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Introduction

This book is written especially with students of college law
departments in mind, but the content is suitable for anyone with a general
interest in politics, social sciences or current affairs. The English level is
appropriate for intermediate students. There are exercises in every lesson
covering all four language skills: reading, writing, speaking and listening.
The object of each of these is to discuss at least two points of view
concerning the case.

Students often think of law as a difficult subject. To some extent this
is a reasonable idea since law deals with conflicts between people that
are too difficult to solve on a personal level. However the aim of law is
generally a simple one: to find a solution which is fair. Common sense is
as important as special knowledge, and everyone should be able to form
their own opinion about what is fair.

All cases in this book really happened, although some details have
been simplified and names changed. They come from eight countries —
Australia, Bangladesh, Britain, Canada, Denmark, Japan, Singapore and
the United States. As you work your way through the exercises you will
be invited to the judge; to find the fairest solution to the problem. By
listening to the audio you will then learn what was actually decided in the
case.

I would like to thank Shinsuke Suzuki for introducing me to this

project and Hiroshi Asano for guiding me through it.

Richard Powell
Tokyo 2022
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Suggestions for Teachers

Viewpoints in Law is written to demonstrate to students that law
can be an accessible subject which invites open-ended discussion. As
the teacher, you may be flexible in the time you spend on each section.
You should decide whether your students need more practice in reading,
writing, speaking or listening. However, the 20 lessons should be taught
in the correct order as it is necessary for the students to have studied the
vocabulary in the earlier units in order to understand the latter units.

The main story in each chapter introduces a simplified version of a
real legal case, leaving the verdict for students to discuss orally and in
writing in the next two exercises. In each story the student is encouraged
to identify with one or two main characters without necessarily agreeing
with their point of view.

The listening section gives the verdict which was actually reached
by the judge, jury or minister in each case. Many Japanese students
have weak English listening skills and some of the vocabulary is given
in advance to assist listening. Advice about note-taking and reading the
questions before listening would be appropriate here. The audio may also
be played several times.

The Point of Law section expands on the key legal topic introduced
in each lesson. The section uses items of vocabulary from the main
story, from previous lessons, and also one or two words which will
be introduced in later lessons, thereby encouraging students to guess
meaning in context. When completing this exercise, students should be
asked to look for a word from the selection which fits in grammatically
before they reach for the dictionary.

The final section focuses on grammar. Odd-numbered lessons (1, 3, 5,
etc.) target errors commonly found in students’ speech and writing; even-
numbered lessons (2,4,6, etc.) focus on a particular area of grammar to be

practised.
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George and his wife had been looking forward to celebrating their wedding

anniversary at La Gondola, a reputable and rather pricey Italian restaurant. Before the
meal they ordered martinis, nice and dry, with an olive in the glass. George took a drink,
bit into the olive, and ... crunch. It contained a pit which broke his tooth, causing them
to leave the restaurant before eating anything. It also cost him over $250 in dental bills.
George later complained to the owner of La Gondola. “Everyone knows the olives in
martinis are pitted. Indeed | could see the hole in this one. | never expected such a high-
class restaurant would be careless enough to use olives with pits. Because of your mistake
I now owe the dentist $250 and I'm asking you to pay"”.

“I'm terribly sorry about the tooth’, replied the owner.”l don’t remember what kind of
olives we ordered this time. Nevertheless you really should have been more careful when
you bit. Restaurants use both pitted and unpitted olives and it is your own responsibility
to check before you bite. If you insist on finding someone to pay why don't you sue the
olive company for product liability? After all, they are the ones who left the pit in the
olive"

“Iwill suethem!”was George’sangry response.”And I'll sue you too:for misrepresentation
and for negligence. Someone’s going to pay for my broken tooth, and it's not me”!

Is arestaurant which serves olives containing pits, or a manufacturer which sells them,
responsible when someone bites into one and breaks a tooth? Or is it up to the consumer
to take more care? Just who did end up paying for George’s tooth?

COMPREHENSION CHECK

Answer T(=true), F(=false) or N(=not enough information to say).

1. George and his wife regularly visited the restaurant.
George didn’t expect to find a pit in the olive.
The manager refused to accept responsibility for the broken tooth.

La Gondola insisted that they pay for the meal.

Do

The olive manufacturer was sued by the restaurant.




m The Case of the Olive That Bit Black

VOCABULARY
FORTEXT
m reputable: well thought of
m pit: a seed or stone in a fruit (>pitted = with the seed removed)
= to owe: to be obliged to pay
= to sue: to take legal action against someone (=to file a suit)
m product liability: a responsibility for the good condition of a product
= misrepresentation: inaccurate information
= negligence: a lack of care (>which may lead to a suit)
= consumer: someone who buys goods or services
FOR AUDIO

m to appeal: to ask a court to reconsider a previous decision (>court of appeal = a court
which reconsiders legal cases)

= to hold: to decide (in a legal case)

m damages: money paid to sufferer by someone who causes harm or loss

m to assume: to expect

m defective: in unsatisfactory condition

u to be entitled to: to be legally (or morally) able to

FOR OR AGAINST?

Read the following arguments for and against George. Think of at least one more
argument, either for or against, and write it in a box. Then find one more argument
by asking a student near you. Write this in too. Each argument should be different.

FOR AGAINST
The restaurant should take more care George should have been more careful
with the food it serves. when he tried his drink.
The olive manufacturers are liable for the Consumers cannot expect all products

defect in their product. to be perfect.




DISCUSSION

Write a discussion based on different opinions in the FOR AND AGAINST boxes by
using the expressions below to make four sentences.

Some people would say that

On the other hand some people

Other might say

In my opinion because

THE VERDICT D)o

Listen to the audio to find out what happened. You may want to listen more than
once, and to take notes. Then read the statements below and decide whether (a), (b),
or (c) is most accurate.

1. The court ruled that
(a) George should pay the bill himself.
(b) the restaurant should pay damages.
(c) George could claim dameges from the manufacturers.

2. The court held that
(a) it was reasonable for consumers to expect pitted olives.
(b) the manufacturers had made a mistake by leaving a pit.
(c) La Gondola was wrong to use olives with pits.

3. One reason for the verdict was that
(a) George’s olive had a hole in it.
(b) the restaurant said they used pitted olives.
(c) George’s wife also found a pit in her olive.



m The Case of the Olive That Bit Black

POINT OF LAW:  Product Liability

Complete the following paragraph by choosing the appropriate words from the list
below. Each item may be used only once.

1. sue 4. manufacturer 7. defect
2. rights 5. prove 8. explodes

3. product liability 6. damages 9. economic efficiency

( ) is a rapidly growing area of law, especially in the United States. The
American consumer has many ( ) when it comes to making a complaint
against the ( ) or the seller of a product.For example, if a new television
( ) and causes a fire in the house, the consumer may be able to recover
( ) not only for the television but for any harm caused in the house.
In Japan, however, it can be very difficult to ( ) that a manufacturer
is responsible for a ( ). Sometimes this requires technical information
which the consumer is not able to obtain. Japanese courts seem reluctant to
encourage consumers to ( ) manufacturers. It is felt that this could reduce
( ). After all, American firms have to pay big insurance bills every year

just in case they face a court case.

GRAMMAR CHECK

Each of the following sentences contains one error. One of them contains two errors.
Identify the errors and rewrite the sentences correctly.

1. The shop says that the manufacturer are responsible for the defect.

2. Consumers should always be care when buying new products.

3. T agree the court’s verdict, but many people against it.

4. It is better to choose a safety car even though it may be pricey.

5. She suffered serious harm because the seller’s negligence.






