Instructions for In-Class and DF Sessions for Discussion Problemss Based on the 2012 Fact Pattern
Discussion Problem 2012-1A (Escape) 

For Class #24 (10/25-10/26)
Assume for purposes of this problem that the custom noted in the Fact Pattern is not legally binding. Based on the 2012 Fact Pattern, assuming that L-Bow had property rights in the EG as of the time he became a professional athlete, discuss whether he ever lost those rights under the Escaping Animals Cases either to BB or to Cane-Aid.

Discussion Problem 2012-1B (Custom)

For Class #28 (11/8-11/9)
Based on the 2012 Fact Pattern:

(I) Discuss whether the “custom in the U.S. advertising and broadcasting industries” applies to (i) Cane-Ade’s Kerry Grinder ad; and/or (ii) the online footage of BB doing the EG.

 (II) Discuss whether the “custom in the U.S. advertising and broadcasting industries” should be treated as legally binding in cases involving the EG under the analysis employed in the Whaling Cases.
Discussion Problem 2007-2 (Usefulness of Analogy: Escape)
For Class #31 (11/15-11/16)
Assume that the custom addressed in Problem 1B is not legally binding, is not part of the Animals Cases, and cannot be discussed as an alternative approach to the problem. Based on the 2012 Fact Pattern and using the techniques we’ve studied in Unit Two, discuss whether the Escaping Animals Cases are good tools to resolve disputes about rights to control commercial use of human gestures strongly identified with particular famous individuals. 
