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JURY VERDICT FORM

QUESTION No.1:

Has Ms. Scroggin proven by the greater weight of the evidence that Wyeth inadequately warned
about a known or knowable risk of Premarin or Prempro and that such failure proximately
caused her breast cancer?
Yes:- - 

..........- - - - - - - 

No:

------------

QUESTION No.2:

Has Ms. Scroggin proven by the greater weight of the evidence that Upjohn inadequately warned
about a known or knowable risk of Provera and that such failure proximately caused her breast
cancer?

'X

Yes: ------'~------\

No: - - - - - - - - - - - 

QUESTION No.3:

Have Defendants proven by the greater weight of the evidence that Ms. Scroggin knew, or by the
exercise of reasonable diligence, should have discovered that her claim accrued before April 7,
2001.
Yes:

------------

No:

If you answered "Yes" to Questions 1 or 2 and "No" to Question 3, answer Question No.4:
QUESTION No.4:

What amount of money, if any, would fairly and reasonably compensate Ms. Scroggin for the
damages caused by the conduct of Defendant(s).
0(.'

$

;} 75() I 000 -- - - - - - 
J'

Please infonn the Court that you have reached a verdict.
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VERDICT FORM

1.

Do you find that Ms. Scroggin has proven by clear and convincing evidence that Wyeth
knew, or should have known, in light of the surrounding circumstances, that its failure to
warn would naturally and probably result in breast cancer and that Wyeth continued such
conduct (i) with malice or (ii) in reckless disregard of the consequences from which
malice may be inferred and, therefore, that Wyeth should be required to pay her punitive
damages?
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___ NO

YES

If you answered "yes" to Question Number 1, state the amount of punitive damages, if
any, Wyeth should be required to pay Ms. Scroggin:
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Do you find that Ms. Scroggin has proven by clear and convincing evidence that Upjohn
knew, or should have known, in light ofthe surrounding circumstances, that its failure to
warn would naturally and probably result in breast cancer and that Upjohn continued such
conduct (i) with malice or (ii) in reckless disregard of the consequences from which
malice may be inferred and, therefore, that Upjohn should be required to pay her punitive
damages?

4.

~YES

___ NO

If you answered "yes" to Question Number 3, state the amount of punitive damages, if
any, Upjohn should be required to pay Ms. Scroggin:
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