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Verdict No. 1—Mays’ Section 23 Lease

1. Did BHP fail to drill additional wells on the Mays” Section
23 lease that a reasonably prudent operator would have drilled?

Yes No

Instruction: If you answered Question 1 “No,” then your
deliberations are done on this lease. If you answered Question 1

“Yes,” then go to Question 2.
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2. What sum of money, if paid now in cash, would fairly and
reasonably compensate the Mays for the lost royalties that resulted
from BHI’s failure to drill additional wells on the Section 23 lease
that a reasonably prudent operator would have drilled?

*  Damages sustained in the past: $

*  Damages that, inreasonable probability, will be sustained

in the future: $

Foreperson Date and Time
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Verdict No. 2—Mays’ Section 26 Lease

1. Did BHP fail to drill additional wells on the Mays” Section
26 lease that a reasonably prudent operator would have drilled?

Yes No

Instruction: If you answered Question 1 “No,” then your
deliberations are done on this lease. If you answered Question 1

“Yes,” then go to Question 2.
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2. What sum of money, if paid now in cash, would fairly and
reasonably compensate the Mays for the lost royalties that resulted
from BHP’s failure to drill additional wells on the Section 23 lease
that a reasonably prudent operator would have drilled?

*  Damages sustained in the past: $

. Damages that, in reasonable probability, will be sustained

in the future: $

Foreperson Date and Time
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Verdict No. 3—Snowdens’ Section 14 Lease

1. Did BHP fail to drill additional wells on the Snowdens’
Section 14 lease that a reasonably prudent operator would have
drilled?

Yes No

Instruction: If you answered Question 1 “No,” then your
deliberations are done on this lease. If you answered Question 1

“Yes,” then go to Question 2.
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2. What sum of money, if paid now in cash, would fairly and
reasonably compensate the Snowdens for the lost royalties that
resulted from BHP’s failure to drill additional wells on the Section

14 lease that a reasonably prudent operator would have drilled?

*  Damages sustained in the past: $
*  Damages that, inreasonable probability, will be sustained

in the future: $

Foreperson Date and Time
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