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We, the jury, in the above-entitled action, find the following unanimous
special verdict:

Question No. 1

Did POM Wonderful prove by a preponderance of the evidence that the
label or packaging of Coca-Cola’s juice product, even if literally true, nevertheless
misled a substantial portion of consumers?

YES: NO: X

(If “Yes,” please proceed to Question No. 2. If “No,” please sign and date this
form and inform the Court Clerk that you have completed your deliberations.)

Question No. 2

Did POM Wonderful prove by a preponderance of the evidence that even if
Coca-Cola did not act with the intent to mislead, a substantial segment of

consumers were in fact misled by the label or packaging of Coca-Cola’s juice
product?

YES: | NO:

(If “Yes,” please proceed to Question No. 3. If “No,” please sign and date this
form and inform the Court Clerk that you have completed your deliberations.)

Question No. 3

Did POM Wonderful prove by a preponderance of the evidence that the
misleading nature of the label or packaging of Coca-Cola’s Juice product
influenced consumer purchasing decisions?

YES: NO:

(If “Yes,” please proceed to Question No. 4. If “No,” please sign and date this
fqrm and inform the Court Clerk that you have completed your deliberations.)
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Question No. 4

Did POM Wonderful prove by a preponderance of the evidence that it lost
profits because of Coca-Cola’s misleading label or packaging?

YES: NO:

(If “Yes,” please proceed to Question No. 5. If “No,” please sign and date this
form and inform the Court Clerk that you have completed your deliberations.)

Question No. 5

What amount of lost profits, if any, did POM Wonderful prove bya
preponderance of the evidence that it suffered as a result of the misleading label or
packaging of the Minute Maid juice product?

$

(Regardless of your answer to Question No. 5, please prdceed to Question No. 6.)

Question No. 6

Did POM Wonderful prove by a preponderance of the evidence that Coca-

Cola intended for the label or packaging of Coca-Cola’s Juice product to mislead
consumers?

YES: NO:

(Regardless of your answer to Question No. 6, please proceed to Question No. 7.)

Question No. 7

Did Coca-Cola prove by clear and convincing evidence that POM

Wonderful engaged in inequitable conduct such that POM Wonderful’s claims
should be barred for “unclean hands”?

YES: | No:
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YOU ARE NOW AT THE END OF THE DOCUMENT.

(Please sign and date this form and inform the Court Clerk that you have
completed your deliberations.)

DATED: _4/2//20/¢
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