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133 N.W.2d at 271-73
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* Hoffman v. Red Owl Stores, Inc., 26 Wis.2d 683, 133 N.W.2d 267 (1965).
* Hoffman v. Red Owl Stores, Inc., 133 N.W.2d 267 (Wis. 1965).——&3a®M 5|
BAf. 188, 1R MIL1978FEETIX =,
Plaintiff (JRE5) : Hoffman (Respondent: & A ——#ERE M SEHHELY)
Defendant (#45) :Red Owl Stores, Inc.  (Appellant: £& A——[E L)
26 Wis.2d 683 = Wisconsin Reports 2nd Series, volume 26, page 683 (1965).
VARV UM EREEFIFTHIGIEE 2 —X 265683 H (19655F)
North Western Reporter 2nd Series, volume 133, page 267 (Wis. 1965).

* United States v. Lopez, 514 U.S. 549 (1995).
Petitioner (_£ & A) : United States
*EE, LERAIX Appellant 7203, #i= EERDIGZE (S Petitioner E72HZENZLN,
Respondent (# L £ A) : Lopez
* # EER A& Appellee £F B EHZ LD, REFDIHZS L Respondentt, %Y,
United States Reports, volume 514, page 549 (1995).
BREZRESFHIFTHIFIES145549H (1995)
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State/District  Abbreviati Postal Code

Alabama Ala. AL |Kentucky Ky. KY [North Dakota |N.D. ND
Alaska Alaska AK |Louisiana La. LA |Ohio Ohio OH
Arizona Ariz. AZ |Maine Maine ME |Oklahoma Okla. OK
Arkansas Ark. AR |Maryland Md. MD |Oregon Ore. OR
California Calif. CA |Massachusetts [Mass. MA [Pennsylvania Pa. PA
Colorado Colo. CO |Michigan Mich. Ml |[Rhode Island R.I. RI
Connecticut Conn. CT [Minnesota Minn. MN |South Carolina |S.C. SC
Delaware Del. DE |Mississippi Miss. MS |South Dakota |S.D. SD
District of Colun{D.C. DC [|Missouri Mo. MO |Tennessee Tenn. TN
Florida Fla. FL [Montana Mont. MT [Texas Tex. TX
Georgia Ga. GA |Nebraska Nebr. NE [Utah Utah uT
Hawaii Hawaii HI Nevada Nev. NV  |Vermont Vt. VT
Idaho Idaho ID |New Hampshire/N.H. NH |Virginia Va. VA
Illinois 1. IL New Jersey N.J. NJ  [Washington Wash. WA
Indiana Ind. IN New Mexico N.M. NM [West Virginia |W.Va. WV
lowa lowa 1A New York N.Y. NY |Wisconsin Wis. WI
Kansas Kans. KS |North Carolina |N.C. NC |Wyoming Wyo. WY

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

Red Owl (2S5 >F ¥ A4 RX - Fx—, LLFRed) &Hoffmanid |Yes (&
Q1 (1961458 4], HoffmanZChiltonlcE T BRed/EHOBREE L #IFFICE
FTEHEEERBIXSERBLED, A5EE)
02 MUEFIRKNABICET IEEICUZEROMB T RTIZ |No (FH
DVWTEELED, (RAFMILLTLSED) . FrEZ)
RedlZ 4B D BFEICHE LI THoffmanlzx L, HEA—DEH
03 |Z@mf=E B %EChiltonIZH 1+ BRedfEHFEEEFIZCT HE LS5 EFE |Yes
él{f:b\o
Q4 Q3D EEHMNYDIES) Hoffmanld ¥ezTRRZEHEL, FhicE Yes
DTWTHEITEEIFREIII=D.
05 (MAOEZEMNYDIHBE) Hoffmanlt, BEDEFEFTMEIZE L Yes
T, BEZRTEBEIRETHo=H.
06 Q3DEIZENYDES) Hoffmanld, 6218 ETHDRSDER Yes
ODTROLBNFEITRTOEHEZFE- L=,
07 DUTFTOBEBICOWTREAZR T -HBEEHET 5-HICHLAE $XXX. XX
FEIZ L Bh, '

7

KEREZBFILFHR——EAKH
[FIR] BEATETAICL > THERHNERICH I HIETRERRK——F
BlELTROHONGELD, FTEOVWITNHADZEIZITERDLHMAZLY,
O BRENBARMIBEZELHOTL\SIHE
Q BREINBIAIIIEEFT 42T zone of danger 2LV =156

[EHlXkEDIFUTELTVEEICKABBEIC TN, EhZBELS:
FEENKDEFICEoTLavIERT-ELTRAMIEZDREZFE KL=,

@ BEENOBEREBEEZH-T1=C&, £=XQ@%F D zone of danger IZLV\=Z&
MNERRICENMNTVEWME IR ENEYS DR G EAH,

© LEMNFRKICEONTNID, RENBERMEBETEZH 2L, LU F
fzIX, Z® zone of danger [IZWVf=C &, B E T HEMANEHENRHTES
BEITEHENEYS DR T,

© BEENBARMIBEEZW-I-2E, BLUVF=IX, D zone of danger [ZLY
= L% AT DA IEEICTHELME IR EN EYS DR I (TR HY,




KEREBFRDLFH: LRE
(a) LFRDFHr [HEE]
(b) LERFEICHITEHLEEDEF Text p. 99110~p. 1007
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(A) reversed and remanded/modified ([RFRIEE+ZR/HH-EIE)
(d) ¥IRIEEH Textp. 100, 16~p. 10071
(1) opinion of the court / majority opinion (§&i#=1B T BER-BEHIE)
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(1) opinion concurring in the judgment (& iH=BF X, (NHICRELLZVER)
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