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FORM 9. COMPLAINT FOR NEGLIGENCE WHERE PLAINTIFF IS UNABLE
TO DETERMINE DEFINITELY WHETHER THE PERSON RESPONSIBLE IS
C.D. OR E.F. OR WHETHER BOTH ARE RESPONSIBLE AND WHERE HIS

EVIDENCE MAY JUSTIFY A FINDING OF WILFULNESS OR OF
RECKLESSNESS OR OF NEGLIGENCE

A. B.,
Plaintiff

)
)

vs. ) COMPLAINT

C. D. and E. F.,
Defendants

)
)

1. On June 1, 1953, in a public highway called Thayer Avenue in Bismarck, North
Dakota, defendant C.D. or defendant E.F., or both defendants C.D. and E.F. wilfully or
recklessly or negligently drove or caused to be driven a motor vehicle against plaintiff
who was then crossing said highway.

2. As a result plaintiff was thrown down and had his leg broken and was otherwise
injured, was prevented from transacting his business, suffered great pain of body and
mind, and incurred expenses for medical attention and hospitalization in the sum of one
thousand dollars.

Wherefore plaintiff demands judgment against C.D. or against E.F. or against both in
the sum of ten thousand dollars and costs and disbursements.
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