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SETH NIELSEN and SAMANTHA
NIELSEN-GRIGGS,

Plaintiffs,
VS.
STEVEN R. NIELSEN, Individually, and as
Executor of the Frances Nielsen Estate, and

DENNIS L. NIELSEN

Defendants,

VERDICT FORM 1 - WILL CONTEST

We, the jury, find the following verdict on the questions submitted to us:

QUESTION NO. 1: Did Plaintiffs Seth Nielsen and Samantha Nielsen-Griggs prove by a
preponderance of the evidence that Frances Nielsen lacked sufficient capaCIty to make the

February 15, 2022 Will?

ANSWER: Yes

Noﬁ

QUESTION NO. 2: Did Plaintiffs Seth Nielsen and Samantha Nielsen-Griggs prove by a
preponderance of the evidence that Frances Nielsen’s February 15, 2022 Will was the result of

undue influence?

ANSWER:  Yes

No 7£

If you answered “No” to both Questions 1 and 2, go no further. If you answered "Yes to Question
No. 1 and/or Question No. 2, go to Verdict Form 2.
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*To be signed only if verdict is unanimous.
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**To be signed by the jurors agreeing to it after six hours or more of deliberation.



