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CIVIL DISTRIC - bOURT FOR THE PARISB. s+ ORLEANS
STATE OF LOUISIANA

. NO. 93-8088 DIVISION “L" SECTION 15

TRY INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY N0, 1:

. During which ons of the following pericds do y;m find by a preponderance of the
evirience K.ennerh Dixon became iu.fec.:red with 5TV whit':h resulted in his seroconversion to 'an
HIV positive aztibody stams? -, ‘ ‘ |

ga) before he moved to Louisians in the Suwmmer of 1981.

(b}  afterthe date he moved to Louisiana in the Sommer
©of 1981 but before Jannary 1, 1982,

()  afer December 31, 1981 buf before Tuly 12, 1982, s
(@  afierJuly 11, 1982 but before Tnly 28, 1982. '
()  afler Tuly27, 1982,

()  notproven which period.

Proceed to Na. '2. :
INTERROQGATORY Nf_L,_.
Dg you find by aprepondamnc“ of the evxdence that the cause of Kennetthxon s HIV
mfecnon was ﬁum Far:mr Y coucentcate? »
YES \/ NQ
¥ you gnswered “Mo”, skip-a..u remmnmg questi;ms, sign and date this form, Ifyou
answered ‘“Yes”, praceed to No. 3.
‘Ifyou answered No. 2 as “Ves”, by 2 pmponﬁcrancc of the evidence whose Factor VI
concenirate pro'duct infected Kenneth Dixon with HIV which resuited in his seroconversion to an
BI.V pos.ii'iirle antibody status? (Cl;eck only one of tﬁe ntIgwing.) )
(&)  Armour v ' . "
('b)Cm.Ier.._‘. o B
(c)  Baxter
@ Alphe
()., Anothér person or cnnty
()  Notproven which Factor Vill product . ’ _
inferted Kerneth Dixon, - R 218
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Proceed to No. 4.
INTERROGATORY NO, 4
.+ Do you find by a preponderance of the-evidence that a contaminared Factor Vi
coneentrate product nsed by or on Kenneth Dixon after his infection with HIV was 2 substantial
factor which aggravated Kenneth Dixon's IV infection? .
vES 1 NO

I yu.u answered “No,” skip No. 5 and answer No: 6. If you answered “Yes," answer No.,

3.

Whose contaminated Facror VI concentrate pegravated Kenneth Dixon's HIV infection

(cim'ck all that apply, if any)?
. "{a) Ammour ' )
() Cutter . o - & o
@ Bater '

@  Alpha : : D
& A.n.l:bﬂ;erpersun.orenﬁty. -

()  Not proven which Factor VIII product
aggravated Kenneth Dixon's HIV infection

Proceed to No. 6.
Do you find a preponderance of the evidence establishes that the Factor VII concentrate
infused by Kenneth Dixon which infected him with EIV was tmreasonably dangerous to normoal .

use?

vEs_ v/ MO
Proceed 10.Ne. 7.
INTERROGATORY NO, 7:
Do you find by a preponderance of the evidence that Fa.ctor’ VI concentrate pf any

vES v/

" defendant was unﬁvoida];ly unsafe?

Proceed to No, 8.
INTFRROGATORY NO) &
1 yon answered No. 7 s *Yes”, whose Factor VIII concentrate wes unavoidably unsafe

(check amy that apply)?:

244 5
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()  Armour ’ - -
)  Cutter | | ' ‘
()  Bexter
@ Apke _—
Pmceéd‘to Ne.9. '
" INTERRQGATORY N0 9:

Do you find by 2 preponderance of the evidence any manbfacmrer of Factor VI v

concentrate wes negligent which negligence was 2 tause-in-fact of an HIV injury 1o Kenneth

YES \/ NO

If'you answered No. 9 a5 “No,™ s.kip No. 10; otherwise; Proceed to Ne.10.  ~

INTERROGATORY NG 10:

Dixon?

If you answered No. ¢ as “Yes;” by a preponderance of the evidence which of the .

" following was negligent which negligence was a céuse-in-fact of any HIV infury to Kenneth

Dixon (check any that apply)?% . : :
(8  Amow .' S
M - Cutt& : ﬁ%
(?) - Baxter = | ———
() Alphe __l__
Pmceed:to ﬁo. 11. .
INTERRQGATORY NG, 115

! Do you find by.a preponderance of the evidence at the time its Factor VIII concentrate
left its control, the defendant did ot kmaw or could ot know fhat its Fac:mr V’DI. concentrate

infused by Kenneth Dixon wes contaminated with the ATDS causing agent?

YES NO A
. Pm:eec{to No. 12. ‘

Do you find by a preponderauce of the evidence that any of the defendants’s Factor VIIL

‘s

coneenwate which Keﬁnerh Dixon infused was the sabfect of fraudulent misrepresentations of the

1isk or safety of their Factor VIII which fraudulenr misrepresentations were & cense-in-fact of

T YES v NO__

K you answered No. 12 2 *No,” sidp No. 13; otherwise; proceed to Na. 13,

Kenneth Dixan's injury?

- . EIFTI
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INTERROGATORYNO 13
' Ifyon answered No. 12 as “Yes,” which of the following engaged in faudulent

misTepreseinations that caused Kemmath Dixon’s injury? (Check any that app.lj'.)

(8  Amour
' ®) " Catter - - /g
(¢} Bexter

(d) Alg;hn . . D] '
{e) Az;érhzr persoﬁ or entlzy ~ ]
.Pmcee,dto No. 14,
INTERROGATORY NO14;
What amount af m:;ncy. i€ :;ny, do you ﬁm-l wonld rezsonably az;d fairly compensate the
pleinfi® o their damages, if any)
(&)  pain, suffering, loss of Hfestyls, d!sab"hty

and mental anguish of Kenneth Dixon while .
he;wes alive from the day he was dizgnosed e’ m‘”w"‘j'.g
with AYDS wntil death g 12) Y.L

() provided you mnswered No. 4 25 “yes,”
" paip, suffedng, loss of lifestyle, disability,
and menta] a.uguish of Kenneth Dixon
while he was alive and due to the aggravation of
his FTV infettion resulting fom 2 dmcctm a .
Factor VI concentrate? s__ 8.3 m / }/'ﬁ’/"’jﬁ

(€}  loss oflove and affection to Shirley Dixon '
znd for the wrongful death of Kenneth Dixon 3 ___,Z.O_,ZZI.LLLM&_
(@  lossoflove and affection to Lea Dixonbnd . '
* forthe wrongful death of Kenneth Dixon. - 8/ mi)) paf®

TOTAL OF {a), (b), (c), znd {d): : s 35 Imll

Signed at New Orleans this g[g 5 day of IBLSH. 1995,

FOREFERSON, 'E‘(j
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