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Time Stomp Festival

On June 14th, 2023, a tragic incident occurred at the Time Stomp Festival in Leeds. It involved a firework malfunction, causing panic and a stampede among attendees, including Sarah Peterson, Jack Smith, and their mothers. Sarah and Jack were injured in a chaotic dance near the stage, Sarah suffered severe injuries such as being kicked in the head and becoming unconscious which resulted in the loss of her left arm. The fleeing crowd swept away Jack who now suffers from post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). Mary and Janice intervened in a chaotic scene, rescuing Sarah from further harm. Despite her family’s protests, Bob, a bystander transported her to the hospital. The tragic event led to significant emotional and psychological consequences, including Mary developing an anxiety disorder, Janice suffering from clinical depression, and Bob struggling with alcoholism and psychosis. 

Who?
· Barry Bottleman is the owner of the Time Stomp festival.
· Sarah Peterson was one of the attendees who was seriously hurt. 
· Jack Smith is Sarah’s boyfriend, who also suffered physical and mental harm.
· Mary Smith is Jack’s mother who assisted Sarah after finding her seriously hurt.
· Janice Peterson is Sarah’s mother, who was there at the scene. 
· Bob is a bystander who took Sarah to the hospital.
· More than 1,000 additional attendees were present when the event occurred. 

What?
The Time Stomp festival experienced a devastating opening day due to a malfunctioning firework display, causing panic and injuries. Attendees Sarah, Jack, Mary, Janice, and Bob suffered burns, amputation, paralysis, and PTSD

When?
The festival’s opening day happened on June 14th, 2023. Sarah and Jack started dancing close to the stage at 4:45 pm. During the performance of the last act, the firework malfunction happened at 6:45 pm.

Where?
Sarah and Jack were involved in a stampede at Leeds Time Stomp festival, causing many attendees to flee, and Sarah received hospital treatment for severe injuries.

Why?
A malfunction in a firework display led to a panicked crowd, resulting in a deadly stampede, leading to a lack of safety precautions and emergency procedures.













This assessment links to tort law, meaning that the legal principles involved are the duty of care, breach of duty of care, causation, and occupiers’ liability. Barry Bottleman, the organiser of the Time Stomp festival may be held liable for the injuries of Sarah, Jack, Mary, and Janice under the UK law principles of negligence. 

Duty of care:
Barry, the festival organiser has a duty of care to ensure the safety of all attendees by taking reasonable steps. This includes the focus on ensuring the safety of the fireworks display, having effective crowd control measures, and providing emergency response protocols for accidents.

Breach of duty 
Barry must be held liable for breaching his duty of care by not taking reasonable precautions that a decent festival organiser would have accomplished. 

Causation
Barry must demonstrate that his breach of duty had resulted in the injuries of Sarah. Jack, Mary, and Janice.

Occupiers’ liability
The Occupiers’ Liability Act 1957 requires Barry, as the property owner to ensure the safety of his attendees. 
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Sources 
https://www.lexisnexis.co.uk/legal/glossary/duty-of-care

https://www.oxfordreference.com/display/10.1093/oi/authority.20110803095555965#:~:text=42%2D43).-,1)%20Factual%20causation%3A%20it%20must%20be%20shown%20that%2C%20“,the%20“but%20for”%20test.

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Eliz2/5-6/31/contents

https://www.lexisnexis.co.uk/legal/glossary/rylands-v-fletcher

https://www.lexisnexis.co.uk/legal/legislation/uk-parliament-acts/employers-liability-defective-equipment-act-1969-c37






findings 


Legal Analysis: liability of Barry bottle man

1. Liability for injuries sustained by Sarah, Jack , Mary and Janice 

Barry Bottle man, as the event organiser, may be liable under the tort of negligence. To establish liability, the claimants must prove:

A. Duty of care – Barry, as the owner and organiser, owes a duty of care to all attendees, including Sarah, Jack, Mary, and Janice, under the Occupiers Liability Act 1957 and common law principles.
B. Breach of duty – a breach occurs if Barry failed to take reasonable steps to ensure the safety of attendees. Potential breaches include:
a. Firework malfunction: fireworks misfired into the crowd indicate a possible failure in event safety planning, such as improper emergency exits, inadequate crowd control measures, or insufficient security.
b. Lack of crowd control: the resulting stampede indicates a possible failure in event safety planning, such as improper emergency exits.
c. Medical emergency response: The delay in assisting Sarah and the unregulated intervention by Bob suggest inadequate emergency preparedness.
C. Causation and foreseeability – the injury suffered by Sarah, Jack, Mary, and Janice must be a foreseeable consequence of Barry’s Negligence. A malfunctioning firework resulting in panic and leading to trampling were foreseeable risks at a large-scale festival.
D. Damage – the claimants suffered physical and psychological injuries, which are actionable under personal injury claims.

Potential claims 

Sarah’s injuries:
Sarah suffered burns, paralysis, and amputation from a firework malfunction, raising questions such as did a qualified contractor installed and maintained the fireworks safely? Did Barry’s safety procedures match the standards established for these kinds of occasions? were the hazards connected to the fireworks not appropriately monitored or managed? The potential liability here is that Barry may be responsible for Sarah’s injuries if he didn’t perform well in any of these areas. 

Jack’s PTSD:
Jack suffered from PTSD due to seeing the chaos and losing Sarah in the stampede. This leads to questions such as, was the risk of panic or rush of people foreseeable? Were enough safeguards in place to stop or reduce crowd rushes? The potential liability here would be if Barry neglected to put in place suitable crowd control measures, he could be liable. 

Mary’s anxiety disorder:
Mary’s anxiety over her son and Sarah’s situation raises personal injury questions, such as if she is a secondary victim. She must prove proximity to the risk and foreseeable damage. The potential liability depends on Barry’s carelessness

Janice’s depression:
Janice’s depression was brought about by seeing Sarah’s injuries. The key question here is: could Janice’s depression have been predicted due to the poor event planning? The potential liability here is that Janice’s claim may face similar challenges depending on proximity and foreseeability. 

Defences for Barry:
· Volenti non fit injuria (voluntary assumption of risk) may be argued, but attendees did not consent to firework malfunctions or crowd surges.
· Contributory negligence could raise if Sarah’s failure to react contributed to her injuries, but this is unlikely to significantly reduce Barry’s liability.

Evaluation of Two key issues & Suggestions for reform 

Issue 1: Firework malfunction & Safety Regulations
· The misfiring of fireworks suggests a failure to follow safety regulations. The event likely lacked sufficient testing and risk assessment before launching fireworks near a dense crowd.
· Reform suggestion: stricter enforcement of fireworks safety regulations at large public events. Mandatory third-party inspections and safety certifications should be required before firework displays at festivals.

Issue 2: Psychiatric injury  claims & Legal Thresholds
· Jack, Mary, and Janice’s claims highlight the difficulties in claiming for psychiatric hard under existing law. The criteria established in Alcock make it challenging for secondary victims to succeed unless they satisfy proximity and direct perception of the traumatic event.
· Reform suggestions: Broadening the scope of psychiatric injury claims to allow for a more flexible test, ensuring claimants like Mary and Janice can claim compensation without hard proximity and sudden shock requirements.
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