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“By combining a thoughtful collection of American cases with
perceptive commentary, Kai Feng offers valuable insights into the
ongoing development of Chinese tort law. ”

Vincent R. Johns
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Vosburg v. Putney

50 N. W. 403

Supreme Court of Wisconsin, 1891
LYON, Justice.

Several errors are assigned, only three of which will be considered.

L. The jury having found that the defendant, in touching the plaintiff with his
foot, did not intend to do him any harm, counsel for defendant maintain that the
plaintiff has no cause of action, and that defendant’s motion for judgment on the
special verdict should have been granted. In support of this proposition counsel quote
from 2 Greenl. Ev. § 83, the rule that “the intention to do harm is of the essence of

an assault. 7 Such is the rule, no doubt, in actions or prosecutions for mere

(1] Steve P. Calandrillo, Dustin E. Buehler, *“Eggshell Economics; A Revolutionary Approach to the
Eggshell Plaintiff Rule” | Ohio State Law Journal, Vol. 74 | Issue 3 (2013), pp. 382 ~383.



