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CLOSING JURY INSTRUCTIONS 

Instruction No. 18. Closing roadmap 

Members of the jury, you now have all the evidence. Three things remain to be done: 

First, I will give you additional instructions that you will follow in deciding this case. 
Second, the lawyers will give their closing arguments. The Plaintiff(s) will go first, then the Defendant(s). 
The Plaintiff(s) may give a rebuttal. 
Finally, you will go to the jury room to decide the case. 

In the jury room you will have two main duties as jurors. 

First, you will decide from the evidence what the facts are. You may draw all reasonable inferences from 
that evidence. 
Second, you will take the law I give you in the instructions, apply it to the facts, and reach a verdict. 

• Instruction No. 19. Closing arguments 

When the lawyers give their closing arguments, keep in mind that they are advocating their views of the 
case. What they say during their closing arguments is not evidence. If the lawyers say anything about the 
evidence that conflicts with what you remember, you are to rely on your memory of the evidence. If they 
say anything about the law that conflicts with these instructions, you are to rely on these instructions. 

• Instruction No. 20. Legal rulings 

During the trial I have made certain rulings. I made those rulings based on the law, and not because I 
favor one side or the other. 

However, 
• if I sustained an objection, 
• if I did not accept evidence offered by one side or the other, or 
• if I ordered that certain testimony be stricken, then you must not consider those things in reaching your 
verdict. 

• Instruction No. 21. Foreperson selection and duties and jury deliberations 

Among the first things you should do when you go to the jury room to deliberate is to appoint someone to 
serve as the jury foreperson. The foreperson should not dominate the jury's discussion, but rather should 
facilitate the discussion of the evidence and make sure that all members of the jury get the chance to 
speak. The foreperson's opinions should be given the same weight as those of other members of the jury. 
Once the jury has reached a verdict, the foreperson is responsible for filling out and signing the verdict 
form(s) on behalf of the entire jury. 

In the jury room, discuss the evidence and speak your minds with each other. Open discussion should help 
you reach an agreement on a verdict. Listen carefully and respectfully to each other's views and keep an 
open mind about what others have to say. I recommend that you not commit yourselves to a particular 
verdict before discussing all the evidence. 

Try to reach an agreement, but only if you can do so honestly and in good conscience. If there is a 
difference of opinion about the evidence or the verdict, do not hesitate to change your mind if you become 
convinced that your position is wrong. On the other hand, do not give up your honestly held views about 
the evidence simply to agree on a verdict, to give in to pressure from other jurors, or just to get the case 
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over with. In the end, your vote must be your own. 

In reaching your verdict you may not use methods of chance, such as drawing straws or flipping a coin. 
Rather, the verdict must reflect your individual, careful, and conscientious judgment 

Instruction No. 22. Do not resort to chance 

When you deliberate, do not flip a coin, draw straws, choose opinions at random, or use other methods of 
chance. Instead you must weigh the evidence carefully and come to a decision that is supported by the 
evidence. 

If you decide that a party is entitled to recover damages, you must then agree upon the amount of money 
to award that party. Each of you should state your own independent judgment on what the amount should 
be. You must thoughtfully consider the amounts suggested, evaluate them according to these instructions 
and the evidence, and reach an agreement on the amount. You must not agree in advance to average the 
estimates. 

• Instruction No. 23. Agreement on special verdict 

I am going to give you a form called the Special Verdict that contains several questions and instructions. 
You must answer the questions based upon the instructions and the evidence you have seen and heard 
during this trial. 

Because this is not a criminal case, your verdict does not have to be unanimous. At least six jurors must 
agree on the answer to each question, but they do not have to be the same six jurors on each question. 

As soon as six or more of you agree on the answer to all of the required questions, the foreperson should 
sign and date the verdict form and tell the bailiff you have finished. The bailiff will escort you back to this 
courtroom; you should bring the completed Special Verdict with you. 



) Jury Instruction No. /1 
Time Taken for Case to Arrive at Trial 

There are many reasons cases take months or years to arrive at trial. These reasons vary from, 
among other things, procedural requirements and court system scheduling issues. You must not 
consider the time taken for a case to arrive at trial as a reflection of the strengths or weaknesses 
of a person's position. 



Jury Instruction No. ;;;S-

Settling Parties 

Jordan Wood and Kristen Clayton reached a settlement agreement. 

There are many reasons why people settle their legal disputes. A settlement does not 

mean that anyone conceded anything. Although Clayton is not a party to this case, you must still 

decide whether she was at fault, and if so, the percentage of her fault. 

You must not consider the settlement between Wood and Clayton as a reflection of the 

strengths or weaknesses of anyone's position. You must not consider the settlement agreement 

as an indication of Clayton's willingness to deal responsibly with Wood. 

But youmay consider the settlement between Wood and Clayton for other purposes, 

including: 

• Deciding how believable a witness is. 

• Deciding the reasons Wood may have for allocating more fault to Riggs than Clayton. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. d 
CV122 Inconsistent Statements. 

You may believe that a witness, on another occasion, made a statement inconsistent with that 
witness's testimony given here. That doesn't mean that you are required to disregard the 
testimony. It is for you to decide whether to believe the witness. 



Jury Instruction No . ..2J__ 

Police Officer Testimony 

In this case, you heard the testimony of two police officers. Both testified as fact 

witnesses. You should evaluate police officer testimony the same as you would the testimony of 

any other fact witness, and give the testimony the weight you think it deserves. You should not 

give a police officer's testimony greater weight simply because he is a police officer. 
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JURY INSTRUCTION NO. ?~ 

CV124 Stipulated facts. 

A stipulation is an agreement. Unless I instruct you otherwise, when the lawyers on both sides 

stipulate or agree to a fact, you must accept the stipulation as evidence and regard that fact as 

proved. The parties have stipulated to the following facts: 

1. Cassidy Riggs was solely responsible for the first automobile accident with a truck driven 

by James Nielson. Since the parties have agreed on these facts, you must accept them as 

true for purposes of this case. 

2. The medical care and expenses included in Exhibit 9 were reasonable in cost and amount 

billed. 

3. The medical care and expenses included in Exhibit 9 were necessarily incurred and 

caused by the injuries sustained on August 11, 2016. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO._ pj_ 
CV130A Charts and summaries as evidence. 

Charts and summaries that are received as evidence will be with you in the jury room when you 
deliberate, and you should consider the information contained in them as you would any other 
evidence. 



Jury Instruction No . .2/1. 
CV132 Out-of-state or out-of-town experts 

You may not discount the opinions of Dr. Erin Bigler merely because of where he lives 
or practices. 



Jury Instruction No. 

CV201 "Fault" defined 

Your goal as jurors is to decide whether Jordan Wood was harmed and, if so, whether anyone is 
at fault for that harm. If you decide that more than one person is at fault, you must then allocate 
fault among them. 

Fault means any wrongful act or failure to act. The wrongful act or failure to act alleged in this 
case is negligence. 

Your answers to the questions on the verdict form will determine whether anyone is at fault. We 
will review the verdict form in a few minutes. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 32:._ 

CV211 Allocation of Fault. 

Cassidy Riggs claims that more than one person's fault was a cause of the harm. If you 

decide that more than one person is at fault, you must decide each person's percentage of fault 

that caused the harm. This allocation must total 100%. 

You may also decide to allocate a percentage to the plaintiff. Jordan Wood's total 

recovery will be reduced by the percentage that you attribute to her. If you decide that Jordan 

Wood's percentage is 50% or greater, Jordan Wood will recover nothing. 

You may also decide to allocate a percentage of fault to Kirsten Clayton. Jordan Wood's 

total recovery will be reduced by the percentage that you attribute to Kirsten Clayton. 

When you answer the questions on damages, do not reduce the award by Jordan Wood's 

percentage or Kirsten Clayton's percentage. I will make that calculation later. 

MUJI 2d CV211 (modified) 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. _3' . 
CV209 "Cause" defined. 

I've instructed you before that fault is a wrongful act or failure to act. You must also determine 
whether a person's fault caused the harm. 

As used in the law, the word "cause" has a special meaning, and you must use this meaning 
whenever you apply the word. "Cause" means that: 

(1) the person's act or failure to act produced the harm directly or set in motion events that 
produced the harm in a natural and continuous sequence; 

and 

(2) the person's act or failure to act could be foreseen by a reasonable person to produce a harm 
of the same general nature. 

There may be more than one cause of the same harm. 



Jury Instruction No. 2!J_ 

Superseding Cause 

Cassidy Riggs claims that she is not liable for Jordan Wood's harm because of the later 

fault of Wood and the later fault of Kirsten Clayton. In other words, Riggs claims that Wood's 

own later fault and Clayton's later fault were superseding causes of Wood's harm. 

To prove that a person's later fault was a superseding cause of Wood's harm, Riggs must 

prove all of the following: 

1. That the person's conduct occurred after Riggs's conduct; 

2. That Riggs, at the time of her negligent conduct, could not have realized that the person 

might act as the person did; 

3. That a reasonable person, knowing the situation existing when the person acted, would 

regard the person's conduct as highly extraordinary; and 

4. The person's actions were not a normal consequence of a situation created by Ms. 

Riggs's negligent conduct, and the manner in which the person acted was extraordinarily 

negligent. 



Jury Instruction No. -3!:/. P-

Extraordinary Negligence Defined 

The term "extraordinary negligence" denotes the fact that people of ordinary experience 

and reasonable judgment would look at what occurred-ta.Icing into account the prevalence of 

that occasional negligence which is one of the incidents of human life-and conclude that it was 

extraordinary for a person to have taken her action negligently. 



Jury Instruction No. JS-

Violation of statute, ordinance, or safety law 

A violation of a safety law is evidence of fault unless the violation is excused. 

Plaintiff Jordan Wood claims that Cassidy Riggs violated a law that says drivers must 

stop at stop signs and yield to other drivers who have the right-of-way that are approaching so 

closely as to constitute an immediate hazard. 

Defendant Cassidy Riggs claims that Jordan Wood violated a safety law by failing to 

yield the right of way and suddenly leaving a curb or other place of safety and walking or 

running into the path of a vehicle which was so close it constituted an immediate hazard. 

Defendant Cassidy Riggs claims that Kirsten Clayton violated a safety law by failing to 

keep a proper lookout and going too fast for traffic conditions. 

If you decide that Jordan Wood has violated these safety laws, you must decide whether 

the violation is excused. Jordan Wood claims the violation is excused because: 

(1) Obeying the law would have created an even greater risk of harm; and 

Even if a driver or pedestrian complies with a safety law, or is excused from complying 

with the safety law, the driver or pedestrian must still comply with all other duties that I will 

explain to you. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO.~ 

CV202A "Negligence" defined. 

You must decide whether Jordan Wood, Cassidy Riggs, and Kirsten Clayton were 
negligent. 

Negligence means that a person did not use reasonable care. We all have a duty to use 
reasonable care to avoid causing an accident. Reasonable care is simply what a reasonably 
careful person would do in a similar situation. A person may be negligent in acting or in failing 
to act. 

The amount of care that is reasonable depends upon the situation. Ordinary circumstances 
do not require extraordinary caution. But some situations require more care because a reasonably 
careful person would understand that more danger is involved. 

To establish negligence, Plaintiff Jordan Wood has the burden of proving that: 

(1) Cassidy Riggs was negligent; and 

(2) her negligence was a cause of Jordan Wood's harm. 

In this action, Plaintiff alleges that Cassidy Riggs was negligent in the following respects: 

( 1) Driving while distracted; 

(2) failing to keep a proper lookout for traffic hazards; 

(3) failing to yield the right-of-way to a vehicle in the intersection or approaching so 
closely as to constitute an immediate hazard; 

(4) failing to operate her vehicle as to avoid danger; and 

(5) Turning a vehicle when it was not reasonably safe to do so. 

If you find that Cassidy Riggs was negligent in these respects, then you must determine 
whether that negligence was a cause of Wood's harm. 



Cassidy Riggs claims that Jordan Wood was negligent in causing her own harm. To 
establish Jordan Wood's negligence, Cassidy Riggs has the burden of proving that: 

(1) Jordan Wood was negligent and; 

(2) this negligence was a cause of Jordan Wood's harm. 

In this action, Defendant alleges that Jordan Wood was negligent in the following respects: 

(1) Failing to exercise reasonable care; 

(2) Failing to cross the street at a proper crosswalk; 

(3) Failing to yield the right of way to an oncoming vehicle; and; 

(4) Failing to look for oncoming traffic. 

If you find that Jordan Wood was negligent in any of these respects, then you must determine 
whether that negligence was a cause of her own harm. 

Cassidy Riggs also claims that Kirsten Clayton was negligent in causing Jordan Wood's 
harm. To establish Kirsten Clayton's negligence, Cassidy Riggs has the burden of proving that: 

( 1) Kirsten Clayton was negligent and; 

(2) this negligence was a cause of Jordan Wood's harm. 

In this action, Cassidy Riggs alleges that Kirsten Clayton was negligent in the following 

respects: 

( 1) failing to keep a proper lookout; 

(2) using excessive speed for the situation; and 

(3) failing to take reasonable steps to avoid the collision. 

If you find that Kirsten Clayton was negligent in any of these respects, then you must determine 
whether that negligence was a cause of Jordan Wood's harm. 



JURY INSTRUCTION No. ?i/ 
CV629 Assuming obedience to law. 

Drivers and pedestrians have a right to assume that others will obey the law and exercise 
reasonable care, unless there is a good reason to believe otherwise. 
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Jury Instruction No . .., ;g_ 
CV603 Reasonable care 

A driver has the duty to use reasonable care at all times . 
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JURY INSTRUCTION NO . .5J 
CV605 Lookout. 

A driver has a duty to keep a proper lookout for other traffic and hazards that can be 
reasonably anticipated. 



Jury Instruction No. !±..fl_ 
CV604 Control of vehicle 

A driver has a duty to keep the vehicle under reasonable control and to operate the 
vehicle so as to avoid danger. 



Jury Instruction No. j / 

CV610 Turning/lane change 

A driver may [turn a vehicle/change lanes] only if it can be done with reasonable safety 
and after giving an appropriate signal. 



Jury Instruction No. _!:Jp
CV612 Right-of-way. Left turns 

A driver turning left has a duty to yield the right-of-way to any vehicle approaching from 
the opposite direction that is so close it is an immediate hazard. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. tf"f; 

CV621 Pedestrians. 

A pedestrian must use reasonable care to avoid harm to herself and others and to avoid 
causing an accident. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. w-
CV611 "Right of Way" defined. 

A [vehicle/pedestrian] has the right-of-way when [he] has the right to proceed in a lawful 
manner in preference to an approaching [vehicle/pedestrian]. But both a driver and a pedestrian 
have a continuing duty to use reasonable care for the safety of others and themselves, even when 
one has the right-of-way over the other. 



Jury Instruction No. ~S
Definition of Crosswalk 

In Utah, the term crosswalk includes that part of a roadway at an intersection included 

within the connections of the lateral lines of the sidewalk on opposite sides of the highway 

measured from (A) the curbs; or (B) in the absence of curbs, from the edges of the traversable 

roadway. 

If there is no sidewalk on one side of the roadway, the crosswalk includes that part of the 

roadway within the extension of the lateral lines of the existing sidewalk at right angles to the 

center line. 



Jury Instruction No. ~ 

Unmarked Crosswalks-Duty of Drivers 

In Utah, a crosswalk may be marked with painted lines or unmarked. 

If a vehicle is stopped at any unmarked crosswalk at an intersection to permit a pedestrian 

to cross the roadway, the operator of any other vehicle approaching from the rear may not 

overtake and pass the stopped vehicle. 



Jury Instruction No. !:f 7 
Right-of-way toward pedestrians 

If traffic signals are in place, a driver must yield the right-of-way to a pedestrian: 

1. If the pedestrian is in a crosswalk on the half of the road where the driver is traveling; or 

2. If the pedestrian is approaching so closely from the opposite half of the road as to be in 

danger. 

However, a pedestrian may not suddenly leave a curb.or other place of safety and walk or 

run into the path of a vehicle which is so close as to be an immediate hazard. An immediate 

hazard exists whenever a reasonable pedestrian would realize that she would be in danger. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. ~5 
CV622 Pedestrian crossing a roadway. 

To decide whether Jordan Woods acted reasonably, you must consider the following: 

(1) A pedestrian crossing a road at any point other than within a marked crosswalk must yield the 
right-of-way to all vehicles on the road. 

(2) A pedestrian crossing a road other than in an unmarked crosswalk at an intersection must 
yield right-of-way to all vehicles on the road. 

(3) A pedestrian may not suddenly leave a curb or other place of safety and walk or run into the 
path of a vehicle which is so close as to be an immediate hazard. An "immediate hazard" exists 
whenever a reasonable pedestrian would realize that he would be in danger. 
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Jury Instruction No._ t'f 
CV206 Care required for a child participating in an adult activity 

A child participating in an adult activity, such as operating a motor vehicle, is held to the same 
standard of care as an adult. 



Jury Instruction No. -2J 
CV618 Young drivers 

A minor driving a motor vehicle is held to the same standard of care as an adult driver. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. _ _ff_ 

CV2001 Introduction to tort damages. Economic and noneconomic damages introduced 
(modified with parties' names). 

I will now instruct you about damages. My instructions are given as a guide for calculating what 
damages should be if you find that Jordan Wood is entitled to them. However, if you decide that 
Jordan Wood is not entitled to recover damages, then you must disregard these instructions. 

If you decide that Cassidy Rigg's fault caused Jordan Wood's harm, you must decide how much 
money will fairly and adequately compensate Jordan Wood for that harm. There are two kinds of 
damages: economic and noneconomic. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO . .£?' 

CV2002 Proof of damages (modified w/ parties' names). 

To be entitled to damages, Jordan Wood must prove two points: 

First, that damages occurred. There must be a reasonable probability, not just speculation, that 
Jordan Wood suffered damages from Cassidy Rigg's fault. 

Second, the amount of damages. The level of evidence required to prove the amount of damages 
is not as high as what is required to prove the occurrence of damages. There must still be 
evidence, not just speculation, that gives a reasonable estimate of the amount of damages, but the 
law does not require a mathematical certainty. 

In other words, if Jordan Wood has proved that she has been damaged and has established a 
reasonable estimate of those damages, Cassidy Riggs may not escape liability because of some 
uncertainty in the amount of damages. 
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JURY INSTRUCTION NO.~ 

CV2003 Economic damages defined (as modified, parties' names included). 

Economic damages are the amount of money that will fairly and adequately compensate Jordan 
Wood for measurable losses of money or property caused by Cassidy Rigg' s fault. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. f;tf ~ 

CV2004 Noneconomic damages defined (as modified, names included). 

Noneconomic damages are the amount of money that will fairly and adequately compensate 
Jordan Wood for losses other than economic losses. 

Noneconomic damages are not capable of being exactly measured, and there is no fixed rule, 
standard or formula for them. Noneconomic damage must still be awarded even though they may 
be difficult to compute. It is your duty to make this determination with calm and reasonable 
judgment. The law does not require the testimony of any witness to establish the amount of 
noneconomic damages. 

In awarding noneconomic damages, among the things that you may consider are: 

(1) the nature and extent of injuries; 

(2) the pain and suffering, both mental and physical; 

(3) the extent to which Jordan Wood has been prevented from pursuing her ordinary affairs; 

( 4) the degree and character of any disfigurement; 

( 5) the extent to which Jordan Wood has been limited in the enjoyment oflife; and 

( 6) whether the consequences of these injuries are likely to continue and for how long. 

While you may not award damages based upon speculation, the law requires only that the 
evidence provide a reasonable basis for assessing the damages but does not require a 
mathematical certainty. 

I will now instruct you on particular items of economic and noneconomic damages presented in 
this case. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. ~r 
CV2005 Economic damages. Medical care and related expenses. 

Economic damages include reasonable and necessary expenses for medical care and other related 
expenses incurred in the past and those that will probably be incurred in the future. 
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JURY INSTRUCTION NO. ~(p 

CV2006 Economic damages. Lost earnings (as modified) 

Economic damages include past and future lost earnings, including lost benefit. Calculate past 
lost earnings from the date of the harm until the trial. 

Calculate past lost earnings from the date of the harm until the trial. [Calculate future lost 
earnings from the date of trial forward.] 

Lost earning capacity is not the same as lost earnings. Lost earning capacity means the lost 
potential to earn income. In determining lost earning capacity, you should consider: 

(1) Jordan Wood's actual earnings; 

(2) her work before and after her accident; 

(3) what she was capable of earning had she not been injured; and 

(4) any other facts that relate to Jordan Wood's employment. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. s:1. 
CV2022 Life expectancy. 

According to mortality tables, a person of Jordan Wood's age, race, and gender is expected to 
live 56 more years. You may consider this fact in deciding the amount of future damages. A life 
expectancy is merely an estimate of the average remaining life of all persons in our country of a 
given age, race, and gender, with average health and exposure to danger. Some people live 
longer and others die sooner. You may also consider all other evidence bearing on the expected 
life of Jordan Wood including her occupation, health, habits, life style, and other activities. 



JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 5$ 
CV2024 Collateral source payments. 

You shall award damages in an amount that fully compensates Jordan Wood. Do not speculate 
on or consider any other possible sources of benefit Jordan Wood may have received. After you 
have returned your verdict, I will make whatever adjustments may be appropriate. 
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JURY INSTRUCTION NO. --l S, 
CV2025 Arguments of counsel not evidence of damages. 

You may consider the arguments of the attorneys to assist you in deciding the amounts of 
damages, but their arguments are not evidence . 
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