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The appellant, Mrs. Hyam, had been having a relationship with a Mr. Jones. Mr. Jonas then
took up with anather worman, Mrs. Booth, and they were soon engaged to be marred. On
hearing this news, the appellant dmowve to Mrs. Booth's house at 2.00am and poured gasoline
through the letter box and ignited it with matches and newspaper. She then drove home and
did not alart anyone of the incident. Mrs. Booth and her young son managed o escape the
fire but her two daughters were killed.
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Danny likes to get drunk on the weekends. Ha often gets extremely inebriated and begins
harassing people. It has gotten to the point that people try to avoid inviting him to parties.
On Saturday Decerrber 1, Danny showed up at a party that he heard about but was not
invited to. At the party he ran into Marnie, his ex-girlfriend. As Marnie was leaving the
bathroom, Danny grabbed har and pulled her into the room and locked the door. He told her
he missed her and wantad to get back together. He grabbed her, pulled her close, and began
kissing her neck and grabbing her butt and chest. Marnie managed to break free from without
physical injuries or further touching. She returned to the party and did not say anything to
anyone about the incident.
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iz, Hunt was an emplayee of Sutton Group Incentive Realty Inc. (herginafter “Sutton™).

In Decermber of 1994, Ms. Hunt attended an office party held at her employer's place of
business

during working hours. YWhile attending the party, Ms. Hunt wiould regularly answer the
talephone and she was expected to clean up after the guests had gone home. Ouring the
party,

M=, Hunt also consumed a significant amount of alcohol from the open, unsupervised bar
supplied by her employer; the Trial Judge found that when she left the party later that
avening,

Ms. Hunt's blood alcohol level was more than twice the legal limit.

After leaving the party, Ms. Hunt, along with five other individuals from the party, weant fo
a local Pub. During their one and one-half hours stay at the Fub, the Trial Judge concluded
Ms. Hunt consumed an additional two drinks.

While driving home from Pub, Ms. Hunt’s car slid into the path of oncoming traffic. She
suffered severe injuries. Her damages were assessed at one and a quarter million dollars [1.25
rnillian dollars).

Ms. Hunt suad both her employer and the Pub for negligence. The trial judge established that
har employer had a duty of care to its employeas. In establishing this duty of care, the Trial
Judge referred to the decision of Johnv. Flynn.

In John v. Flynn, Mr. Flynn's employer was aware of a chronic problem with a small group

af employees who consumed alcohol incars in the company parking lot during work breaks.
Moreovar, the employer had actual knowl edge of Mr. Flynn’s j s group and his
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