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Garratt v. Dailey Procedural History: Understanding the Legal Journey

garratt v dailey procedural history is a fascinating subject that sheds light on one of the most
discussed cases in tort law, particularly relating to intentional torts and battery. This landmark case
is frequently referenced in law schools and legal discussions because of its nuanced exploration of
intent and liability. To fully appreciate the significance of Garratt v. Dailey, it’s essential to delve into
its procedural history, which provides context for how the case evolved through the court system
and how its legal principles were developed and applied.

Background of Garratt v. Dailey

Before diving into the procedural history, it helps to understand the factual circumstances that led to
the lawsuit. The case involved a young boy, Brian Dailey, who reportedly pulled a chair out from
under Ruth Garratt as she was about to sit down, resulting in injury. The central legal question
revolved around whether Dailey had the necessary intent to commit battery or if his actions were
accidental.

This dispute raised important issues about the definition of intent in tort law—specifically, whether
the defendant must have intended the harm or merely intended the act that caused it.

The Initial Trial and Filing of the Lawsuit

The procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey began when Ruth Garratt filed a civil suit against Brian
Dailey, alleging battery due to the injuries sustained from falling when the chair was pulled away.
The case was brought before a trial court where the parties presented their evidence.

At this stage, the court focused on determining whether Dailey’s actions constituted intentional
tortious behavior. The plaintiff argued that pulling the chair with knowledge that Garratt would sit
constituted intent to cause harm or offensive contact. The defense, however, maintained that Dailey
did not intend to harm Garratt and that there was no malicious intent.

Trial Court Proceedings

During the trial, testimony from witnesses, including Dailey himself, was critical in establishing what
Dailey knew and intended at the time of the incident. The trial judge ruled in favor of the defendant,
Brian Dailey, concluding that there was insufficient evidence to prove Dailey had the requisite intent
to commit battery.

The decision at the trial court level highlighted the strict standards for proving intent in intentional
tort cases. Without clear evidence that Dailey intended to cause harmful or offensive contact, the
court found in his favor.



Appeal and Reversal: The Washington Supreme Court’s
Decision

The case did not end at the trial court. Ruth Garratt appealed the decision, bringing the matter to
the Washington Supreme Court. The appellate stage is where the procedural history of Garratt v.
Dailey becomes particularly significant for legal scholars and students.

The Washington Supreme Court scrutinized the evidence concerning Dailey’s intent more closely. In
its analysis, the court famously considered whether Dailey had knowledge to a substantial certainty
that Garratt would attempt to sit where the chair had been. This notion of "substantial certainty"
became a pivotal aspect of the court’s reasoning.

Key Legal Question on Appeal

The appellate court’s main task was to decide whether the evidence could support a finding that
Dailey acted with intent, even if he did not desire to cause harm. This distinction is crucial because
tort law allows liability when a defendant acts with knowledge that harmful or offensive contact is
substantially certain to occur, regardless of direct intent to injure.

The Washington Supreme Court reversed the trial court’s decision, holding that the question of
intent was one for the jury to decide based on the evidence presented. This reversal underscored the

importance of the jury’s role in assessing facts and determining whether the defendant’s knowledge
met the threshold of intent.

Impact of the Procedural History on Tort Law

The procedural journey of Garratt v. Dailey has had lasting implications in the field of tort law. By
advancing the concept of "substantial certainty" as a standard for intent, the case expanded the
understanding of how intent can be established beyond direct desire to harm.

Why the Procedural History Matters

Understanding the case’s procedural history is valuable for several reasons:
e Clarifies the development of legal standards: The appellate process refined the definition
of intent in battery cases, influencing subsequent rulings.

e Emphasizes the role of the jury: The Washington Supreme Court’s decision reinforced that
intent is often a factual determination best suited for jury consideration.

e Highlights evidentiary challenges: It illustrates the difficulty plaintiffs face in proving
intent when actions may seem accidental or ambiguous.



The back-and-forth between trial and appellate courts in Garratt v. Dailey exemplifies how
procedural steps shape substantive law. Each stage—from the initial trial to the appeal—contributed
to refining legal interpretations and ensuring a fair adjudication process.

Lessons from the Garratt v. Dailey Procedural History

For students and practitioners of law, the procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey offers several
insightful lessons:

1. Intent can be nuanced: Intent in tort law is not always about desire to harm but can involve
knowledge and substantial certainty.

2. Evidence matters: The quality and nature of evidence about a defendant’s mental state can
make or break a case.

3. Appeals shape the law: Higher courts play a crucial role in interpreting legal standards and
correcting or affirming lower court decisions.

4. Jury’s role is vital: Many factual questions, especially about intent, often require a jury’s
judgment rather than a judge’s ruling alone.

These takeaways demonstrate why Garratt v. Dailey remains a cornerstone case in tort law
education and why its procedural history is worth studying in detail.

Final Thoughts on Garratt v. Dailey’s Legal Journey

Tracing the procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey reveals how a seemingly simple incident involving
a chair became a landmark case shaping legal definitions of intent and liability. The transition from
trial court dismissal to Supreme Court reversal shows the dynamic nature of the judicial process and
its impact on legal principles.

By examining the procedural steps, we gain a clearer understanding of how courts evaluate facts,
apply legal standards, and balance competing interests in tort cases. Garratt v. Dailey’s procedural
history not only enriches our knowledge of this specific case but also provides a broader perspective
on how law evolves through litigation and appeals.

Frequently Asked Questions



What is the procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey?

The procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey began with the plaintiff, Ruth Garratt, filing a lawsuit
against Brian Dailey for battery after he allegedly pulled a chair out from under her, causing injury.
The case was initially tried in a lower court, which ruled in favor of Garratt. The defendant appealed
the decision, leading the case to be reviewed by the Washington Supreme Court.

At what court level was Garratt v. Dailey first heard?

Garratt v. Dailey was first heard at a trial court level, specifically the Superior Court of King County,
Washington.

What was the outcome at the trial court in Garratt v. Dailey?

At the trial court level, the court found in favor of the plaintiff, Ruth Garratt, concluding that Brian
Dailey was liable for battery.

Why did Garratt v. Dailey proceed to the Washington Supreme
Court?

The case proceeded to the Washington Supreme Court because Brian Dailey appealed the trial
court's decision, challenging the legal interpretation of intent in the battery claim.

What legal issue did the Washington Supreme Court address
in Garratt v. Dailey?

The Washington Supreme Court addressed whether Brian Dailey had the requisite intent to commit
battery by pulling the chair out from under Garratt, focusing on the concept of 'intent' in tort law.

Did the Washington Supreme Court affirm or reverse the
lower court's ruling in Garratt v. Dailey?

The Washington Supreme Court affirmed in part and reversed in part the lower court's ruling,
clarifying the standard for intent but remanding the case for further proceedings consistent with
their interpretation.

How has the procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey influenced
tort law?

The procedural history, culminating in the Washington Supreme Court's decision, has influenced tort
law by establishing that intent in battery can be found even if the defendant did not intend harm, but
knew with substantial certainty that harm would result. This precedent is frequently cited in cases
involving intentional torts.



Additional Resources

**Garratt v. Dailey Procedural History: A Detailed Examination**

garratt v dailey procedural history is a significant aspect of one of the most frequently cited
cases in tort law, particularly in the study of intentional torts and battery. The case centers around
the legal question of intent and liability when a seemingly minor act causes harm. Understanding the
procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey reveals much about how courts approach issues of intent,
causation, and liability in civil tort claims. This review delves into the procedural developments of
the case, tracing its journey through the judicial system, while highlighting key legal principles and
the broader implications for tort law.

Understanding the Procedural History of Garratt v.
Dailey

The procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey is essential for grasping how the case shaped legal
interpretations concerning intent and battery. Initially filed in a trial court, the case progressed
through several judicial stages before culminating in a landmark decision by the Washington
Supreme Court. Each step in the procedural path involved critical legal questions and rulings that
helped clarify the standards for establishing intent in tort cases.

Initial Filing and Trial Court Proceedings

The dispute originated when Ruth Garratt, the plaintiff, alleged that Brian Dailey, a five-year-old
boy, intentionally pulled a chair out from under her as she attempted to sit down, causing her injury.
The core issue was whether Dailey had the intent necessary to be held liable for battery under tort
law. The case was first brought before a trial court, where evidence was presented regarding
Dailey’s actions and mental state at the time of the incident.

At trial, the defense argued that Dailey did not intend to cause harm or offend Garratt, and that any
resulting injury was accidental. The trial court was tasked with determining whether Dailey’s
conduct met the legal criteria for battery, which requires intentional harmful or offensive contact.
The court had to examine whether the child’s actions were deliberate or merely negligent.

Appeal to the Washington Supreme Court

Following the trial court's decision, the case was appealed to the Washington Supreme Court. The
appeal focused primarily on the interpretation of "intent" in the context of battery. The appellate
court scrutinized whether a defendant’s knowledge that an act would result in harmful or offensive
contact is sufficient to establish intent, even if the defendant did not intend the injury itself.

The Washington Supreme Court’s review was pivotal in shaping tort jurisprudence. It considered
whether the defendant’s knowledge that a contact was substantially certain to occur could fulfill the
intent requirement for battery. This nuanced understanding of intent addressed the intersection



between objective knowledge and subjective purpose in tort liability.

Legal Significance of Garratt v. Dailey Procedural
History

The procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey offers a comprehensive illustration of how courts
approach the element of intent in tort cases. The case is often referenced in legal education and
practice as a foundational example of how intent can be inferred from conduct, especially in cases
involving children or individuals with limited cognitive capacity.

Key Legal Issues Addressed During the Procedural Process

- **Definition of Intent:** The procedural history highlights the courts’ efforts to define intent
beyond a simple desire to cause harm. The Washington Supreme Court emphasized that intent could
be established if the defendant knew with substantial certainty that their action would lead to
contact.

- **Role of Knowledge vs. Purpose:** The case distinguishes between acting with a specific purpose
to harm and acting with knowledge that harm is almost certain to result. This distinction is crucial
for understanding liability in battery claims.

- **Application to Minors:** Because Dailey was a child, the case also raised questions about the
application of tort principles to minors and the extent to which their actions can be considered
intentional.

Comparative Analysis with Similar Cases

Garratt v. Dailey’s procedural journey aligns with other landmark tort cases that explore
intentionality and liability, such as Vosburg v. Putney, where intent was also a central issue.
However, Garratt v. Dailey stands out for its focus on the defendant’s knowledge of the
consequences rather than explicit intent to cause harm.

The Role of Evidence and Judicial Interpretation

Throughout the procedural history, the role of evidence was critical. Testimonies regarding Dailey’s
actions, his understanding of what would happen when he moved the chair, and the circumstances
surrounding the incident were scrutinized. Courts had to interpret this evidence within the
framework of tort law to decide on the defendant’s liability.

Judicial Reasoning and Its Impact on Tort Law

The Washington Supreme Court’s ruling in Garratt v. Dailey underscored that intent in tort law can



be inferred from knowledge and foresight, not just direct intention. This reasoning broadened the
scope of liability and influenced subsequent case law concerning battery and other intentional torts.

Implications of Garratt v. Dailey Procedural History for
Legal Practitioners

For attorneys and legal scholars, understanding the procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey is
invaluable. It serves as a precedent for arguing cases where intent is ambiguous or where the
defendant’s mental state is a critical factor. The case also provides guidance on how courts might
treat similar factual scenarios, especially involving minors or accidental harm.

Practical Takeaways

¢ Intent can be established through evidence of knowledge that harm was substantially certain
to occur.

e Courts may apply tort principles flexibly when minors are involved, considering their capacity
to form intent.

e The procedural history demonstrates the importance of appellate review in clarifying legal
standards.

Final Reflections on Garratt v. Dailey Procedural
History

The procedural history of Garratt v. Dailey reveals a thoughtful judicial process aimed at balancing
fairness and accountability in tort claims. By carefully analyzing intent and the defendant’s
knowledge, the courts contributed to a richer understanding of intentional torts. This case remains a
cornerstone in legal discussions about intent, liability, and the rights of plaintiffs and defendants
alike, maintaining its relevance in both academic and practical legal contexts.

Garratt V Dailey Procedural History

garratt v dailey procedural history: Torts Casenotes Publishing Co., Inc. Staff, Henderson,
Pearson, JR., Siliciano, Casenotes, 2001 For over two decades, Casenote Legal Briefs have helped
hundreds of thousands of students prepare for classes and exams year after year with unparalleled
results. Known throughout the law school community as high-quality legal study aids, Casenotes
popular series of legal briefs are the most comprehensive legal briefs available today. With over 100
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Casenotes published today in all key areas, ranging from Administrative Law to Wills, Trusts, and
Estates each and every Casenote offers: professionally written briefs of the cases in your casebook
coverage that is accurate and up-to-date editor's analysis explaining the relevance of each case To
the course coverage built on decades of experience the highest commitment to quality and don't
forget Aspen's other popular study aids: Click here to buy all your study aids

garratt v dailey procedural history: Torts Frank J. Vandall, Ellen Wertheimer, Mark C.
Rahdert, 2003

garratt v dailey procedural history: Rights in Criminal Law Philipp-Alexander Hirsch, Elias
Moser, 2025-02-06 This open access collection of 17 original essays is the first volume to provide an
in-depth exploration of the potential of a rights-based approach to criminal law. The book presents a
comprehensive treatment of the role of rights in criminal law, ranging from a conceptual analysis
and questions of justified criminalisation, to specific legal implications for substantive criminal law
and criminal procedure. The collection addresses the academic and practical questions that are
related to individual entitlements protected by criminal law, including: - Who currently holds and
who should hold a right not to be wronged by others? - Is it a violation of individual rights, rather
than the infliction of harm, that constitutes a reason for criminalisation? - Does the idea of criminal
law as regulating interpersonal legal relations contradict its public character? Furthermore, the
collection provides a theoretical framework for the study of consent and sexual offences,
investigates the background of ideas of restorative justice, and explores both the victim's and the
offender's rights in prosecution and trial. The ebook editions of this book are available open access
under a CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 licence on bloomsburycollections.com.

garratt v dailey procedural history: Social Deviance Tim Delaney, 2017-06-16 The topic of
social deviance is inherently intriguing. People in general, and college students in particular, find
the topic of deviant behavior fascinating. This can be explained, at least in part, by a combination of
the subject matter itself, our own past deviant behaviors, and our willingness and desire to evaluate
and comment on the behaviors of others. While the topic of deviant behavior seems straightforward
at the surface, the study of social deviance reveals how complicated it really is. Although Social
Deviance utilizes a textbook-style approach in its coverage of deviant behavior, this comprehensive,
straightforward, and student-friendly book maintains student interest because of the author's use of
real life phenomena and current examples. Each chapter includes chapter objectives, an
introductory story, a glossary of key terms, discussion questions, and boxed material. The boxed
materials include A Closer Look box that zooms in on topics that warrant deeper explanation; and a
Connecting Social Deviance and Popular Culture box that shows how contemporary forms of popular
culture illustrate deviant behavior.

garratt v dailey procedural history: Torts Norman S. Goldenberg, Peter Tenen, 2001 For over
two decades, Casenote Legal Briefs have helped hundreds of thousands of students prepare for
classes and exams year after year with unparalleled results. Known throughout the law school
community as high-quality legal study aids, Casenotes popular series of legal briefs are the most
comprehensive legal briefs available today. With over 100 Casenotes published today in all key
areas, ranging from Administrative Law to Wills, Trusts, and Estates each and every Casenote offers:
professionally written briefs of the cases in your casebook coverage that is accurate and up-to-date
editor's analysis explaining the relevance of each case To the course coverage built on decades of
experience the highest commitment to quality and don't forget Aspen's other popular study aids:
Click here to buy all your study aids

garratt v dailey procedural history: Answering Law Exams--power Think David H. Barber,
1986

garratt v dailey procedural history: Thinking Like a Lawyer Colin Seale, 2025-01-31 Critical
thinking is the essential tool for ensuring that students fulfill their promise. But, in reality, critical
thinking is still a luxury good, and students with the greatest potential are too often challenged the
least. This best-selling book: Introduces a powerful but practical framework to close the critical
thinking gap Gives teachers the tools and knowledge to teach critical thinking to all students




Empowers students to tackle 21st-century problems Teaches students how to compete in a rapidly
changing global marketplace Colin Seale, a teacher-turned- attorney-turned-education-innovator and
founder of thinkLaw, uses his unique experience to introduce a wide variety of concrete instructional
strategies and examples that teachers can use in all grade levels. Individual chapters address
underachievement, the value of nuance, evidence-based reasoning, social-emotional learning,
equitable education, and leveraging families to close the critical thinking gap. In addition to offering
examples for Math, Science, ELA, and Social Studies, this timely, updated second edition adds a
variety of new examples and applications for Physical Education, Fine Arts, Foreign Language, and
Career and Technical Education.

garratt v dailey procedural history: North western reporter. Second series. N.W. 2d. Cases
argued and determined in the courts of Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Wisconsin , 1975

garratt v dailey procedural history: Cases and Materials on the Law of Torts Page Keeton,
Robert E. Keeton, 1971

garratt v dailey procedural history: Reference and Information Services Melissa A. Wong,
Laura Saunders, 2020-05-04 This revised and updated sixth edition of Reference and Information
Services continues the book's rich tradition, covering all phases of reference and information
services with less emphasis on print and more emphasis on strategies and scenarios. Reference and
Information Services is the go-to textbook for MSLIS and i-School courses on reference services and
related topics. It is also a helpful handbook for practitioners. Authors include LIS faculty and
professionals who have relevant degrees in their areas and who have published extensively on their
topics. The first half of the book provides an overview of reference services and techniques for
service provision, including the reference interview, ethics, instruction, reader's advisory, and
services to diverse populations including children. This part of the book establishes a foundation of
knowledge on reference service and frames each topic with ethical and social justice perspectives.
The second part of the book offers an overview of the information life cycle and dissemination of
information, followed by an in-depth examination of information sources by type—including
dictionaries, encyclopedias, indexes, and abstracts—as well as by broad subject areas including
government, statistics and data, health, and legal information. This second section introduces the
tools and resources that reference professionals use to provide the services described in the first
half of the text.

garratt v dailey procedural history: The Hastings Law Journal , 1985

garratt v dailey procedural history: Premises and Conclusions Robert E. Rodes (Jr.),
Howard Pospesel, 1997 This solidly written book explains the elements of contemporary symbolic
logic, and examines the ways in which it illuminates the structure of legal reasoning and clarifies
various legal problems. Offering a clear and succinct presentation of standard propositional and
predicate logic, it presents the elements of standard logic and applies those techniques to legal
materials. It covers the use of standard logic in legal argument, including the denial or
distinguishing of premises and the rules of pleading, and makes extensive use of legal materials,
cases and statutes, in both examples and exercises. Readers are also given strategies for handling
major legal problems in standard logic, including ways for treating conditions contrary to fact,
necessary and sufficient conditions, result within the risk, and intent. For logicians and philosophers
of law.

garratt v dailey procedural history: Michigan Law Review , 1987

garratt v dailey procedural history: An Injury Law Constitution Marshall S. Shapo, 2012 An
Injury Law Constitution presents a novel thesis that embraces leading features of the American law
of injuries. The book argues that the body of law that Americans have developed concerning
responsibility for injuries and prevention of injuries has some of the qualities of a constitution - a
fundamental set of principles that govern relations between human persons and between individual
persons and corporate and governmental institutions. This 'injury law constitution' includes tort law,
legislative compensation systems like workers compensation, and the many statutes that regulate




safety of activities and products including drugs, medical devices, automobile design, and pesticides.
Professor Shapo's analysis, into which he weaves the history of these systems of law, is then linked
to the unique compensation plan devised for the victims of the September 11th attacks. Professor
Shapo writes about how our injury law reflects deeply held views in American society on risk and
injury, indicating how the injury law constitution is a guide to the question of what it means to be an
American. Setting aside easy academic formulas, An Injury Law Constitution captures the reality of
how people respond to injury risks in functional contexts involving diverse activities and products.
garratt v dailey procedural history: Torts Aaron D. Twerski, 2008 In little more than 900
pages, you will find key cases, lucid note material, and a highly effective pedagogy in this skillfully
structured casebook for Torts. Authored by the esteemed educators and co-reporters For The
Restatement (Third) of Torts, The Second Edition features: carefully selected, eminently teachable
cases clear and concise notes skillful case editing that preserves the language of the law without
overwhelming students in details provocative questions that highlight legal issues raised in the case
“Authors’ Dialogues,” a uniquely innovative pedagogical feature—engaging exchanges between the
authors that raise salient topical points and model persuasive legal reasoning numerous short
hypotheticals throughout the book a comprehensive Teacher’s Manual that includes: answers To The
questions raised in the text informative references to important secondary sources commentary on
the Authors’ Dialogues guidance for using the Authors Dialogues in class or as assigned reading
With new hypotheticals in the Second Edition, Torts: Cases and Materials has been updated to
reflect new developments in the law, including: a full integration of the Restatement (Third) of Torts
new Supreme Court cases on punitive damages This highly engaging casebook offers complete
support for your teaching and is ideally suited to your one-semester, four-credit Torts course.
garratt v dailey procedural history: Torts, Personal Injury Litigation William P. Statsky, 2001
Torts Personal Injury Litigation, 4th Edition provides students with a comprehensive guide to the
law of torts. In this 4th edition, Statsky has extended the discussion of paralegal roles within tort
litigation. He has also added a chapter on major torts that emphasizes current legal issues and
examines the ethics of attorney solicitation. A comprehensive checklist, which includes definitions,
defenses, relationships, paralegal roles and research references, is provided for each tort presented.
This checklist provides the student with an overview of information and also serves as an on-the-job
refresher. Forty-nine pertinent case studies, nineteen of them new to this edition, are included in the
text allowing students to examine important court opinions. Among the controversial issues
discussed in these court opinions are AIDS, the Oklahoma bombing, computer torts, assistance to
the homeless, billion dollar verdicts and settlements, biomedical research and the alleged tort
committed by President Clinton that became part of his historic impeachment and Senate trial.
garratt v dailey procedural history: Cases and Materials on Tort and Compensation Law
Marshall S. Shapo, 1976
garratt v dailey procedural history: The Experimental Society Marshall S. Shapo, 2017-07-05
This book examines society's responses to many kinds of experimentation, focusing on both creation
of and assessment of risks. As people seek new ways to make their lives safer and happier, the
widespread process of experimentation claims victims. Some of these are people who directly and
willingly accept the risks of experiments. By comparison, some are effectively experimental subjects
in the hands of others who often may not even think of themselves as experimenting with the lives of
consumers.The Experimental Society covers a wide spectrum of products and activities, including
those that radiate into the environment like nuclear power, hydrofracking, and asbestos. The book
spotlights prescription drugs and substances used in the most ordinary consumer products such as
salt, caffeine, and BPA in sippy cups. It also discusses the testing of new ways of thinking, including
those related to social organization and processes, and even the law itself. A particular concern is
the case in which the subjects of experiments are unaware that the experiments are taking
place.This lucidly written volume will be useful to practicing lawyers who specialize in personal
injury law, and law professors who teach such subjects as torts and products liability, medicine, and
science. Physicians and scientists in various branches of medicine will find it provocative, as will




political scientists, economists, sociologists, anthropologists, and philosophers.

garratt v dailey procedural history: The Common Law Process of Torts Donald Marshall,
David S. Weissbrodt, 2003

garratt v dailey procedural history: The American Law of Torts Stuart M. Speiser, 1983
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Bechb XeHTal OHJIAaWH C PYCCKOH 03BYy4Ko# WiIH cyoTuTrpamu! | HentaiZ ITpennaraem Bam
03HAKOMUTHCS C XEHTaeM OHJIAWH B BLICOKOM Ka4eCTBE C PYCCKUM IepeBooM. [Iist mo0uTesnen 3Toro
HaIlpaBJIeHUsI aHUMe, MBI coOpasu XeHTal C pyCCKUMU CyOTUTPaMU U

XeHTaH Ha PyCCKOM. XeHTaH C 03BYYKOH H CyOTHTpaMHu XeHTal MOPHO BUIEO0 Ha PYCCKOM



SI3bIKE C 03BYYKOW MJIM OT PYCCKUX CTyOuM. PycCKui XeHTal ¢ CyOTUTPaAMU C IIEPEBOIOM

Pycckas o3Byuka — ku CakypaHo, u3BectHas Kak “Princess Burst”, — Hemo6exgeHHas
YeMIIMOHKa aHAerpayHaHON 60psObl. CHUION OH He TOJIbKO f06KBaeTcs 1mobenbl, HO U OEPKUT Ha
I1aBy

XeHTaH C PyCCKOH 03BYYKOH CMOTPETh OHIaWH. XeHTal Ha PYCCKOM. XeHTall pacCKax)eT
ructopuio mapHs Carutu Og3aKu, KOTOPHIY U3 IPENOogaBaTes IPeBPaTUIICS B HACTOSIIEro ObIKa
OCEMEHHUTENIS Ha OJHOM U3 TAaWHCTBEHHHIX OCTPOBOB, I'Tie Omaromaps

Hentai videos tagged with pycckas o3Byuka | HentaiGem Watch free hentai videos and anime
sex movies tagged with pycckas o3Byudka on the best hentai tube

CeKc ¢ pycCKo# 03BY4YKOH | CMOTpeTh mopHOo GecmiatHo (Porno CMOTpHUTe MOPHO OHAMH C
nyOIMPOBAHHBEIM IIEPEBOJIOM M HaclaXkKOauTech CTPACTHRIMU POJIMKaMu 6e3 perucTpauuu

Xentau MaHra u [Joa3una XXX Ha pyccku# - 3Hentai YuraiiTe XxeHTail MaHTa ¥ JOI3UH B
pycckuit Ha 3hentai. Camas 6onbiast 6MOIMOTEKA XEeHTask B UHTEPHETe

Language: russian - page 1 - Fhentai Read hentai manga online for free at Fhentai. Enjoy the
latest chapters of popular manga series, updated daily. Browse by Genre, Artist, or Character to find
your next favorite hentai manga

- CMmoTpeTh xeHTal ontann! Hentaiz.org mopamyeT Bac He TOJTbKO OTPOMHBEIM BEIGOPOM
pa3Hoo0pa3HeNIIero XeHTas, HO ¥ 9KCK/II03UBHBIMU IIEPEeBOlaMHU OT TeamZ, a Tak e 03By4YKaMH,
KOTOPHBIE OBIJTA CO3[aHBI

HoBbIe BHIEO C XeHTaH 0e3 meH3yphl C PYCCKOH 03BYYKOM B 9T0i KaTeropuu co6paHbl XeHTal
0e3 1IeH3yPHl C PYCCKOM 03BYYKOM , XeHTal U ITOPHO MYJIbTUKY UCKITIOUUTENTLHO C aHAIbHEIM CEKCOM
B XOPOIIIYIO IOMKY GOIBIIAM YJIEHOM
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