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MVA  

CAUSE NO. 2018-CI-17975 – PRISCILLA VILLANUEVA VS. ANDREW RIOS (2/10/2020 - 2/13/2020) 
– DANIELLE FOX and LUIS ESPINOSA, LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. HENRY, for Plaintiff; ERIC T. 
FREEMYER, LAW OFFICES OF BRAD A. ALLEN, for Defendant –  

DESCRIPTION: Plaintiff was waiting to turn left into HEB when she was rear ended by Defendant.  
Defendant alleged his brakes had started squeaking the day before.  On his way home from 
work, Defendant stated his brakes failed to work properly but was able to slightly brake when 
he rear ended the Plaintiff.  Impact was minor and no air bags were deployed.  Plaintiff alleges 
injuries caused her to lose her job and aggravated her depression.  Defense alleged she was 
having work performance issues prior to accident due to her depression.     

VERDICT:   

Verdict for Defense --- no negligence found.   

 

HONORABLE LAURA SALINAS, JUDGE PRESIDING, 166th DISTRICT COURT. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





















MVA  

CAUSE NO. 2018-CI-11431 – CHRISTINA CASTILLO VS. STEVE G. TRICKEL (2/11/2020 - 
2/14/2020) – JERRY V. HERNANDEZ and CARLOS GARCIA, DAVIS LAW FIRM, for Plaintiff; DANIEL 
C. ANDREWS and KACIE STARR, LAW OFFICES OF BRAD A. ALLEN, for Defendant –  

DESCRIPTION: Plaintiff sought damages for injuries from a MVA claiming defendant negligence of 
failing to maintain proper lookout and failing to timely apply brakes.    

VERDICT:  No negligence.   

 

HONORABLE CYNTHIA CHAPA, JUDGE PRESIDING, 288th DISTRICT COURT. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

















MVA  

CAUSE NO. 2017-CI-21419 – ANGELA KLOTH VS. KATHLEEN TAYLOR (2/18/2020 - 2/20/2020) – 
R. SCOTT MELLEN, DAVIS LAW FIRM, for Plaintiff; DANIEL C. ANDREWS and KACIE STARR, LAW 
OFFICES OF BRAD A. ALLEN, for Defendant –  

DESCRIPTION: Plaintiff pedestrian hit by car when crossing Walzem Road in crosswalk resulting in 
broken wrist and laceration to forehead requiring stitches.  Past medicals of $2,629.16 
stipulated.  Plaintiff seeking recovery for past medicals, past pain and suffering and past 
impairment.  Proportionate responsibility submitted.  

VERDICT:  $4,814.58 – 50/50 negligence, past medicals $2,629.16, past pain and suffering, 
$3,000, past impairment $4,000.   

 

HONORABLE KAREN POZZA, JUDGE PRESIDING, 407th DISTRICT COURT. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



-04(ff16W! - 

liii 	iiPiI III 
2017C121419 -P00042 - 

No. 2017-CI-21419 

Angela Kioth 
	

§ 
	

In the District Court 
§ 
§ 

vs. 	 § 
	

407th Judicial District 
§ 
§ 

Kathleen Taylor 
	

§ 
	

Bexar County, Texas 

Charge of the Court 

Members of the Jury: 

After the closing arguments, you will go to the jury room to decide the case, answer the 

questions that are attached, and reach a verdict. You may discuss the case with other jurors only 

when you are all together in the jury room. 

Remember my previous instructions: Do not discuss the case with anyone else, either in 

person or by any other means. Do not do any independent investigation about the case or conduct 

any research. Do not look up any words in dictionaries or on the Internet. Do not post 

information about the case on the Internet. Do not share any special knowledge or experiences 

with the other jurors. Do not use your phone or any other electronic device during your 

deliberations for any reason. The bailiff will give you a number where others may contact you in 

case of an emergency. 

Any notes you have taken are for your own personal use. You may take your notes back 

into the jury room and consult them during deliberations, but do not show or read your notes to 

your fellow jurors during your deliberations. Your notes are not evidence. Each of you should 

rely on your independent recollection of the evidence and not be influenced by the fact that 

another juror has or has not taken notes. 	 p L B D 
/oJJjo'cLocIc A M 

FEP 202020 
MARY ANGIE GARCIA 

Disthet Cleric BexarC nty, Texas 
BYJ1LI4CJ[A&. 
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Here are the instructions for answering the questions. 

1. Do not let bias, prejudice, or sympathy play any part in your decision. 

2. Base your answers only on the evidence admitted in court and on the law that is in 

these instructions and questions. Do not consider or discuss any evidence that was not admitted 

in the courtroom. 

3. You are to make up your own minds about the facts. You are the sole judges of the 

credibility of the witnesses and the weight to give their testimony. But on matters of law, you 

must follow all of my instructions. 

4. If my instructions use a word in a way that is different from its ordinary meaning, use 

the meaning I give you, which will be a proper legal definition. 

5. All the questions and answers are important. No one should say that any question or 

answer is not important. 

6. Answer "yes" or "no" to all questions unless you are told otherwise. A "yes" answer 

must be based on a preponderance of the evidence unless you are told otherwise. Whenever a 

question requires an answer other than "yes" or "no," your answer must be based on a 

preponderance of the evidence unless you are told otherwise. 

The term "preponderance of the evidence" means the greater weight of credible evidence 

presented in this case. If you do not find that a preponderance of the evidence supports a "yes" 

answer, then answer "no." A preponderance of the evidence is not measured by the number of 

witnesses or by the number of documents admitted in evidence. For a fact to be proved by a 

preponderance of the evidence, you must find that the fact is more likely true than not true. 
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7. Do not decide who you think should win before you answer the questions and then 

just answer the questions to match your decision. Answer each question carefully without 

considering who will win. Do not discuss or consider the effect your answers will have. 

8. Do not answer questions by thawing straws or by any method of chance. 

9. Some questions might ask you for a dollar amount. Do not agree in advance to decide 

on a dollar amount by adding up each juror's amount and then figuring the average. 

10. Do not trade your answers. For example, do not say, "I will answer this question your 

way if you answer another question my way." 

11. Unless otherwise instructed, the answers to the questions must be based on the 

decision of at least 10 of the 12 jurors. The same 10 jurors must agree on every answer. Do not 

agree to be bound by a vote of anything less than 10 jurors, even if it would be a majority. 

As I have said before, if you do not follow these instructions, you will be guilty ofjuror 

misconduct, and I might have to order a new trial and start this process over again. This would 

waste your time and the parties' money, and would require the taxpayers of this county to pay for 

another trial. Ifajuror breaks any of these rules, tell that person to stop and report it to me 

immediately. 

A fact may be established by direct evidence or by circumstantial evidence or both. A 

fact is established by direct evidence when proved by documentary evidence or by witnesses 

who saw the act done or heard the words spoken. A fact is established by circumstantial evidence 

when it may be fairly and reasonably inferred from other facts proved. 

"Negligence" means failure to use ordinary care, that is, failing to do that which a person 

of ordinary prudence would have done under the same or similar circumstances or doing that 
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which a person of ordinary prudence would not have done under the same or similar 

circumstances. 

"Ordinary care" means that degree of care that a person of ordinary prudence would use 

under the same or similar circumstances. 

"Proximate cause" means a cause that was a substantial factor in bringing about an event, 

and without which cause such event would not have occurred. In order to be a proximate cause, 

the act or omission complained of must be such that a person using ordinary care would have 

foreseen that the event, or some similar event, might reasonably result therefrom. There may be 

more than one proximate cause of an event. 
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Question No. I 

Did the negligence, if any, of those named below proximately cause the occurrence in question? 

Answer "Yes" or "No" for each of the following: 

Kathleen Taylor 	 Ic 5 

Angela Kioth 	 Ye 
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If you have answered "Yes" to Question No. 1 for more than one of those named below, 

then answer Question No. 2. Otherwise, do not answer Question No. 2. 

Assign percentages of responsibility only to those you found caused or contributed to 

cause the occurrence. The percentages you find must total 100 percent. The percentages must be 

expressed in whole numbers. The percentage of responsibility attributable to any one is not 

necessarily measured by the number of acts or omissions found. 

Question No. 2 

What percentage of the negligence that caused the occurrence in question do you find to 

be attributable to each of those found by you, in your answer to Question No. 1, to have been 

negligent? 

Kathleen Taylor 	 5-  0 X 
Angela Kloth 

Total 	 100 
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Answer Question No. 3 if you have answered "Yes" for Kathleen Taylor to Question No. 

I and answered: 

"No" for Angela Kioth to Question No. 1, or 

2. 	50 percent or less for Angela Kioth to Question No. 2. 

Otherwise, do not answer Question No. 3. 

Question No. 3 

What sum of money, if paid now in cash, would fairly and reasonably compensate 

Angela Kioth for her injuries, if any, that resulted from the occurrence in question? 

Consider the elements of damages listed below and none other. Consider each element 

separately. Do not award any sum of money on any element if you have otherwise, under some 

other element, awarded a sum of money for the same loss. That is, do not compensate twice for 

the same loss, if any. Do not include interest on any amount of damages you find. 

Answer separately, in dollars and cents, for damages, if any. Do not include any amount 

for any condition existing before the occurrence in question, except to the extent, if any, that 

such other condition was aggravated by any injuries that resulted from the occurrence in 

question. 

a. Medical care expenses incurred in the past. 

Answer: !y.e 	0A21 htfl.Ib 

b. Physical pain sustained in the past. 

Answer: 	3200. 

C. 	Physical impairment sustained in the past. 
1$ t!ooc,oJ 

Answer:  
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Presiding Juror: 

1. When you go into the july room to answer the questions, the first thing you will need 

to do is choose a presiding juror. 

2. The presiding juror has these duties: 

a. have the complete charge read aloud if it will be helpful to your deliberations; 

b. preside over your deliberations, meaning manage the discussions, and see that you 

follow these instructions; 

c. give written questions or comments to the bailiff who will give them to the judge; 

d. write down the answers you agree on; 

e. get the signatures for the verdict certificate; and 

f. notif' the bailiff that you have reached a verdict. 

Do you understand the duties of the presiding juror? If you do not, please tell me now. 
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Instructions for Signing the Verdict Certificate: 

1. Unless otherwise instructed, you may answer the questions on a vote of 10 jurors. The 

same 10 jurors must agree on every answer in the charge. This means you may not have one 

group of 10] urors agree on one answer and a different group of 10 jurors agree on another 

answer. 

2. If 10 jurors agree on every answer, those 10 jurors sign the verdict. If 11 jurors agree 

on every answer, those 11 jurors sign the verdict. If all 12 of you agree on every answer, you are 

unanimous and only the presiding juror signs the verdict. 

3. All jurors should deliberate on every question. You may end up with all 12 of you 

agreeing on some answers, while only 10 or 11 of you agree on other answers. But when you 

sign the verdict, only those 10 who agree on every answer will sign the verdict. 

Do you understand these instructions? If you do not, please tell me now. 
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Verdict Certificate 

Check one: 

Our verdict is unanimous. All 12 of us have agreed to each and every answer. The 

presiding juror has signed the certificate for all 12 of us. 

Signature of Presiding Juror 
	

Printed Name of Presiding Juror 

Our verdict is not unanimous. Eleven of us have agreed to each and every answer and have 

signed the certificate below. 

____ 	verdict is not unanimous. Ten of us have agreed to each and every answer and 

have signed the certificate below. 

1.  

2.  

3.  

4.  

5.  

6.  

NAME PRINTED 
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No. 2017-CI-21419 

Angela Kloth 
	

§ 	 In the District Court 
§ 
§ 

vs. 	 § 	 407th Judicial District 
§ 
§ 

Kathleen Taylor 	 § 	 Bexar County, Texas 

Members of the Jury: 

You have asked, "Can we have the law on pedestrians in crosswalks?" 

Thank you for your question, however, all necessary legal definitions have been provided 

to you in the charge of the court. 

H. Pozza 
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PSERSONAL INJURY 

CAUSE NO. 2016-CI-09279 – ROBERT LEE WAMMACK, JR. VS. HOWELL CRANE & RIGGING, INC.  
(1/28/2020 - 2/12/2020) – GEORGE L. SALINAS, JR.  and JOHN R. BOZADA, II, LAW OFFICES OF 
GEORGE SALINAS, for Plaintiff; BRYAN D. WENDT, LAW OFFICES OF BURT BARR & ASSOCIATES, 
L.L.P., for Defendant –  

DESCRIPTION: PLAINTIFF alleged serious bodily injury resulted from the improper rigging by 
DEFENDANT of an HVAC unit that rolled on top of PLAINTIFF and struck PLAINTIFF.  DEFENDANT 
claimed that PLAINTIFF’S negligence and that of his employer were the cause of the PLAINTIFF’S 
injuries.      

VERDICT:  The jury found negligence on the part of HOWELL CRANE AND RIGGING (70%), the 
PLAINTIFF (10%), and SERVICE MECHANICAL GROUP (the employer) (20%).  The jury awarded a 
total of 44,675,000.00 in damages resulting from the occurrence in question.    

 

HONORABLE ANGELICA JIMENEZ, JUDGE PRESIDING, 408th DISTRICT COURT. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
























