Memorandum
Rule 1: Based upon Cases 1, 2 and 4, it can be inferred that Carmen expects Monica to be "home" by eleven. However, it is unclear based upon the information provided whether this requires her to be in the house, on the property, or within Carmen's view.	Comment by ddoernberg: This is an example of the passive voice.  Avoid it when you can (as distinct from “it can be avoided”).  Why not the simpler “we infer”?
Rule 2: Based upon Cases 3 and 4, it can be assumed that Carmen does not allow Monica to engage in social activities on more than two nights per week unless the third event is a family event that Carmen is also attending.	Comment by ddoernberg: “Assumed” is the wrong word here.  “Inferred” (as in the discussion of the first rule) is preferable.
Friday Night
Based upon the rule deduced from Cases 1, 2, and 4 it Is not possible to determine whether Monica's actions are consistent with Carmen's rules. If the rule requires that Monica be in the house by 11pm, then she would not have acted in accordance with the rule. If the rule only requires that she is on the property or within Carmen's view by 11pm then she would NOT be in violation of the rule.
The rule deduced from Cases 3 and 4 is that Carmen does not allow Monica to engage in social activities on more than two nights per week unless the event is a family event.  On Wednesday of that week, Monica attended a volleyball competition at school. Since going to the dance with Frank on Friday night was Monica's second social event that week, this action is consistent and in accordance with Carmen's rules.	Comment by ddoernberg: This is a more carefully tailored statement than the one in the second paragraph of the memorandum.  “Family event” seems pretty fixed, whereas “Carmen in attendance” is more speculative.  The question then becomes one of determining what is a family event.  (Note the parallel with the question of what it means to be “home.”)
Having said that, this paragraph seems to me to be misplaced.  The Friday night event has nothing to do with the third and fourth rules.  

Saturday's Request
Based upon the information provided, it is not relevant to discuss the application of Rule 1 to Saturday's request. Based upon Rule 2, it is unlikely that Carmen will allow Monica to attend the basketball game because Carmen herself is not attending. Although we believe that this is the applicable rule and appropriate outcome, it is possible that because Monica's brother is playing Carmen may allow her to attend the game. However, since she would be going with friends Carmen may consider it a social event and therefore not allow her to attend because that would exceed the two social event per week limit imposed by Rule 1.	Comment by ddoernberg: True enough, but then why say it?	Comment by ddoernberg: Without rehashing the arguments we discussed in class, I do want to remind you that a particular fact (here Carmen’s non-attendance) may be useful to both sides of the argument, depending on the terms in which one couches the argument.  I also want to suggest that “family event” and “social event” are not really a dichotomy.  Family events are social events (at least, in most families).  The real question revolves around the characteristics that make something a “family event” in Carmen’s view.  Going to the movies with the brother probably would not qualify.  Fiftieth birthdays clearly do.  This case is somewhere in between.  
