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Products Liability Law Daily Wrap Up, JURY VERDICTS—DRUGS—Pa. 
Cmmw: Johnson & Johnson suffers another defeat as Philadelphia jury 
hands down $70 M verdict in Risperdal® suit, (Jul. 1, 2016) 

By Pamela C. Maloney, J.D. 

A Philadelphia jury voted unanimously to award $70 million to a young man who developed breasts beginning at 
the age of 5 allegedly as a result of his use of Risperdal®, a drug developed by a subsidiary of Johnson & 
Johnson to treat behavioral problems such as bipolar disorders and schizophrenia. The verdict covered the 
young man’s medical expenses, physical injuries and emotional distress (A.Y. v. Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 
July 1, 2016, Patrick, P.). 

The plaintiff’s products liability action was based on allegations that the drug’s manufacturer, Janssen 
Pharmaceuticals, failed to inform doctors accurately of a known link between gynecomastia (the abnormal 
growth of breasts in a male) and Risperdal use. According to the plaintiff’s lawyers, doctors had discovered that 
patients using Risperdal showed signs of gynecomastia and galactorrhea (milky white discharge), caused by 
what they believed to be excessive exposure to the prolactin hormone used in the drug. The complaint set forth 
counts for common law negligence, negligence—design defect, strict liability—design defect, strict liability failure 
to warn, breach of express and implied warranties, fraud, violations of Pennsylvania’s unfair trade practices and 
consumer protection laws, and conspiracy, In addition to compensatory damages, the plaintiff sought punitive 
damages based on the manufacturers’ disregard for the public’s safety and welfare. 

Prior verdicts. There have been a number of other verdicts rendered in favor of patients who 
developedgynecomastia after taking Risperdal, including: 

  
In December 2015, a Philadelphia jury awarded $500,000 in damages to a patient who had taken 
Risperdal after finding that Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. had failed to provide an adequate warning to 
the patient’s physician about the risk of abnormal male breast growth, or gynecomastia, stemming from 
use of the drug (In re: Risperdal® Litigation (Stange v. Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc.), No. 
1304-01984, December 11, 2015, Powell, K.). 

  
Another Pennsylvania state jury awarded a patient $1,750,000 in damages again after finding that 
Janssen Pharmaceuticals had been negligent in failing to provide adequate warnings to physicians and 
health care providers of the extent of the risk of abnormal breast growth stemming from the use of 
Risperdal, an antipsychotic medication (In re: Risperdal® Litigation (Murray v. Janssen 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., No. 1304-01990. November 10, 2015, Dinubile, V.). 

  
In Murray v. Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. (No. 1990, March 10, 2016), a Pennsylvania trial court 
refused to set aside a jury verdict entered against the makers of Risperdal, an antipsychotic 
medication. However, the court reduced an award of $1,750,000 to $680,000 in accordance with the 
statutory cap imposed by Maryland law on the amount of "noneconomic damages" available in 
personal injury cases. 

Conversely, Johnson & Johnson has won a number of victories, including the following: 

  
A $1.2 billion jury verdict against Johnson & Johnson and its subsidiaries for making false statements 
on the labeling of Risperdal, and in a 2003 "Dear Doctor" letter to Arkansas healthcare providers was 
reversed by the Supreme Court of Arkansas based on findings that (1) the state erroneously used an 
inapplicable state Medicaid statute governing healthcare facilities to bring its claim and (2) the 
admission into evidence of an Food and Drug Administration (FDA) warning letter was prohibited 
hearsay and more prejudicial than probative (Ortho-McNeil-Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. v State of 
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Arkansas, No. CV-12-1058, March 20, 2014, Fox, T). 

  
In March of 2015, a Philadelphia jury found in favor of Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc. and Johnson & 
Johnson on failure-to-warn and negligence claims brought by a patient who had taken the 
antipsychotic medication, Risperdal. The jury further found that Janssen’s negligence was not a 
substantial factor in bringing about the patient’s condition (W.C. v. Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc., No. 
1303-01803, March 20, 2015). 

  
A products liability action brought by an inmate who was prescribed the drug while he was incarcerated 
was dismissed because the inmate failed to provide expert testimony to establish a causal link 
between his injuries and the alleged defect in the drug (Brown v. Johnson & Johnson Pharmaceutical, 
No. 3:12-cv-01381 (MPS), January 16, 2015, Shea, M.). 

The case is No. 1304-2094. 

Attorneys: (Arnold & Itkin). 
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