


Charge No. 1.

The Court charges the jury that the owner of the land sought
to be condemned in this proceseding is entitled to receive the real
value of the land to the owners as i1t is actually situated and not
merely its value regarding it as a separate and independent
plece of land. '
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Charge No. 3.

The Court charges the jury that market value is the price
which the property will bring when offered for sale in the market,
not at a forced sale on short notice, but after such reasonable
time as would ordinarily bs taken to make a sale of like property.
Tt is the highest price which at such sale those having the
ability and the occasion to bux are willing to pay.
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L. The court charges the jury that the maasuré of the defendants
compeﬁsation and damages in this case is the value of the property taken
as of the time of coﬁdemnation plus the diminished value of the rest of
the defendants property legally related to that taken, but damages to the
rest of the defendahts property legally related to that taken does not
include imaginary fears on the part of the defendants or others that the

operation of a sewage disposai plant on, a part of the property taken

will constitute a nuisance. haLE;:;iii:QF}ﬁVVkALXL&LB&&AJWJuV K}h




Charge No. k.

The Court charges the jury that the damages to which the
defendante are entitled in thils case 1s the actual value of the
lands actually condemned and the damages, 1T any, which have
resulted to thelr other lands out of which the right of way or
condemmed lands are carved, by reason of the existence of such
right ¢f way or sewage disposal plant erected on the lands
condemmed. v




Charge No. 5.

The Court charges the jury that the damages resulting to
the defendants in this case as the owners of certain lands not
condemned adjoining the condemned lands igs the difference in the
actual value of such other lands before and after the condemnation.
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Charge Wo. b.

The Court charges the jury that the application to condemn the
lands described in this proceeding is not limited to a term of
years and that the Jury should award the owiers of such land the

value of the entire fee at the time of taking.
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Charge No. 7

The Court charges the jury that the sasement gought to be
condemned for the sewage line is not limited to a term of Yesrs
in this case and therefore that the defendants are enbitled ag
damages, to the fair and reasonable market value of the atrip

of land described in such easement at the time of taking.
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Charge Yo. 8.

The Court charges the jury that the amount of compensation
to which the defendants are entitled must not be reduced or
diminished because of any incidental benefits which may accrue
to them or to thelr remaining lands in consequence of the uses
to which the lands to be taken or in whilch the easement is to Dbe
acquired, will be appropriated. ‘
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Charge No. G,

The Court charges the jury that the defendants in this
case are entitled as damages, to the reasonable market value of
the lands taken by this prooceeding at the time of the taking
and also lor the injury occasioned qpereby to their contiguous
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9. The court charges the Jury that the market value 1s the

. price which the property will bring when offered for sale on the market

not at a forced sale on short notice, but after such reasonable time

as would be ordinarily taken to make a sale of like property.
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15, The court charges the jury that you cannot include in the
compensation and damages to which the defendants are entitled in this
case any compensation for imaginary fears on the part of the defendants

or others that the operation of a sewage disposal plant on a part of

the property taken will constitute a nuisance. ‘ “rvxﬁJ&QL%;ti£ZZé§?




16, The court charges the jury that the operation of a sewage
disposal plant does not of itself constitute a nuisance, and that you
cannot include in the compensation and damages to which the defendants
arementitléd, any conpensation for imaginary fears on the part of

the defendants or others that the operation of a sewage disposal plant

on a part of the property taken will constitute a nuisance.
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18, The court charges the jury that the compensation and damages
to which the defendants are entitled in this case does not include
any imaginary or speculative damages to other property owned by the
defendants adjoining that part of the property taken'on which a sewage
disposal plant is being constructed, because of imaginary or speculative

fears that the operation of the said sewage di5posal plant will con=-
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25, The court charges the jury that the measure of the defend- . -
ants’ compensation and damages 1in this case is the value of the property
taken as of the time of condemnation plus the diminished value of the

rest of the defendants! property legally related to that taken.
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