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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

GIUSEPPE PAMPENA, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

V.

ELON MUSK,
Defendant.

Case No. 22-cv-05937-CRB

VERDICT FORM
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A. LIABILITY

Statement 1: “Twitter deal temporarily on hold pending details supporting calculation

that spam/fake accounts do indeed represent less than 5% of users.”

1. Did the Plaintiffs prove their Rule 10b-5(b) claim against the defendant for Statement 1

identified above?

Yes: _\/ No:__

PLEASE PROCEED TO STATEMENT 2 ON THE NEXT PAGE
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Statement 2: “I think it’s some number that is probably at least four or five times that

number. I'd say at — if vou did sort of the — the lowest estimate would be probably 20

ercent. And this — and this is — a bunch of quite smart outside firms have done analysis of

Twitter and looked at the — the sort of daily — daily users, and their conclusion is also about

—it’s about 20 percent.”

2. Did the Plaintiffs prove their Rule 10b-5(b) claim against the defendant for Statement 2

identified above?

Yes: No: /

PLEASE PROCEED TO STATEMENT 3 ON THE NEXT PAGE
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Statement 3: “20% fake/spam accounts, while 4 times what Twitter claims, could be

*much* higher. My offer was based on Twitter’s SEC filings being accurate. Yesterday,

Twitter’s CEQ publicly refused to show proof of <5%. This deal cannot move forward

until he does.”

3. Did the Plaintiffs prove their Rule 10b-5(b) claim against the defendant for Statement 3

identified above?

Yes: 2; No:

PLEASE PROCEED TO SCHEME ON THE NEXT PAGE
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4. Did the Plaintiffs prove their Rule 10b-5(a) and/or (c) claim against the defendant for

engaging in a scheme to defraud Twitter investors?
Yes: No: \/

If you answered yes to question 1, 2, 3, or 4, please proceed to Part B on the next page. If you
did not, you are finished with the Verdict Form. Please turn to the last page, sign and date the

Verdict Form and inform the Court you have finished.
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Only fill out Part B, below, if you answered yes to question 1, 2, 3, or 4. If you did not answer
yes to any of those questions, you are finished with the Verdict Form. Please turn to the last

page, sign and date the Verdict Form and inform the Court you have finished.

B. DAMAGES Reference Eynibitr M

4. Determine the amount of artificial deflation per share of Twitter stock proved by
Plaintiffs on each date during the Class Period and write it in the table below. If you
find that Plaintiffs did not prove artificial deflation on any particular day or days, please

leave that date blank.

Date Amount of
Artificial Deflation
Per Share
May 13, 2022 $§ . loaF
May 16, 2022 § . 1T.L9
May 17, 2022 s . *+.20
May 18, 2022 s . +.94
May 19, 2022 s . .Y
May 20, 2022 $ . +.198
May 23, 2022 £ . +MNF
May 24, 2022 s . % .Uy
May 25, 2022 s . 2,90
May 26, 2022 $ . (6.7
May 27, 2022 $ . (4l
May 31, 2022 $ - G.GH
June 1, 2022 $ . (.9
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June 2, 2022 s . (r54
June 3, 2022 $ . U2
June 6, 2022 $ G0
June 7, 2022 $_.__ (.ud
June 8, 2022 $ . 217
June 9, 2022 $§ . Co s 21
June 10, 2022 $ .. (.96
June 13,2022 .. 2.9
June 14, 2022 $ . FF?
June 15, 2022 $ . 242
June 16, 2022 $_._ 2P0
June 17, 2022 $ . 7.9
June 21, 2022 s . (649
June 22, 2022 $_. 2 I1F
June 23, 2022 $ . o
June 24, 2022 $_ . .27
June 27, 2022 $ . (%7
June 28, 2022 S R0OY
June 29, 2022 $ . R uyD
June 30, 2022 $_.__ 64
July 1,2022 S_. 2,31
July 5, 2022 $ . 2.2y
July 6, 2022 $ . 331
July 7, 2022 $ . RO7
July 8, 2022 $ . .2
July 11,2022 $ . ¥.46
July 12,2022 $ 743
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July 13,2022 $ . Gauy
July 14,2022 § . Gl
July 15,2022 $ . (0D
July 18,2022 s . 5H%%
July 19,2022 $ . Hug
July 20, 2022 $ . 5249
July 21, 2022 $ . mU2
July 22, 2022 $ . 9.30
July 25, 2022 $ . S9wm2
July 26, 2022 $ . U4
July 27, 2022 5 . W20
July 28, 2022 $ . 4q |
July 29, 2022 § . Hes
August 1, 2022 $ . 4.q |
August 2, 2022 $ . U%%
August 3, 2022 s . U7
August 4, 2022 $ . 4 .49
August 5, 2022 $ . L3l
August 8, 2022 $ . 416
August 9, 2022 s . 420
August 10, 2022 $ . 2[6 (
August 11,2022 $ . 2.24
August 12, 2022 $ . 3.6
August 15, 2022 $ . 2 TP
August 16, 2022 § 262
August 17, 2022 $ . 237
August 18, 2022 g os 232
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August 19, 2022 $_. R PE
August 22, 2022 $ G.13
August 23, 2022 $_ h.13
August 24, 2022 $ 2. %6
August 25, 2022 $ . 334
August 26, 2022 $ . 34,
August 29, 2022 $ .. hkop
August 30, 2022 $ . y-29
August 31, 2022 $ . dug
September 1,2022 [$_. U.Uq
September2,2022 |$_. W49
September 6, 2022 $ . 4uj
September7,2022 |$_. .34
September 8,2022 |$_. = &S5k
September 9,2022 |$_.  3.Y4Y{
September 12,2022 |$_. 269
September 13,2022 |$_ . 2,59
September 14,2022 [$ . 254
September 15,2022 |$_.  3.UZ
September 16,2022 [$ . 363
September 19,2022 | $_ . 3|
September20,2022 |$_ . 3@l
September 21,2022 |$ . 5. 92
September 22,2022 |$ . %69
September 23,2022 |$_.__ 264
September 26,2022 ($_ . 269
September 27,2022 |§_.  >H{
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September 28,2022 |$_. 3. (H
September29,2022 |$_.  3,3D
September 30,2022 | § 2.9%
October 3, 2022 $ .36

PLEASE PROCEED TO THE NEXT PAGE

10
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5. Determine the amount of damages to Twitter options proved by Plaintiffs (check only

one box)

O The amount of damages Plaintiffs’ expert calculated in Exhibit 298 based on the

existence of a scheme to defraud.

Eéw amount of damages Plaintiffs’ expert calculated in Exhibit 298 based on the false

statements made by Musk.
O An amount of damages consistent with the amount of stock deflation we selected in
paragraph four above (choose this box only if you selected an amount of deflation in

paragraph 4 that is different that an amount calculated by Plaintiffs’ expert).

0O We do not award any damages for the options.

PLEASE PROCEED TO THE NEXT PAGE

11




United States District Court
Northern District of California

O 0 N N o R WD

NN NN NN N NN e e e e e e e e e
0 3 & U bh WD = O WV X NN SN WD - O

Case 3:22-cv-05937-CRB  Document 538  Filed 03/20/26  Page 12 of 12

C. RETURN OF VERDICT

Once the form is completed, the foreperson for the jury must sign and date it below:

Dated: 3~ A0 - QL Signed: _ [

Jury Foreperson

12






