DEFENDANT 'S CHARGE NO. \

The court charges the Jury that you must return a ver-

dict in favor of the Defendant,
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DEFENDANT'S CHARGE No, 2.




DEFENDANT'! S CHARGE NO. ‘Eg
The court charges the Jjury that if you believe the

evidence in this case, you cannot return a verdict in
favor of the Plaintiff.
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DEFENDANT'S CHARGE NO. Lb
The court charges the Jjury that if you believe the

evidence in this case, you must return the verdict for
the Defendant, Stanley O'Neal White.
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DEFENDANT'S CHARGE NO.___ N
The court charges the jury that if you are reason-

ably satisfied from the evidence in this case that the
Plaintiff, through its agent, servant, or employee act-
ing within the line and scope of his employment as such
made a left turn upon the roadway without ascertaining
whether such movement could be made with reasonable
safety then such failure constitutes negligence on The
part of the Plaintiff as a matter of law. If you are
further reasonably satisfied thet such failure proxi-
mately contributed or caused the Plaintiff's alleged
damages then your verdict should be for the Defendant.
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DEFENDANT!S CHARGE NO. LS
The court charges the Jury that it is the law of

Alakama that no person shall turn a vehicle at an in-
tersection unless the vehicle is in a proper position
upon the roadway or turn a vehicle to enter a private
road or driveway or otherwise turn a vehicle from a
direct course or move right or left upon a roadway unless
and until such movement can be made with reasocnable safe-
ty. No person shall turn any vehicle without giving an
appropriate signal in the event any other traffic may be
affected by such movement. It is further a law of Ala-
bama that a signal of intention to turn right or left
when reguired shall be given continuocusly during not

less than the last one hundred feet traveled by the ve-
hicle befoe turning. I charge you that if you are reason-
ably satisfied from the evidence in this case that the
Plaintiff failed to ascertain that his left turn could

be made with reasonable safety and failed to give a sig-
nal of his intention to turn left for the last one hun-
dred feet traveled by his vehicle before turning and that
such failure proximately contributed to its alleged dam-
ages,your verdict should be for the Defendant:
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DEFENDANT 'S CHARGE NO. M
The court charges the Jjury that a signal of in-

tention to turn right or left shall be given continu~
ously during not less than the last one hundred feet
traveled by a vehicle before turning. If you are re-
sonably satisfied from the evidence in this case that the
Plaintiff acting through its agent, servant or employee
failed to give a signal of intention +o turn left upon
the roadway for the last one hundred feet traveled by
its vehicle before turning, then it is guilty of negli-
gence as a matter of law. If you are further reasonzbly
satisfied that such failure proximately contributed to
the Plaintiff's alleged damages, in the slightest degree,

your verdict should be for the Defendant.
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