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AERSZHFLFHROBE
OB~ F#% (depositions (FFE $2HVE ) ; written interrogatories (B &) ; production
of documents or things or permission to enter upon land or other property (XZ )
HDIRE, THFEADILAZFT); physical and mental examinations (B{AIRE - ¥&
HFHIFRE); requests for admission(EBEMDEK)) Text p. 79 I 12
MBSERFX—TFEDEFEICODWTEREMICHATE T AZENKRHLND(

required disclosures[ EFFHIFR<])

OFTRERICEAT AIREN ST —— T HEHTERZR(T=E8IZF AT
BE p.857 11~

OFFIFmMNar CHBRARHIE p. 86l 1
ORRIZCET AHF ——BFTEFDOAREIT, BFHRIZERGN, S TEIT,
-HHFEANEGHEL-ERDOI LY p. 86l 5~

-EEOSIE p. 87 1~

EEBE p.87 11~

OFE T D work product [ZXT T BFRFIE p.87 15~




RFEBDOHE

aih

KERKZEER

J
OBE LR (summary judgment) DRI T—— (BEZE 4tk E (affidavit) &) E
HF LD TEESEICEIT HFVMNIEEICITFELA L there is no
genuine dispute as to any material fact CEMEFBATE, TDFELVDENVEE
[TEZEATHEHARICESNBRT HAZET TR TETHEGTICEDHLNS,
Text p. 77 TN 10~.
J
OFEEHHI17:% (pretrial conference) & pretrial order Text p. 88 |, 3~.
J
OFZEFEH (trial) ((FEMNALVGNDSIHEE) Textp. 88 TN5~.
FEEDFRAL Text p. 891~
S BAPE R (opening statement) Text p. 91¢,7~
SEHLER
[R& D ET=5EEBH (case in chief) Text p. 91,13~




EBEDSF

28 U.S.C. § 1861, 28 U.S.C.A. § 1861
United States Code [Annotated], Title 28, section 1861

AN

SEEEHME21IRFE 18615

@ United States Code
= The Code of Laws of the United States of America

——EBREZRZHVHRIELIZER (HRERELIZDDPHRILE
RO 2R RICHRELIZER (6F&E(I2TI1T) .

——%53#RF (Titles 1-54, excepting Title 53, it being reserved) M5

/

&R

Title 51. National and Commercial Space Programs (2010~)
Title 52. Voting and Elections (2014 ~)
Title 54. National Park Service and Related Programs (2014 ~)
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AEREBFRRFHROBE

JR&E D ET-4HELBA (case in chief)
RERIEEAQD EHESZR (direct examination) > &%t &R (cross examination) >H
EEFH->oBREISE[ERZHEIZHTSH5:EEZM (leading questions) D ZE IE ]
%%1,EIJ§IEA @ ............
JREDE-HFEBHDIET (rest)

NY
OiEfE L LD IR (judgment as a matter of law) ; F5 K EER (directed verdict)
SR Z M ENTF (nonsuit; involuntary dismissal) Z3R B HEIL T Text p. 93¢ 1~
NY
WEDFE =S (case in chief) [EELZRDF|IRZRKOHSBILT]
JREDREE (rebuttal) [[HRFBLIBAARDFIRE RO HHAILT]
& D KEE (surrebuttal / rejoinder)  [(EfE E XA HIRERDHBHHILT]
1% 575 (closing argument) Text p. 94 MN14~
RE>WE>RE




{=EEE#L;E Bl (Hearsay evidence rule)
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NY
OfgZE(Zxt9 B 57K (charge; instruction) Text p. 94 7N8~
J
OMEZEDEE:S (deliberation) Text p. 95710~
NY
O&ER (verdict) ——general verdict / special verdict Text p. 9514~ & Xslide
J
OH#I;RD & % (entry of judgment) Text p. 9673~
NY
OERLEHRDFNIRZTKRDOLBEDEHILT (renewed motion for judgment as a
matter of law) ; 5T iR #E R ¥ 7R Z 3K 60 4 BB 3L T (motion for judgment notwith-
standing the verdict; judgment non obstante veredicto; judgment n.o.v.) Text p. 97,8~
OB EBEMHRILT (motion for a new trial) Text p. 971N 10~



Special verdict (Hoffman v. Red Owl (&# I 119-20, #148)

The case was submitted to the jury on a special verdict with the first two questions
answered by the court. This verdict, as returned by the jury, was as follows:

Question No. 1: Did the Red Owl Stores, Inc. and Joseph Hoffman on or about mid-May
of 1961 initiate negotiations looking to the establishment of Joseph Hoffman as a
franchise operator of a Red Owl Store in Chilton? Answer: Yes. (Answered by the
Court.)

Question No. 2: Did the parties mutually agree on all of the details of the proposal so
as to reach a final agreement thereon? Answer: No. (Answered by the Court.)

Question No. 3: Did the Red Owl Stores, Inc., in the course of said negotiations, make
representations to Joseph Hoffman that if he fulfilled certain conditions that they would
establish him as franchise operator of a Red Owl Store in Chilton? Answer: Yes.

Question No. 4: If you have answered Question No. 3 ‘Yes, then answer this question:
Did Joseph Hoffman rely on said representations and was he induced to act thereon?
Answer: Yes.

Question No. 5: If you have answered Question No. 4 ‘Yes, then answer this question:
Ought Joseph Hoffman, in the exercise of ordinary care, to have relied on said
representations? Answer: Yes.

Question No. 6: If you have answered Question No. 3 ‘Yes' then answer this question:
Did Joseph Hoffman fulfill all the conditions he was required to fulfill by the terms of
the negotiations between the parties up to January 26, 1962? Answer: Yes.

Question No. 7: What sum of money will reasonably compensate the plaintiffs for such
damages as they sustained by reason of: ***
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Special verdict (Hoffman v. Red Owl (&# I 119-20, #148)

~ Red Owl (75 >F%A4X-Fx—>, LLTRed) &Hoffmanld Yes (&
Q1 19614584, HoffmanZChiltonlc&H(+HRed[ESHNFEEH L HIFFICEK

TR LEEBTRBERB LD 3E %)
g @ MEBHEBRMARICETIRECUBREOMETTIC No (##

DVTAELED (BHIEEILTLED) . FEE)

 RedZHZXBDBREICE LV THoffman(2 L, BA—EDEH
Q3 ZHE-EIEM%EChiltonITdH [+ HRed/EHBEEFICT S LV KT Yes

L=,
04  (OEENYDESE) HoffmaniF LR TEEEL, Thick

B el o

| (UOEEHVOBA) Hoffnand, BEDEBEFBEISL |
T, UBBEREEETRETH LM,

o6 (BOEEHYDHEAE) Hoffmaniy, 6261 AETOXBOMR
DHTROBNETSTORBEHT LI,

g | BTOREEOLTREHRI - AEEHET S imas (
REINL B, |
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Sheet1

		Q1		　Red Owl (フランチャイズ・チェ－ン。以下Red）とHoffmanは1961年5月中旬，HoffmanをChiltonにおけるRed店舗の経営者とすることを目指す交渉を開始したか。 イカ テンポ		Yes（裁判所による回答） サイバンショ カイトウ

		Q2		　両当事者は最終的合意に達する程度に当該提案の細目すべてについて合意したか（契約は成立しているか）。 リョウトウジシャ サイシュウテキ ゴウイ タッ テイド トウガイ テイアン サイモク ゴウイ ケイヤク セイリツ		No（裁判所回答） サイバンショ カイトウ

		Q3		　Redは当該交渉の過程においてHoffmanに対し，彼が一定の条件を満たせば彼をChiltonにおけるRed店舗経営者にするという表示をしたか。 トウガイ カテイ タイ カレ イッテイ ジョウケン ミ カレ テンポ ケイエイシャ ヒョウジ		Yes

		Q4		　（Q3の回答がYの場合）Hoffmanは当該表示を信頼し，それに基づいて行動するよう誘発されたか。 カイトウ バアイ トウガイ ヒョウジ シンライ モト コウドウ ユウハツ		Yes

		Q5		　（Q4の回答がYの場合）Hoffmanは，通常の注意を行使において，当該表示を信頼すべきであったか。 ツウジョウ チュウイ コウシ トウガイ		Yes

		Q6		　（Q3の回答がYの場合）Hoffmanは，62年1月までの交渉の取決めで求められたすべての条件を満たしたか。 カイトウ バアイ ネン ガツ トリキ モト ジョウケン ミ		Yes

		Q7		　以下の項目について原告が受けた損害を補償するために相当な金額はいくらか。 イカ コウモク ゲンコク ウ ソンガイ ホショウ ヒツヨウ ソウトウ		$xxx.xx
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