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	A. Charge error in Question 2 (negligent entrustment) requires a new trial.
	B. Omission of new and independent cause instruction requires a new trial.
	C. Omission of a comparative fault question requires a new trial.
	A. The evidence is factually insufficient to support the liability finding in Question 2.
	B. The evidence is factually insufficient to support the damages awarded in Question 3. Alternatively, the damages award is excessive, warranting a new trial or remittitur by this Court.
	1. Factually insufficient evidence of $50,000.00 for physical pain sustained in the past (Question 3(a)).
	2. Factually insufficient evidence of $50,000.00 for physical pain that, in reasonable probability, Plaintiff will sustain in the future (Question 3(b)).
	3. Factually insufficient evidence of the $50,000.00 for mental anguish sustained in the past (Question 3(c)).
	4. Factually insufficient evidence of $50,000.00 for mental anguish that, in reasonable probability, Plaintiff will sustain in the future (Question 3(d)).
	5. Factually insufficient evidence of the $50,000.00 for physical impairment sustained in the past (Question 3(e)).
	6. Factually insufficient evidence of the $50,000.00 for physical impairment that, in reasonable probability, Plaintiff will sustain in the future (Question 3(f)).
	7. Factually insufficient evidence of $381,270.90 for past medical expenses (Question 3(g)).
	8. Factually insufficient evidence of $450,000.00 for expenses of necessary medical care that, in reasonable probability, Plaintiff will sustain in the future (Question 3(h)).
	9. Factually insufficient evidence of $140,000.00 of past loss earning capacity (Question 3(i)).
	10. Factually insufficient evidence of $380,000 for loss of earning capacity that, in reasonable probability, Plaintiff will sustain in the future (Question 3(j)).

	A. Applicable legal standards.
	B. Improper jury argument as to the alleged recklessness and competency of Villarreal.
	C. Improper jury argument as to the alleged employment relationship between Villarreal and Hudson.
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