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1. The Gourlt charges the

the defendants.

Jjury that you must find for




2. The Court chargeg the jury that you cannot find for
the plaintiff under Count Two of the complalnt.
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9. I charge you, gentlemen of
believe from the evidence that

negligence which bromimately conbributed
degree, to the injurles ststained by him
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reagonably

7« The court charges the jury that irf you arq{satisfied

from the evidence that John Thomas 8mith was drivingnthé truck op
moving van of Howard Hall Company in a capreful and prudent manner,
and that plaintiffts intestate suddenly drove his truck scross

the highway in front of sald moving van, so that the said John
Thomas Smith could not avoid s collision with the truck dreiven by
plaintirf g intestate, Jou cannot find for the plaintifs,
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8, The Gourt charges the jury that the mere happening
of the actident complained of ralses no presumpilon of negllgence
on the part of either defendant; the burden is upon the plaintiff
to establish by a fair preponderance of affiprmative evidence thet
negligence on the part of the @efendant Smith caused sald accldent,
and if the minds of the jury are left by the evidence in a statbe
of even balance as to the exlstence of such negligence, then the
verdict of the jury must be for the defendants,
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9, The Court charges the jury that 1f you are reasonably
satlsfied from the evidence that through inadvertance, inattention,
forgetfulness, absent-mindednedd, ox carelessnesgs plaintiff'ts
intestate placed himself In a poslition of obvious danger, without
necesslty therefor, plaintifffs intestate would be guilty of such
contributory negligence in this case as to bar a »ight of recovery
undser Count One of the complaint, if you are further reagonably
satisfied from tha evidence that such negligence proximately
contributed to his injuries.
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pubt himself in peril
active effort to ave
duty of other person

ourt charges the jury that no pergon should
the duty of
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» and If he negligently does so0,
rt injury is as binding on Him as
8 o avold injuring him.
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