%CERL FIELDS,
Plaintiff, IN THY CIACUIT COURT CF

BALDWIN COUNTY, mm\
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1. The Defencants, for answer to the Complaint, say
that They are not guilty of the matters slleged therein.

2. The Defencents, for answer to the Complaint, say

n i L - - -

that at the time of the demage complained cf the ériver of the

Plaintiff's automobile was himself guilty of negligence winlch prox-
imately contributed Tto the damage to Plaintiff's automoblile in this:
e was operating Plaintiff's gaid automoblilie at a speed of more then
twenty-five milles per hour in a residentlal district in the Town of

1*utec

i..

Loxley, Baldwin County, Alebama, énd thereby vroximetely contri
to the alleged damages.

%. The Defendants, for answer to the Complaint, say
that at the time of the dameage c leined of the driver of the
Pleintiff's automcbile was himsel? guilty of negiligence which proz-

puted to the demage Tto Plaintiff's automobile in thiss

ehicle proceeding in Tihe sane

n
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{While overteking Defenda
édirection, d1d fall to pass at a sefe distance to the left thereof
H
1anc'-L thereby proximately contributed to the slileged dermages.

4. The Defendants, for answer to trne Complaint, say

thet at the time of the camage complained of the driver of the

wiaile driving snd overtaking Defendents’ motor venicle not witzin

a business district, did fzil to glve sudible warning witz his horm
or other wearning device before nassing or atitespltlng to pass
\Lefendants' moltor veilcle proceeding in the szame directlon anc thewre
i

-

by proximetely contributed To tome zilleged dames




thet at the
Plaintiff's

vehicle and

regsgsonaple and

did feollow Defendsnts?

by rroximately contributsed

5. The Defendants, for answer o the Complaint, say
time & the damage complained of the driver of the
suteonebile was nimeelf gullty of negligence whilch proz-

e the damage of Plainiiif’s autcnoblile in thiss
motor vehicle more closely than weas
orudent, having due regarc toc the speed of zuech
the treffic upon snd condition of the highway nnd there-
tec the gllieged damages.

r_.~‘;
stLorneys for

s
N,

Y

Rt

%




RUPOT, L4

o Defendun

“JIB.BLACKBURN
CCATTORNEY AT LAW |

BAY MINETTE,ALABAMA |
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Jury List, First Week, April 12, 1937,

1 Henry E. Peterson, Farmer , Gateswood

2 George W. Pittman, Farmer, Gateswood e
ﬂ
3 Cheste ; reFPot

4 Wl]he Dana, Fisherman, Point Clear

_ umm%ammww” # @f‘&f P 7
~—SMae-iy i Foresterr—Bey-Minette 7 L
. ) - . - i, ' ‘[

20 vuz,u LU NlCLVliJldu, Nl Stores de.)/ ﬁiﬁefﬁe ﬁé’
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191 Bruce-Reverays; M’e‘?&nan‘s, Bay Minette ‘”«.,...,,( %2 - )
w20 FrenleBubanks,~ CEIpeRter T Bay Minette ™ Y '

21 - Frank T:-Peterson;, Farmer | Gateswood

25 Hormer C. Russel, Clerk, Foley
26 “Frank Propst; 'Cattlém’éi: Bay Minette
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29  Adrian Ray, Mechanic; Bay Minette o . 2
30 George Yarbrough, Sr., Forester, Bay Minette = ‘ ; -;,,,
- o T . uses ﬂ}:c—.q T B O myemory-s oot SO

k
‘K\
\Y
AN
<X







A. I charge youngentlemen of the jury that the occurence

of an accident, of itself, does not establish liability

against either party.

o B. I-charge you gentlemen .of the j#ry that the burfen of proof
s on the plaintiff to feaébnably satisfy yoﬁ-from the

evidenqg_in this dase that the ﬁegligencé of the defendants

. 25 set out in the complaint was the proximate cause of the

. . s P o . - ‘% I
injuries or damages which defendant sustained. o e

» 2
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_You are reasonshly satige
he driver of Defendants? metor

stances, then I charge you, as a matter of law, that the Defendants are |
not guilty of any negligence. ' :




)f%éggvfb*”@““*

¥ O f .
% 5 fff-w,«"gi'ié;{,w;fﬂf;ﬁw -

e B

é A ——
G

&

7. The Court charges the Jury that before yoi can find for the Plaintiff
in this case you must be reasonably satisfied from the evidence that the
driver of the Defendants' truck was negiigent at the time of the alleged
accident and that this negligence was the proximate cause of the accident.

J— ¢ LIRS - P . - -—

8. I charge you, gentlemen of the Jury, that if you are reasonably satig-
£ied from the evidence in this case that the driver of Plaintiff's auto- |
mobile was negligent in the operation of the same at the time of this ac-—

cident and immediately before the accident, and that his negligence was the

9. I charge you, gentlemen of the Jury; that pr@ximat§ causeqis a continuous
succession of events without an intervening cause,so l%nked that they ?e— }
/ come az natural whole, unbroken by any new cause or undlsturbgﬁ by any in- ;
b- dependent cause. ‘ _ e T ot

5




- e - B —_—————

TS

F,

¢

XY

% »2- The Court charges the Jury thet if ou are re : i
ig the_ev:z.denoe that at the time of the dagzage comﬂo}.zjs_gggbig 1?]:?2 dri :
%gzxgéalntlff's automobile was driving Plaintiff's automobile at a speed of more
SN Lo;?etW?ggiéf}vecmlles per hour in a residential district in the Town of
3 o= y% o win County, Alabams, he was guilty of negligence which proximate~
N ¥ contributed to the alleged damages and you must find for the Defendants.
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\‘%,\,,\4 The Court charges the Jury that if you are reasonably satisfied from the
evidence that at the time of the damage complained of the driver of the

. -Qi Plaintiff's automobile, while driving and overtaking Defendants'! motor
TN vehicle not within a business district, did fail to give audible warning with
§E§§_ his horn or other warning device before passing or atpempting to pass De-

S, fendants' motor vehicle proceeding in the same direction he was guilty of
;§§§‘negligence which proximately contributed to the alleged damages and you must
| find for the Defendants.

)

_.§ evidence that at the time of the dama i 3
| denc ¢ ge complained of the driver
. gz tialnt}ff's automobile was following Defendants! motor vehicle msgg gggsel
7Y an ?as reasonable ag& prudent, having due regard to the speed of such 4
\"ESEEEQZnind ggehtrafflceupon and condition of the highway, he :
) SLce wiich proximately contributed t
must find for-the Defendants. - ° the alleged damag

was guilty of
es and you

Y

.;§§§§5. The Court charges the Jury that if you are reascnably satisfied from the
7-x§‘% evidence that at the time of the damsge complained of the driver of the
,-E&ﬁg‘Plaintiff's automobile, while overtaking Defendants' motor vehicle proceeding
é*“f\%n the same direction, did fail to pass at a safe distance to the left

‘ g' hereof, he was guilty of negligence which proximately contributed to the
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