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%5E

KERBFRILFHROME
OB~ F i (depositions (FE S $XEVE); written interrogatories (B R ); production
of documents or things or permission to enter upon land or other property (3XZ -4
HDIRH, THZHEADIIAEFA); physical and mental examinations (F{ATRE - 45
HEFHIHEE) ; requests for admission (B EMZEK)) Textp. 79 |12
MEFEEEI—EDOFEITOVWTEREMICHTRETHIENKRDLNS(

required disclosures( Z 7RI R])

ORTRERICHAT IREG S ——FELEHREREZITEEICH AT
BE p.85M 11~

O FIFA L HRTHIE p.86l1
ORTRICET 2HIHE ——FATEBEORIET, ARIZERD GSHFET,
-HFEANEHELL-ERADOZILL p.86Y 5~

-EENHE p.87L1~

SEEBE p.87d 11~

OF#E LD work product [ZX T HEARHIE p. 871 15~

KERSZFRILFHEOBE
d
OBE X #IR (summary judgment) MDA T—— (EZEHRE (affidavit) 72 E) E
HARIZE S TEEERICETHIEVNIREIZIIFELL L there is no
genuine dispute as to any material fact CEMFEBATE, TDFUIDENVESE
[TEEBEATHIELARICENDHIRT S LETRTELERICREHLND,
Text p. 77 M10~.
d
OFEEEIERI17 % (pretrial conference) & pretrial order Text p. 88 |,3~.
N2
OFEEH (trial) (BEENALVGNSIEE) Textp. 88 1N5~.
FEEDMHMB Text p. 891~
S BB[% ik (opening statement) Text p. 91,7~
AEHLER
[R&E D F =55 (case in chief) Text p. 91,13~

EEDEIA
« 28 U.S.C. § 1861, 28 U.S.C.A. § 1861
United States Code [Annotated], Title 28, section 1861
BRERAE21HFEFE18615%
@ United States Code
= The Code of Laws of the United States of America
—— BREBRSMNHELER (HRZREL-L O ORRILE
RO ZARRMIHREL-EZH (6EEIZTIT .

——253#R (Titles 1-54, excepting Title 53, it being reserved) H 5
B,
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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KERFFLFHROBE

[R&E D ET-%5EHA (case in chief)
[RERIEEAD EHESR (direct examination) >R 3t &R (cross examination) >
BE#E=R->BRIZMH[EESREICHET5FEZM (leading questions) DEE L]
EEENPN @ ............
[REDE-ZEEBADIET (rest)

J
Ok E LA DR (judgment as a matter of law) ; FERIEER (directed verdict)
ER A D AHIT (nonsuit; involuntary dismissal) 3K &AL T Textp.93d 1~
J
WEDFE -5 (case inchief) [EELHADFREROHSHHRILT]
[REDREE (rebuttal) [ERLHARDFIRERKRHLHEAILT]
#E D /AL (surrebuttal / rejoinder)  [E{E ELBARDFREZRDLHHILT]

IR ;% Bl (Hearsay evidence rule)

Fig

HZE

T

Al (A ®® B Al o
: B/ x
R EE

=& F 5 (closing argument) Text p. 94N 14~ EE$ x
ESWESRE . )
KERERATEDES Special verdict (Hoffman v. Red Owl (&% I 119-20, #:148)
A T 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:
uestion No. 1: Did the Red Owl Stores, Inc. and Joseph Hoffman on or about mid-May
v Question No. 1: Did the Red Owl Stores, Inc. and Joseph Hoff bout mid-M
OFE =5t 5545 (charge; instruction) Text p. 94N 8~ of 1961 initiate negotiations looking to the establishment of Joseph Hoffman as a
1 R & P franchise operator of a Red Owl Store in Chilton? Answer: Yes. (Answered by the
Court.)
400 ~ Question No. 2: Did the parties mutually agree on all of the details of the proposal so
OB ED&¥E (deliberation)  Text p. 95710 as to reach a final agreement thereon? Answer: No. (Answered by the Court.)
N Question No. 3: Did the Red Owl Stores, Inc., in the course of said negotiations, make
Ok (verdict) general verdict / special verdict Text p. 954~ & Zslide representations to Joseph Hoffman that if he fulfilled certain conditions that they would
aT 4 - . 2z

N2
OH#R D Z§% (entry of judgment) Text p. 9673~
N2
Offfiié,‘\O)*U/k’&*&)éﬁr_o)EF'_LT(renewed motion for judgment as a
matter of law) ; 5T iR #& R | iR % 3K 8 5 F 31 T (motion for judgment notwith-
standing the verdict; judgment non obstante veredicto; judgment n.o.v.) Text p. 97,8~

OB ZEE O IL T (motion for a new trial) Text p. 97110~

BY
1

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 (&# T 119-20, #148)

Red Owl (2S5 >F¥ A4 RX - Fx—>, LLFRed) &Hoffmanid |Yes (&
Q1 (1961458 4], HoffmanZChiltonlcE 1+ BRed/EHOBREE L #IFTIC &

THLERBIXRBZERKLED, HEE)
02 MUBEEIRENEBRICET IEEICHZREREOMB I ATIZ No (FH
DVWTAEBELED (RAKRILTNESM . AEE)

RedlZ LR FHDBFEICH LN THoffmanIZx L, BA—FDOEH
03 |-t EMEChiltonI=d (T DRed/EHBIHEEIZT 5L LS5 KT |Yes
él{f:b\o

Q4 (QDEZEMNYDIHBE) HoffmanlF UZRREEHEL, FhizE Yes
TOWTHEBTIEIFRSINE=H,

Q5 (MAOEZEMNYDIHESE) Hoffmanlt, BEDEFEETMEIZE L Yes
T, YZRTEFEEIRETH-=H.

Q6 Q3DEIEZENYDES) Hoffmanld, 6218 ETHORBDER Yes
HTROONETRTOEHEEF-LED.

07 UTDEBICOWTRENRZT-EBEZHET H-OICHEL $XXX. XX
SEEFLC DD, '
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Trial——=3=%HE-

ERIOH
IS > F

Trial

SEHLEA - 241
S HIP
AR,

S

E%Eﬁ*
L—ILE A

charge/instruction
A

Wi >

A 4

general verdict
(R
[REBROSEEIRFE

special verdict
BRMGRESEE

{5l - Hoffman v. Red Owl,
133 N.W.2d at 271-73
(B E20MI19-218H)
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KERSBFRLFHR——E KB
[ATR] BERTETABICE > THRBHNERICH T HIETREFRK——E
BlELTERDLENELD, FEREOVWTNAHADZEITIEFZEDH MM ZLY,
O RENESARMIBEZTLHE-OTLDIGE
Q@ REHIYZEMD zone of danger [ZLN=15E

rREDIF VT EL TV LSRN BB EICERoNT-, ThERELERE
ARDAEBZICE-T avIzaR T =-EL TRAMIBEDEEZHE KL,

EENOFAIEEEFWoT-2&, F-IXQFEEHD zone of danger [TLV=Z&
MERRICENMNTWEWMEE TR EMNEY S DRIGEAH,

ERRICEINTVED, RENSARHBEETEZH S I-2L, LUV F=(E, B
@ zone of danger [CLM\=C&, B ETHEMINEHRENIRETESIZEIC
WEMNEY S DRI EAH,

RENBARMBEEERE =&, LU/ FT=(X, FHD zone of danger 2LV =
CEFAEAY HEELAIEREICTE MG R [T ENEY S DRI IEfIH,
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