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KEREBFLFHROBE
OBfARF i (depositions (FF S $%EE) ; written interrogatories (B R§2); production
of documents or things or permission to enter upon land or other property (3XZ -4
HoiRE, THEADIIAZTE); physical and mental examinations (B {ARE - ¥5
HWEHIIRE) ; requests for admission (B ENDEKR)) Textp. 79 |12
HMEEEF—EDBHEITODVWCTEHEMICATREZTHILNROHENS(

required disclosures( ZF&RIBHR])

ORRERICEHTIREGR ST —— T L REREZ (TGS SR AT
BE p.85 P11~

OHHIFFM &L HBRHIR p. 8611

ORRICET 5HlH——MTEHFOAET, BRIZERAH, GEFET.
HFANGIELLERDOZIL p.86l5~

CEENTIE p.87L1~

EREE p.87l 11~

OF L D work product [ BEARHIR p. 871 15~

KEREZFLFHROBE
N%

OB #I3R (summary judgment) DAL T—— (BEZ R E (affidavit) HE) E
EIERICE>TEESEICHT HFVATREICIEFELA L there is no
genuine dispute as to any material fact CEMNEEBATE, ZDELDHBNVER
ISEEBERTHELURICEDNEHERT HLEERTEDGERICRDOND,
Text p. 77 1M10~.

N2
OEXRE 175 (pretrial conference) & pretrial order Text p. 88 | 3~.
NA
OFEEFEHE (trial) EEHAAVSLNSIZESE) Text p. 88 T5~.
EEDIRE Text p. 891~
S P& (opening statement) Text p. 91,7~
SEHLER
RE®D E =55 (case in chief) Text p. 911,13~

EEDEIH
e 28 U.S.C.§1861,28 U.S.C.A. § 1861
United States Code [Annotated], Title 28, section 1861
AREZME21RE 18615
@ United States Code
=The Code of Laws of the United States of America
——EREBSMIFHIELZEEIREREL-H D ORI %
#BROERRMICRELEH (6FE &I .
——%£53%R (Titles 1-54, excepting Title 53, it being reserved) N5
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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KERSBFLFHROBE
JR&E D ET-%EFA (case in chief)
FRERIEEAD E#ESM (direct examination) - & 5t =R (cross examination) >
EESH->BRISMEESMICETSFE SR (leading questions) DZE L]
REBIFEA @-eeeeereees
FREDEI-DFHDIET (rest)

N%
OE 1 E LD HIR (judgment as a matter of law) ; F§EIETR (directed verdict)
ERZ D ENT (nonsuit; involuntary dismissal) 3R & HH LT Text p. 93¢ 1~
N2
WEDET=SHFEH (case in chief) [EELBARDFIRERDHDHILT]
[REDRKEE (rebuttal) AR ELBRDFIREROLHIT]
W8 D KL (surrebuttal / rejoinder)  [EE_ELSROHREKD BRI T]
&R i (closing argument) Text p. 94114~
RES>HE-SRE

{=EEE#L;% Bl (Hearsay evidence rule)
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N2
OBEZEIZxt9 BE K (charge; instruction) Text p. 9418~
N
OREEDET:E (deliberation) Text p. 95110~
N2

OZ&F# (verdict) ——general verdict / special verdict Text p. 954~ & Kslide
N%
O#IiR M &% (entry of judgment) Text p. 9673~
N2
OixZ ELUARDHRERHBBEEDHEHILT (renewed motion for judgment as a
matter of law) ; 5T iR FE 4R R % K 8 % B 3L T (motion for judgment notwith-
standing the verdict; judgment non obstante veredicto; judgment n.o.v.) Text p. 97,8~
OB EEMDHEILT (motion for a new trial) Text p. 97M10~

Special verdict (Hoffman v. Red Owl (3&# 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 ¥4 X - Fx—>, LA FRed) &Hoffmanidk |Yes (&
01 (196145 4], Hoffman%Chiltonl=35(+BRedEHDFEEE L |HIFFIC K

THLEERIXSEMBLED, 2EE)
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Red(& 4 %32 H DB LV THoffmani=» L, WMA—EDEH
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LD

04 (QBDOEEMNYDIBE) HoffmanXLZXERREEEL, Thick Yes
TOTHIRMT AL S5ERSAED,

a5 (4D EEMNYDIBES) Hoffmanld, FHEOETEETHEIZEHL Yes
T, UBRTEBETRETHoH.

Q6 (3D EEMNYDIHE) Hoffmanlk, 62&E1RETHORBOIR Yes
DTRODOENF=TRATOEHEH - Li=h,
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Trial
Trial ——ZE 52218 - SEHLER - 2 ¥
HHIF

ER 7R | chargelinstruction

general verdict

E BERLUEE
%5 | ERR G [(REBHROBE1FE
DAN|[VTYER | | aER || 5T
% g% = SR | | special verdict
= BAMERERR
= [ B = {5l - Hoffman v. Red Owl,

133 N.W.2d at 271-73
(BME25M119-21H)
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