a contract 

of sale has therefore been concluded. 

Advise Andrew. Please cite appropriate legal authority in support of your answer. 

 
Question 2 
 
This question is in two parts. Each part carries equal weight. 
 

a) Explain the four categories of terms implied in law. AND 
 

b) Explain how the courts decide whether a contract includes a term implied in 
fact 

  



 

 

Question 3 
 
In relation to the law of damages for breach of contract, explain your understanding 
of the following: 
 

a) Agreed damages clauses (also known as liquidated damages 
clauses); 

b) Mitigation of loss and remoteness of loss; 
c) Damages for upset and distress; 
d) The extent to which profits made by the contract breaker is a relevant  

consideration. 
 
 
 

END OF SECTION A  



 

 

SECTION B: DELICT 
 
Question 4 
 
Leslie is employed by the Parks & Recreation Department. On 2 November 2016, at 

10.30pm, she fell into a large pit. She was visiting a site, which recently had been 

earmarked for a new park development. She broke her leg and suffered a minor 

concussion. Leslie was concerned that the proposed site was being used by residents as 

a rubbish dump – thus her late-night visits were made in a bid to deter fly-tipping at the 

site.  

On numerous occasions Leslie’s line manager, Ron, had advised her not to attend the site 

until a proper risk assessment had been carried out and a fence had been erected around 

the pit. He particularly warned her not to attend the site at night. Ron was aware Leslie 

ignored his advice. On 2 November, Leslie was using a Parks & Recreation torch. Given 

that members of the Parks & Recreation department, on occasion, can be asked to make 

site visits in the evening, all staff are issued with a standard torch. Unfortunately, the torch 

Leslie had been given was faulty. The beam would often flicker or cut out for 15 or even 

30 seconds.  

On the night of her fall, the failure of the torch meant that she was unaware of the exact 

location of the pit and she walked to the near edge of it, before the fall. However, she was 

not the only Parks & Rec employer there. Tom, a colleague of Leslie, was also aware of 

his colleague’s dedication went to the park of 2 November. He was the office-joker. He 

would often play tricks on his colleagues. On the night of Leslie’s fall, Tom jumped out on 

Leslie to give her a fright, as she approached the edge of the pit. It was this that caused 

her to fall into the pit.  

Advise both Leslie and the Parks & Recreation Dept. Please refer to appropriate case law 

in support of your answer. 

 
 
Question 5 
 
The concept of the duty of care is central to the law of negligence. With reference 
to case law outline and discuss how the concept has developed since Donoghue 
v Stevenson 1932 SC [HL] 31. 
 
 
 
  



 

 

Question 6 
 
Hedley Byrne v Heller [1964] AC 465 is the leading case in relation to negligent 
statements. In this case Lord Pearce stated that “words are more volatile than 
deeds. They travel fast and far afield. They are used without being expended”.  
 
Discuss the principles set out in this case and their application to negligent 
statements generally and specifically in relation to lawyers. 
 
 
 

END OF SECTION B 
 
 
 

END OF QUESTION PAPER 


