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The court charges the jury fhat if you find from a
falr preponderance of the evidence in this case that the
de fendant was operating hls automobile on a public highwaj
and at such time and place was driving his automobile at
such a rate of speed greater than was remsonable and proper
that by reason thereof a collision occured with the plain-'
tiff, the said defendant would be liable for the consequences

of such a rate of speed at such a place.
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The negligence of the driver of a vehicle infailing to
comply with the law requiring lights is not of itself actionable,
nor will such negligence preclude recovery for 1hjuries sustained
in an sutomobile accident, if it 1s not the proximate cause of the
aceident, otherwise 1if the failure‘to carry the required lights is

the proximate cause of the Infjury,







/////The court charges the jury that contributory negligence
by the Plaintiff in this case which will bar his recovery
must be such as that it caused the Injury conplained of or |
proximately contributed thereto, and even though you find from
the evidence that the negligence of the plaintiff, if thers
was such negligence, was merely the cause of a condition
upon whéch the negligence of the defendant or its employes
in failing to use the means within their power to avoild the
injury after becoming aware of the plaintiff's peril, operated
as the sole proximate cause of the injury complained cf, such
negligence on thejpart of the plaintiff, 1f you find that there

“owass such neglligence, wlll not prevent a rscovery.
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The court charges the jury_that the test of contrql -]
the abliity to stop quieckly and easily. When this resalt i1s
not accomplished, the inference can readily be made that the
car was running too fast or that proper effort to control it
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was not made,
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The eourt charges the jury that it 1s not enough that
a driver be able to stop within the range of his vision or
that he use dilligence to stop after discerning an object.
The rule makes nof allowance for delay in action. He must,
on peril of legal negligence, so drive that he can actually
discover an object, perform the manual acts necessary to
stop, and bring the car to a complete halt within such range,
if necessary, to avold collision with and injury to others‘
onn the highway. ir plinded by $he lights of another car, 8o
that he cannot see the required distance ahead, he must, |
within such dﬁétance from the point of blinding, bring his

car to such congrol that he can stop immedlately, and, 1r

he cannot then sse, shall atop.




?“j/’ The court charges the jury that the operator of an auto-
,/// mobile is not necessarily exempt from liability for injuries

///// to other persons occurring-in 8 public highway by showing
sipply that at the time of the accident he was running atb
g rate of gpeed allowed by lsw. He still remains bound to
anticipate that he may meest other automobliles operdted on
the hig?gway,-and he must, in order to avold a charge of
negligence, keep a proper lockoub and keep his automobile
under such control as will enable him to avold a eollision
with another automobile which is operated with reasonable

car, and, if the situation re u_.ir@ﬂ, he must slow TP, and
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if reasonably necessary, stop. W @1___'
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