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STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES"

I WHETHER THE CIRCUIT COURT ERRED IN REFUSING TO
GIVE DEFENDANT’S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 16.

The Circuit Court denied Defendant’s Requested Jury Instruction No. 16
which contained a correct and accurate statement of the law regarding the jury’s
role as one of assessing the objective reasonableness of Cam Wal’s factual
determination of misconduct at the time it determined to terminate Vetter. Cam

Wal filed a Motion for New Trial or, in the alternative, for Remittitur alleging
errof in the Circuit Court’s failure to give Defendant’s Requested Jury Instruction

No. 16. The Circuit Court denied Cam Wal’s Motion.




