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District Court, Larimer County, Colorado 
201 La Porte Avenue, Suite 100 
Fort Collins, Colorado  80521 
(970) 498-6100  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   COURT USE ONLY    

 
Plaintiff:  
 
AARON M. McCAMBRIDGE, 
v. 
 
Defendant:  
 
KERRI L. MULLETTE 

 
 
Case No.:   09CV1324 
 
Courtroom:    5B 
 

 
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 

 
 

This matter comes before the Court on Defendant Kerri L. Mullette’s Motion for 

New Trial.  The Court having read the Defendant’s Motion; Plaintiff Aaron M. 

McCambridge’s Response; the Defendant’s Reply; and being fully advised in the 

premises, hereby ORDERS: 

 On February 18, 2011, the jury in this case returned Special Verdict Form B in 

which the jury answered “yes” to the interrogatory asking whether the Plaintiff was 

negligent yet apportioned “0” percent negligence to the Plaintiff.  The jury also 

answered “no” to the interrogatory concerning whether the Plaintiff’s negligence was a 

cause of his own claimed injuries, damages, or losses. 

 The Defendant argues this finding is irreconcilable with the verdict and contains 

illogical mistakes because the Plaintiff cannot be both negligent and have a contributory 

negligence percentage of zero.  In addition, the Plaintiff cannot be negligent but not a 

cause of his own claimed injuries, damages, or losses.  As a result, the Defendant posits 
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the jury did not follow the Court’s instructions and therefore the Defendant is entitled to 

a new trial.  

 The Court FINDS this argument is without merit because, “[j]ury verdicts will not 

be reversed for inconsistency if a reading of the record reveals any basis for the 

verdicts” and the Defendant has failed to show there is no basis for the jury’s verdict.  

City of Aurora v. Loveless, 639 P.2d 1061, 1063 (Colo. 1981).  Specifically, the jury did 

not provide, nor was it required to, an explanation of its allocation of negligence.  

Moreover, it is possible that a person could drive negligently and such negligence not 

be the cause of the person’s injuries.  

 

 As a result, the Court DENIES the Defendant’s Motion for New Trial.  

 
Dated:  April 11, 2011. 
       BY THE COURT: 
 
 
 
       __________________________ 
       Gregory M. Lammons 
       District Court Judge 

 
 


