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Facts of the case: The plaintiff was riding extremely fast on his horse. He hit an obstruction in the road left by the home owner and is suing for damages.

Procedural history (remedy sought, prior rulings, grounds for appeal, etc., as available): 

The jury of the previous court found in favor of the defendant.

Court opinion (key issues and arguments): Did not find the defendant to be liable. Ruling in favor of the defendant.
Dissenting opinion, if any (key issues and arguments): If a man lay logs of wood across a highway; though a person may with care ride safely by, yet if by means thereof my horse stumble and fling me, I may bring an action.
Disposition of case: On this evidence, Bayley, J., directed the jury, that if a person riding with reasonable and ordinary care could have seen and avoided the obstruction; and if they were satisfied that the plaintiff was riding along the street extremely hard, and without ordinary care, they should find a verdict for the defendant, which they accordingly did.
ANALYSIS OF THE CASE

1. Course topic of the case: Liability- Victim Fault
2. How does the case relate to the course topic? 

This case illustrates contributory negligence (the horse rider, by riding quickly, contributed to the negligence. 
3. Which previously assigned cases, if any, are related to this case, and how does this one differ? 

This case differs from Winn v. Dixie in the sense that the victim contributed to the negligence which lead to a decision to not hold the defendant liable.

4. How does the case affect economic incentives and efficiency?

This case forces both parties, the possible victims and injurers to take economically efficient precautions.

