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JURY | NSTRUCTI ONS

Ladi es and gentlenen of the jury, we have now cone to the
point in the case when it is ny duty to instruct you in the | aw
that applies to the case and you nust followthe law as | state it

to you.

As jurors it is your exclusive duty to decide all questions
of fact submitted to you and for that purpose to determi ne the

effect and val ue of the evidence.



You nust not be influenced by synpathy, bias, prejudice or

passi on.

You are not to single out any particular part of the
instructions and ignore the rest, but you are to consider all the
instructions as a whole and regard each in the light of all the

ot hers.

Now | et me outline for you the parts of the charge so that
you can followit nore easily. First, I wll instruct you as to
t he burden of proof and upon which party the | aw pl aces t hat
burden in the case, | will give you sone rules to help you as you
consider the evidence, and I will set out the stipulations of the
parties. Second, | will outline for you the law to apply in
determining the legal issues with respect to liability. Third,
will instruct you on the law with respect to damages. Finally, |

will explain to you about the form of your verdict.



. GENERAL | NSTRUCTI ONS AND STI PULATI ONS

Bur den of Proof

Il will now instruct you with regard to where the |aw pl aces
t he burden of naking out and supporting the facts necessary to

prove the theories in the case.

When a defendant denies the material allegations of a
plaintiff's claim the |aw places upon the plaintiff the burden of
supporting and maki ng out his or her clai mupon every materi al
i ssue in controversy by the greater wei ght or preponderance of the

evi dence.

Preponderance of the evidence -- neans that anount of factual
information presented to you in this trial which is sufficient to
cause you to believe that an allegation is probably true. In
order to preponderate, the evidence nust have the greater
convincing effect in the formation of your belief. |If the
evi dence on a particular issue appears to be equally bal anced, the

party having the burden of proving that issue nust fail.

You nust consider all the evidence pertaining to every issue,

regardl ess of who presented it.



Credibility and Wi ghing The Evi dence

You as nenbers of the jury are judges of the facts concerning
the controversy involved in this lawsuit. In order for you to
determ ne what the true facts are, you are called upon to weigh
the testinony of every w tness who has appeared before you, and to
give the testinony of the witnesses the weight, faith, credit and

value to which you think it is entitled.

You will note the manner and deneanor of w tnesses while on
the stand. You must consider whether the wi tness inpressed you as
one who was telling the truth or one who was telling a fal sehood
and whether or not the witness was a frank witness. You should
consi der the reasonabl eness or unreasonabl eness of the testinony
of the witness; the opportunity or |lack of opportunity of the
w tness to know the facts about which he testified; the
intelligence or lack of intelligence of the witness; the interest
of the witness in the result of the lawsuit, if any; the
relationship of the witness to any of the parties to the lawsuit,
if any; and whether the witness testified inconsistently while on
the witness stand, or if the witness said or did something or
failed to say or do sonmething at any other tine that is

i nconsistent with what the witness said while testifying.

These are the rules that should guide you, along with your
comon judgnent, your commbn experience and your common

observations gained by you in your various walks in life, in



wei ghing the testinmony of the witnesses who have appeared before

you in this case.

If there is a conflict in the testinony of the wi tnesses, it
is your duty to reconcile that conflict if you can, because the
| aw presunes that every witness has attenpted to and has testified
to the truth. But if there is a conflict in the testinony of the
W t nesses which you are not able to reconcile, in accordance with
these instructions, then it is with you absolutely to determ ne
whi ch ones of the wi tnesses you believe have testified to the

truth and which ones you believe have testified to a fal sehood.

| mmat eri al di screpancies do not affect a witness's testinony,

but material discrepancies do.

The greater weight or preponderance of the evidence in a case
is not determ ned by the nunber of w tnesses testifying to a
particular fact or a particular state of facts. Rather, it
depends on the weight, credit and value of the total evidence on
either side of the issue, and of this you jurors are the exclusive

j udges.

If in your deliberations you come to a point where the
evi dence is evenly bal anced and you are unable to determ ne which
way the scales should turn on a particular issue, then the jury
nmust find against that party upon whomthe burden of proof has

been cast in accordance with these instructions.






Direct and G rcunstantial Evidence

There are two kinds of evidence -- direct and circunstantial .
Direct evidence is testinony by a witness about what that w tness
personal ly saw or heard or did. Circunstantial evidence is
indirect evidence, that is, it is proof of one or nore facts from

whi ch one can find anot her fact.

You may consider both direct and circunstantial evidence in
deciding this case. The |law permts you to give equal weight to
both, but it is for you to decide how nuch weight to give to any

evi dence.



St atenents and Questions of Counse

You nust not consider as evidence any statenents of counse
made during the trial. 1f, however, counsel for the parties have
stipulated to any fact, or any fact has been admtted by counsel,

you will regard that fact as being conclusively established.

As to any questions to which an objection was sustained, you
must not specul ate as to what the answer m ght have been or as to
the reason for the objection, and you nmust assunme that the answer

woul d be of no value to you in your deliberations.

You nust not consider for any purpose any offer of evidence
that was rejected, or any evidence that was stricken out by the
court. Such matter is to be treated as though you had never known

it.

You nust never speculate to be true any insinuation suggested
by a question asked a witness. A question is not evidence. It

may be considered only as it supplies neaning to the answer.



Corporation Not to be Prejudiced

The fact that a corporation is a party nust not prejudice you

in your deliberations or in your verdict.

You may not discrimnate between corporations and natural
i ndividuals. Both are persons in the eyes of the law, and both
are entitled to the sane fair and inpartial consideration and to

justice by the same | egal standards.



Principal and Agent Sued (3.57)

It has been established that Robert D. H Il was the
agent of WerMac Express, Inc. Therefore, Robert H Il and WerMac
Express, Inc. should be considered as one and the sane in

determ ning the issues in this case.



Sti pul ated Facts

The parties have stipulated that certain matters of fact are
true. They are bound by this agreenent and in your consideration

of the evidence you are to treat these facts as proven.

The foll ow ng facts have been stipulated by the parties:

1. That on August 12, 2000, Robert D. H Il was an
enpl oyee of WerMac Express, Inc. and was driving a
vehi cl e owned by WerMac Express with its know edge
and consent and on busi ness for WMac Express, Inc.

2. On August 12, 2000, Robert Mines was a restrained
driver in a vehicle he was leasing to own fromM S.
Carriers.

3. The MS. Carriers rig without trailer was stopped
on Cazassa near Brooks and was operated at al
times relevant to the accident in a non-negligent
manner .

4. Robert Hi Il was traveling eastbound on Brooks Road
approachi ng Cazassa in the center eastbound | ane.

5. Robert HilIl was attenpting to make a right hand
turn fromthe center of three eastbound | anes.

6. During the right hand turn of Robert Hill, the
front right of his truck entered the outside | ane
of Brooks Road, it collided with the Cadillac

driven by Wllie Ellis in that |ane.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The inpact on the WerMac Express, Inc. freightliner
was at the right front bunper, pulling the end of

t he bunper out a few feet.

The inmpact on the Cadillac was the area at the end
of the driver’s door extending to the rear wheel
wel | inmediately behind the driver’s side rear
door .

The Cadillac veered right and collided with its
entire front under the driver’s side door of the
2000 freightliner driven by Robert Mines.

Teresa McElvain was in the vehicle wth Robert

Mai nes at the tinme of the accident.

The WerMac Express truck came to rest with its
front end just on Cazassa and the end of its
trailer extending into the inner nost |ane of
traffic on Brooks Road.

Robert Maines had a | ease and haul i ng agreenent
executed on the sane day with MS. Carriers.

Robert Maines was 46 years of age at the tine of

t he accident and had a |ife expectancy of an

addi tional 28.3 years.

Robert Maines incurred hotel bills in Menphis in

t he amobunt of $600.00 as a result of this accident.
Robert Maines incurred $3,900.00 plus in damages to
his 2000 freightliner.

Teresa McElvain incurred $1,653.18 in nmedical bills

as a result of this accident.



17.

The nedical bills incurred by Teresa MEl vain were

reasonabl e and necessary, are usual and customary

for such services,

acci dent .

and were causally related to the



1. THE LAW

Legal Theori es

Turning now to the legal theories in the case, it is ny duty
to tell you what the lawis. [If a lawer or party has told you
that the lawis different fromwhat | tell you it is, you nmust, of
course, take the lawas | give it to you. That is ny duty, but it
is your duty, and yours alone, to determ ne what the facts are and
after you have determ ned what the facts are, to apply those facts
tothe lawas | give it to you, free fromany bias, prejudice or

synpat hy, either one way or the other.

The legal theory of the plaintiffs (M. Mines and M.
McEl vain) and the cross-plaintiff (M. Ellis) is that defendant
Wer Mac Express, Inc. was negligent on August 12, 2000, and that
negl i gence was the proximate cause of the injuries sustained by
M. Maines, Ms. McElvain, and M. Ellis. The burden of proof is
on the plaintiffs to prove their cases by the greater weight or

preponderance of the evidence.

| will first discuss with you the |law as to negligence and
will go over the rules of the road that apply in this case.
will then go over the principles of |aw setting out how you

determ ne negligence of the parties in the case.



Negl i gence (3.05)

The general law that the plaintiffs and cross-plaintiff

assert as the basis for liability in this case is negligence.

Negligence is the failure to use ordinary or reasonabl e care.
It is either doing sonmething that a reasonably careful person
woul d not do, or the failure to do sonething that a reasonably
careful person would do, under all of the circunstances in this

case.

A person may assune that every other person wll use
reasonabl e care, unless a reasonably careful person has cause for

t hi nki ng ot herw se.

| will now give you the rules of the road that apply in this

case.



Duty of Driver (5.01)

It was the duty of each of the drivers to operate his vehicle
wi th reasonabl e care having regard to the actual and potenti al

dangers existing fromweat her, road, traffic and other conditions.

Each driver was under a duty to maintain a reasonably safe
rate of speed; to have his vehicle under reasonable control; to
keep a proper |ookout under the circunstances then existing; to
see and be aware of what was in his view, and to use reasonabl e

care to avoid an acci dent.



Ri ght of Way (5.02)

The termthe "right of way" as used in these instructions
neans the privilege given by |aw to one person over another of the

i mredi at e use of the sanme space on a roadway.

The fact that one has the right of way, if that is the fact,
does not excuse himfromthe exercise of ordinary care to avoid an

acci dent .



Wai ver of Right of Way (5.03)

A person who has the right of way may intentionally waive it,
or may conduct hinmself in a manner that indicates to a reasonably
prudent person that he intends to waive or has waived the right of

way.



| medi ate Hazard (5.04)

An i nmedi at e hazard exi sts whenever a reasonably prudent
person in the position of a driver would realize that if another
vehicle in or approaching the intersection continued at the sane
course and speed it would probably collide with his vehicle if he

t hen proceeded to enter or cross the intersection.



Tur ni ng Vehicle (5.07)

A driver is not required to know that there is absolutely no
chance of an accident before turning froma direct course or
nmoving to the left or right on a public roadway. A driver is
required to use the precaution that would satisfy a reasonably
careful person that the turn or novenent can be made safely under

t he circunst ances.



Ri ght - Hand Turn at I ntersection

(TCA § 55- 8- 140)

The driver of a vehicle intending to make a right turn at an
i ntersection shall approach a right turn and make a right turn as
cl ose as practicable to the right-hand curb or edge of the

r oadway.



Tur ni ng Movenents

(TCA § 55-8-141)

Traffic laws require that no person turn a vehicle at an
intersection unless the vehicle is in proper position upon the
roadway, or turn a vehicle to enter a private road or driveway, or
otherwise turn a vehicle froma direct course or nove right or
| eft upon a roadway, unless and until such novenent can be made
Wi th reasonabl e safety. No person shall so turn any vehicle
wi t hout giving an appropriate signal in the event any other

traffic may be affected by such novenent.



Signals for Turns
(TCA 8§ 55-8-143)

Every driver who intends to start, stop, or partly turn from
a direct line, shall first see that such novenent can be made in
safety, and whenever the operation of any other vehicle may be
af fected by such novenent, shall give a signal plainly visible to
the driver of such other vehicle of the intention to make such

movenent .



Roadway Defined (5.09)

A roadway is that part of a highway inproved, designed, or
ordinarily used for vehicular traffic, exclusive of the berm or

shoul der.



CGeneral Duty and Sunmmary(5. 20)

It is the duty of every person using a public highway, to
exerci se reasonable care at all tines to avoid an accident from

which an injury mght result.

The above are the rules of the road that you nmay use and

apply in deciding this case.

Il will now review with you additional principles of the |aw

of negligence that are also to be used in deciding this case.



(3.01)

A plaintiff is entitled to recover conpensation for an injury
that was legally caused by the negligent conduct of a defendant.
In this case, the plaintiffs and cross-plaintiff have the burden

of proving:

1. That the defendant was negligent; and
2. That the negligence was a | egal cause of injury to

the plaintiffs and/or the cross-plaintiff.

As | stated earlier in these instructions, negligence is the
failure to use ordinary or reasonable care. It is either doing
sonet hing that a reasonably careful person would not do, or the
failure to do sonmething that a reasonably careful person would do,

under all of the circunstances in this case.

A person may assune that every other person will use
reasonabl e care, unless a reasonably careful person has cause for

t hi nki ng ot herw se.



O her’s Normal Faculties (3.06)

In the absence of reasonabl e cause for thinking otherw se, a
person who is using ordinary care has a right to assune that other
persons are ordinarily intelligent and possess normal sight and

heari ng.



Sudden Ener gency (3.08)

A person who is faced with a sudden or unexpected energency
that calls for imediate action is not expected to use the sane
accuracy of judgenent as a person acting under nor mal
ci rcunst ances who has tinme to think and reflect before acting. A
person faced with a sudden energency is required to act as a
reasonably careful person placed in a simlar position. A sudden
enmergency will not excuse the actions of a person whose own

negl i gence created the energency.

If you find there was a sudden energency that was not caused
by any fault of the person whose actions you are judging, you nust

consider this factor in determ ning negligence.



Neqgl i gence Per Se (3.09)

A person who violates a statute or ordinance is negligent.
However, a person violating a statute or ordinance is not at fault
unl ess you also find that the violation was a | egal cause of the

injury or damage for which claimhas been nade.



Legal Cause (3.20)

A legal cause of an injury is a cause which, in natural and
conti nuous sequence, produces the injury, and w thout which the

injury would not have occurred.



Legal Cause/ Proxi nate Cause

Legal cause is further defined as proxinate cause. Proxinate
cause neans that there nmust be a sufficient causal connection
bet ween the act or onission of a defendant and any injury or
damage sustained by the plaintiffs and/or cross-plaintiff. An act
or omissionis a proximate cause if it was a substantial factor in
bri ngi ng about or actually causing injury, that is, if the injury
or danmage was a reasonably foreseeabl e consequence of the
defendant’s act or omssion. If an injury was a direct result or a
reasonabl y probabl e consequence of a defendant’s act or om ssion,
it was proxi mtely caused by such act or om ssion. In other words,
if a defendant’s act or om ssion had such an effect in producing
the injury that reasonable persons would regard it as being a
cause of the injury, then the act or omssion is a proxi mate

cause.

In order to recover damages for any injury, the plaintiffs
and cross-plaintiff must show by a preponderance of the evidence
that such loss or injury would not have occurred w thout the
conduct of the defendant. If you find that the defendant has
proved, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the plaintiffs
and cross-plaintiff conplain about an action which woul d have
occurred even in the absence of the defendant’s conduct, you nust
find that the defendant did not proximtely cause plaintiffs’

and/or cross-plaintiff’s injury.



A proxi mate cause (|l egal cause) need not always be the
nearest cause either in time or in space. In addition, there my
be nore than one proxi mate cause of an injury or danage. Many
factors or the conduct of two or nore people nay operate at the
sanme tinme, either independently or together, to cause an injury or

| 0ss.



Summary — Liability Question

|f after considering all the evidence in this case, and
applying the law as given to you in these instructions, you are
convinced by the greater weight or preponderance of the evidence
that the plaintiff you are considering has proved that Wr Mac
Express was negligent in this cause and that the negligence was a
| egal cause of injury to that plaintiff, then you nust return a
verdict for that plaintiff. |If you are not so convinced, then you
must return a verdict for defendant WerMac Express as to that

plaintiff.



Danages

It is ny duty to instruct you as to the proper neasure of
damages to be applied in this case. By instructing you regarding
damages, | amnot indicating, one way or the other, that | have
any opinion regardi ng whet her or not damages should be awarded in

this case.



Conpensat ory Danages (14.01)

I f you decide a party is entitled to damages, you nmust fix an
anount that will reasonably conpensate that party for each of the
following elements of claimed loss or harm if you find it was
suffered by that party and was caused by the act or om ssion upon

whi ch you base your finding of fault.

Each of these elenments of damage is separate. You may not
dupl i cate damages for any el enent by also including that sanme | oss

or harmin another el enment of danage.



Pain and Suffering (14.10)

Plaintiff shall be awarded the follow ng el enents of damages

experienced in the past:

1. Physi cal pain and suffering;

2. Mental or enotional pain and suffering including
angui sh, distress, fear, humliation, grief, shame or
WOr ry;

3. Loss of wages.

You shall also award conpensation for the present cash val ue of:

1. Physi cal pain and suffering;

2. Mental or enotional pain and suffering including
angui sh, distress, fear, humliation, grief, shame or
WOr ry;

reasonably certain to be experienced by a party in the future.



There is no mat hemati cal formula for conputing reasonabl e
conpensation for physical pain and suffering or nental or
enotional pain and suffering, nor is the opinion of any wi tness

required as to the anount of such conpensati on

I n maki ng an award for such danages, you nust use your best
j udgnment and establish an anobunt of damages that is fair and

reasonable in light of the evidence before you.



Medi cal Expenses (14.11)

The next el enment of damages that the plaintiffs/cross-
plaintiff may recover is for reasonabl e and necessary expenses for
nmedi cal care, services, and supplies actually given in the

treatment of a party as shown by the evidence.



Loss of Earning Capacity (14.13)

The next el enment of damages that the plaintiffs/cross-
plaintiff can recover is the value of the ability to earn noney
that has been lost in the past and the present cash val ue of the
ability to earn noney that is reasonably certain to be lost in the

future.

I n deciding what, if any, award should be made for |oss of
the ability to earn, you should consider any evidence of the
party’s earning capacity, including anmong other things, the
party’s health, age, character, occupation, past earnings,
intelligence, skill, talents, experience and record of enploynent.
The loss of the ability to earn noney may include, but is not

limted to, actual |oss of incone.



Damages for Permanent Injuries (14.16)

The plaintiff, Robert Mines, clains damages for pernmanent
injury. To recover danmages for permanent injury, the plaintiff
nmust prove the future effect of the injury with reasonabl e
certainty. Wile it is not necessary that the evidence show
conclusively or absolutely that the injury is permanent, you may
not award damages for a pernmanent injury based upon a nere

conjecture or a possibility.



Damage to Personal Property (14.40)

The nmeasure of danage to personal property is as foll ows:

| f the damages have been repaired or the property is capable
of repair so that the three factors of function, appearance, and
val ue have been or will be restored to substantially the sane
val ue as before the accident, then the neasure of danages is the
reasonabl e cost of repairs necessary for the restoration plus any

| oss of use pending the repairs.



Det er mi ni ng Dannges — Specul ation (14.50)

If you are to determ ne a party’s damages, you nust
conpensate that party for loss or harmthat is reasonably certain
to be suffered in the future as a result of the injury in
guestion. You may not include specul ati ve danages, which is
conpensation for future loss or harmthat, although possible, is

conj ectural or not reasonably certain.



Duty to Mtigate (14.51)

A person who has been injured has the duty to mtigate
damages by using reasonable diligence in caring for an injury and
enpl oyi ng reasonabl e neans to acconplish healing. Wen one does
not use reasonable diligence to care for injuries and they are
aggravated as a result of that failure, the damages you determ ne
must be limted to the amount of damamge that woul d have been

suffered had the injured person used the diligence required.



Property Damage Duty to Mtigate (14.52)

A person whose property has been damaged by the wongful act
of another is bound to use reasonable care to avoid loss and to
m nim ze danages. A party nmay not recover for |osses that could
have been prevented by reasonable efforts or by expenditures that

m ght reasonably have been nade.



Li fe Expectancy (14.53)

The life expectancy read to you is not conclusive but is an
average |ife expectancy of persons who have reached a certain age.
You shoul d be aware that nmany persons |ive |onger, and many die
sooner, than the average. This figure may be considered by you in
connection with other evidence relating to the probable life
expectancy of plaintiff Robert Maines including evidence of the

plaintiff’s health, occupation, habits and other activities.



Present Cash Val ue Defined (14.54)

| have used the expression “present cash value” in these
i nstructions concerning damages for future | osses that nay be

awarded to the plaintiff Robert Maines.

In determ ning the danages arising in the future, you nust
determ ne the present cash val ue of those damages. That is, you
nmust adj ust the award of those damages to allow for the reasonabl e

earni ng power of nmoney and the inpact of inflation.

“Present cash val ue” neans the sum of nobney needed now whi ch,
when added to what that sum nay reasonably be expected to earn in
the future when invested, would equal the anpbunt of danages,
expenses or earnings at the tinme in the future when the damages
fromthe injury will be suffered, or the expenses nust be paid, or
t he earnings woul d have been received. You should al so consider
the inpact of inflation, its inpact on wages, and its inpact on
pur chasi ng power in determ ning the present cash value of future

damages.



Verdict Form

Finally, |adies and gentlenen, we cone to the point where we

wi |l discuss the formof your verdict and the process of your
deliberations. You will be taking with you to the jury room a
verdict formthat will reflect your findings. The verdict form

reads as fol |l ows:

[ Read Verdict Fornij

You will be selecting a foreperson after you retire to the
jury room That person will preside over your deliberations and
be your spokesperson here in court. Wen you have conpl eted your
del i berations, your foreperson will fill in and sign the verdict

form

Your verdict nust represent the considered judgnent of each
of you. In order to return a verdict, it is necessary that each
of you agree to that verdict. That is, your verdict nust be

unani nous.

It is your duty as jurors to consult with one another and to
deliberate with a view to reaching an agreenent, if you can do so
wi t hout violence to individual judgnents. Each of you nust decide
the case for yourself, but do so only after an inpartia
consideration of the evidence with your fellow jurors. |In the

course of your deliberations, do not hesitate to re-examn ne your



own views and change your opinion if convinced it is erroneous.
But do not surrender your honest conviction as to the weight or
ef fect of evidence solely because of the opinion of your fell ow

jurors, or for the mere purpose of returning a verdict.

W will be sending with you to the jury roomall of the
exhibits in the case. You may have not seen all of these
previously and they will be there for your review and
consideration. You may take a break before you begin deliberating
but do not begin to deliberate and do not discuss the case at any
time unless all eight of you are present together in the jury
room Sone of you have taken notes. | rem nd you that these are
for your own individual use only and are to be used by you only to
refresh your recollection about the case. They are not to be
shown to others or otherw se used as a basis for your discussion

about the case.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DI STRI CT OF TENNESSEE
VESTERN DI VI SI ON

ROBERT MAI NES and
TERESA McELVAI N,

Plaintiffs,
and
WLLIE M ELLIS, No. 01-2636
Cross-Plaintiff,
V.

VWERMAC EXPRESS, | NC. and

Def endant .

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

VERDI CT

We, the jury, unaninously answer the questions subnmtted by

the Court as foll ows:

1. Do you find the defendant, WerMac Express, Inc. was
negligent in this case?

YES NO

I f your answer is “NO,” stop and sign this Verdict Form
I f you answer “YES,” then answer the follow ng

guesti ons.



Do you find that the negligence of defendant Wr Mac
Express, Inc. was the proximte cause of any injuries or

damages of each of the follow ng:

ROBERT MAI NES: YES __ NO__
TERESA McELVAI N: YES __ NO__
WLLIE ELLIS: YES NO

As to each individual as to whom you have answered “YES’
above, state the anount of damages, if any, that you
find were proxi mately caused by the negligence of Wr Mac

Express, Inc.

ROBERT _MAI NES: $
TERESA McELVAI N: $
WLLIE ELLIS: $

DATE

JURY FOREPERSON
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Definition of Roadway (5.09)

0. Summary/ General Duty (5.20)
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C. Damages

Conpensat ory Damages (14.01)

Pain and Suffering (14.10)

Medi cal Expenses (14.11)

Loss of Earning Capacity (14.13)
Damages for Permanent |njuries (14.16)
Property Damage (14.40)

Det er mi ni ng Damages (14.50)

Duty to Mtigate (14.51)

Property Damage Duty to Mtigate (14.52)
Li fe Expectancy (14.53)

Present Case Val ue Defined (14.54)
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V. Verdi ct Form



