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CIVIL DISTRI('.1. ..... OURT FOR THE PARISh ..... ~.t ORLEANS 

STA,TE OF LOUISIANA 

. NO. 93-8088 DMSION"L" SECTION 15 

JURY INTERROGATORIES 

TNJERR OGAIORY ""0 1· 

During which one of the followingpcrio~ do you find by a preponderance of the 

evidence Kenneth Dixon became infected with BIV which resulted in his seroconversion to an 

BIV positive antibody status? . " 

(a) before he moved to Louisiana in the Summer of 1981. 

(b) after the date he moved to Louisiana in the Summer 
of 1981 but before ~anuary 1, 1982. 

(e) after December 31, 1981 bui befom July 12, 1:.982, ,. t! 
(d) after July 11, 1982 but before July 28, 1982-

(e) ~July27, 1982-
.' . 

(t) notprovcn wJ:llcb.period. 

Proceed to No •. 2. 

TNTERROGATORYNQ .,. 

Do you find by a preponderance of the evidence that the cause ot-Kenneth Dixo?-'s BlV 

infe.crion was from Factor vm concenttate? 

YES~ NO~~ __ 

If you ?llSWered"'No", skip·all remaining questions, sign and date this foon. Ifyoll 

answered "Yes", proceed to No.3. 

OOERRQGATORYNO 3·· 

'If you answered No.1 as "Yes", by a pn:pondcrancc of the evidence whose Factor vm 

concentrate product infected Kenneth. Dixon witli. HIV which resulted in his seroconversion to an 

HIV po~ti.ve antibody status? (Check ~ of the follqwing.) . ' 

(a) Armour 

(b) Cutrer ' 

(c) Baxter 

(d) Alpha 

(e) '. .-\nothCr person or entity 

(f) Notprove~ wbichFactar ym product 
infected K=eth. Dixon 
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proceed to No.4.' 

lNTERBOGATORY"fO 4: 

, ' Do you find by a preponderance oftlle.e.1dence that a conratpinaied Factor Vm 
concentraIe product used by or on Kenneth Dixon after his infection with EIV was a. substamia! 
. . 
factoril'ruch aggravared ICeDD.eth Dixon's mv infection? 

YES~ NO __ 

If you answered "No," skip ~o. 5 and answer No.6. !fyo.u answered "Yes," answer No. 

5-. 

fNTERBQGATOBYNO 5: 

Whose contanrinated Factor vm concentrate aggravated Kenneth Dh;oD' s BIV infection 

(cheCk all ~ apply, ifany)? 

. (a) AImo¥1" 

(b) Cutter 

(e). Baxter 

(d) :Alpha 

(e) ',Anotberper5Oll or entity 

(f) Not proven which Factor vm produet 
aggravated Kenneth Dixon's mv infection 

Proceed to No.6. 

'fNTEBEdGATDBYNO 6' 

Do you find a preponderance oftbe evidence establishes that the Factor vm conoentrate 
. , . 

infused by Kenneth Dix~lD. which infected him with HIV was U!lI'e2Sollllhly dang~us to n~ 

,use? 

YES ./ . 'NO 
---''--- ---

Proceed to.No. 7. 

lNTERROGATORYNO 7: 

Do you find by a preponderance of the evidence that Factoivm concentrate of any 

, defendant was unavoidal?ly unsafe? 

YES __ _ NO 

Proceed to No.8. 

ThUFE-aOGATOBYNQ 8: 

lfyou answered No.7 as "Y~", whose Factor vm c'oncentrate was unavoidably unsafe 

(ch~cJc anytb.at apply)?: 
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(a) A.llllour 

(b) Cutter 

(e) Baxter 

(d) Alpha 

Proceed to Na. 9. 

ThlTERROGATQBYNO 9: .' 

Do ),ou fin~ by a preponderance of the evidencClIlIlY manufacturer ofFacter vm 

~oncentIlUe waS nc¥ligent whk:h negligence was a. causc-in-filet of an FIN injury to KJ:nnem 

Dh::on? 

YES ./ NO __ _ 

I;fYOII answered No. 9 as ''No,'' skip No . .10; ~therwise;.Proceed to No.lO. 

JNTERROGAIDRYN01Q: 

Ifyoll answered No.9 as "Yes;" by!' prcponderrmcc of the evidence which oilhe 

foDowingW2S negligent which negligence waS a cimse-in-mct of any EIV iojuIy to Kcnnetll . . 
Dixon (check any that apply)?: 

(a) Aml,?1lr 

(b) Cutter 

(c)· Baxter 

Cd) Alpha 

Proceed to No.1!. 

INTEBBQGATOBYNO JJ: 

D 

Do you find by'a prepondetance of me evidence at the time its Factor VIII concentrate 

left i~ control. the defendant did not know or co'l,lld llotknow that its Factor Vnr. concentrate 

inibscd by 'Ketm.etb.Dixon was contmrlnatcd. with thc'AIDS causing agent? 

YES NO ---
Proceed. to No. 11. 

1NTER'BOGATD]¥NO p' 

Do you find by' a preponderance of the evidence that any of the defen~ants's Factor vm 
. . 

concenlIate wlrlch Kenneth. Dixon infused was the subject of fraudulent misrepresentations of the 

risk or safety oftheiI' Factor VIII which fraudulent 'IIlisreprCS'enrarions were a 'cauSe-in-fact of 

K.exmeth :PixOIl 's injury? 

YES NO~ __ _ 
~'.' - .... 

If you answered No. 12 is "No," skip No. 13; otherwise; proceed to No. 13. 

," 



Case 1:93-cv-07452     Document 1838-37      Filed 08/18/2008     Page 5 of 5

INTF:BROGA,rpBYNO'1'3 

. If yOu answered No. 12 as "Yes," which of the following engaged in frat1d;Uent 

misrepreschtllIions that caused KeIlDetb. Dixon's iJljury? (Check BJ:iy thar apply.) 

(a) AIlIlour 

(b) Cutter B 
(e) Baxter 

'(d) Alpha 7) 

{e) An~thcr person or entiry 

Proce"'...ci to No. 14. 

JNTt=REOG:8IDEYNQ l!I:: 

What amount of money, uany, dQ Y~ll:find would reaspnably and fairly compensate the 

p~ forthcir damages, uanY'z 

. (a) 

(b) • 

(e) 

Pam. suffcrl:og, ~oss of lifestyle, disability 
and mental anguish aflV..nneth.DixOll while 
he.was alive from the day h~ was diagnosed. 
withAmS until death 

provided YOll answered No. 4li!i ")'as," 
Pam. suffering. loss oilifestyla, disability, 
and mental anguish of Kenneth Dixon 
while he was alive and due to the aggravation of 
his mv infection reso.lting,from a defect in a 
Factor vm COIlccnttate? 

loss oflove and affection to Shirley Dixon 
.and for the wrongful death ofKennerh Dixon. 

(f) miJ1rf)l)l~ 
(~tI?61gIMtJ.M . 

$,_p.l O~· .IJ-(f1l..Li..l-IlLtj.Ji.".(.!!.d=.s~ 
Cd) loss of love and affection to Lee Dixon end 

. for the wrongful death of.Kenneth Dixon 

TOTAL OF (a), (b), (c), and {d): 

Signed at New Od=s fui.s~ day of !(!ItM)f. , 1999. 
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