Based on the previous cases we have developed the following rules in regards to Monica's social life:	Comment by ddoernberg: Not the best word.  Carmen has developed the rules; the law firm has inferred them from the four vignettes that we watched.
(1) Monica must be physically in the house by 11:00 pm. This rule is derived from cases one and two. In case one, Monica did not enter her house before 11:00 pm and her mother Carmen did not approve. However, in case two Carmen found it acceptable when Monica was in the house at 10:55 pm. This makes Carmen's potential curfew for Monica 11:00 pm, in order for her to sleep and/or do her homework.
(2) Monica may attend no more than two events with friends per week. This rule is derived from case number three. In this case Monica was not allowed to go out because Carmen said she had already gone out with her friends two nights that week.
In accordance to the previous rules and situations, we have decided that Monica's behavior on Friday would not be acceptable with her mother, Carmen. On Friday, Monica was not physically in her house by 11:00 pm after the school dance, and thus we believe Carmen would find this behavior unacceptable. While Monica could argue that she was in the driveway by 10:55 pm that evening, she was not physically in the house until after 11:00 pm. This behavior is analogous to case one, and thus Carmen would most likely be upset, and believe that Monica needed to be home earlier in order for her to get enough sleep and do her homework.
Similarly, Monica's request to go to the basketball game on Saturday with her friends would be refused by Carmen, as evident by rule number two. Monica would not be allowed to go to the basketball game because she had already gone to the volleyball game and the dance with her friends earlier that week. While Monica may contend that Carmen previously let her go out a third time in a week, the previous third time was not with her friends. Thus, Monica's attempt to go to the basketball game would be unsuccessful.	Comment by ddoernberg: With all respect, this paragraph is conclusory.  There is nothing “wrong” in it, but it does not take into account the arguments that Carmen and Monica might respectively make, which is what the question asked you to do.  Can Monica argue that this is a family event that is special?  Sure she can; we discussed that in class.  Will that argument prevail with Carmen?  Not necessarily; we do not know for sure.  Here would be a good place to discuss the ways in which Carmen’s non-attendance at the game militate against a favorable decision for Monica and the ways that Monica could use Carmen’s absence to argue for the result that she wants.  That’s what we mean by arguing from the facts.  The assertions that this paragraph makes may be correct, but the discussion would be far stronger if it dealt with the particular circumstances of each of the two new cases.  In the Friday night case, we have the distinction that Carmen clearly knows where Monica is (and probably what she’s doing, but I digress).  For the Saturday night case, we have the factor of it being Junior's first game with a team that he did not expect to be on.  Both of those may be relevant.  They deserve some mention.
