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APR 1 5 2002 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALJFORNIA 

COUNTY OF S A N  FRANCISCO, JURISDICTION 

DEPARTMENT NO. 514 

SOUTH TAHOE PUBLIC UTILITY ) CASE NO. 999128 
DISTRICT, 1 

j 
Plaintiff, 1 

) SPECIAL VERDICT PHASE I] 
vs . 1 

) (3/4/02) 

:t d., 1 
1 

Defendants. 1 
1 
1 

4TLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY, ) 

Ye, the jury in the above-entitled action, find as follaws on the questions submitted to us: 
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Question No. 1: Was gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, or supplied by any of 

the following defendants defective in design because the risk of harm inherent in its design 

outweighed the benefits of that design? 

Answer “yes” or ‘ho” after the name of each such defendant If you answer “yes” as to any 

defendant, during what time period was the gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, or 

supplied by that defendant defective in design? 
Yes NO 

Answer: 

i i -1  Shell Oil Company L -  
‘‘ Equilon Enterprises LLC L -  
y Texaco, Inc. J -  

:I -3 Tosco Corporation L -  

If pcs, xime 
peTiOd 

If you answer “no” as to each defendant, then go to question No. 3. If you answer “yes” as 

o one or more defendants, then answer the next question only as to such defendants. 

Question No. 2: As to each defendant for which you answered “yes” in Question No. 1 I did 

he defect exist whcn the guoline containing MTBE left the possession of such defendant? 

Answer “yes” or “no” for each such defendant. If you an8wer “yes” as to any defendant, 

luring what time period was the gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, or supplied by that 

lefemdanc defective in design’? 
Yes No If yes, time 

period 

4nswer: I 

7 
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Question No. 3: Was gasoline containing IHIBB manufactured, sold or supplied by any of 

the following defendants defective bccause of a failurn to warn? 

Answer “yes” or “no” after the name of each such defendant. If you anawer “yes” as to any 

iefendant, during what time period waa the gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, or 

supplied by that defendant defective due to a failure to warn? 
Yes No If yes, time 

period 

9n 8 w er: 

Question No. 4 As to each defendant for whom y ~ u  answered “yes” in Question No. 3, did 

he dcfcct exist, because of a failure to wam, when the gasoline containing MTBE left the posscssion 

If such defcndant? 

Answer “yes” or “no” after the name of each such defendant. If you answer “yes” as to any 

efendant, during what time period was the gaaoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold. or 

upplied by that defendant defective due to a failure to warn? 
Yes No If yes, time 

period 

mwer; 

I 9- 0 Shell Oil Company 

I/ Equilon Enterprises LLX: 

4 Texaco,Jnc. 
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Question No. 5: Were the risks jnvolved in the transportation, storage and handling of 

MTBE recognized by all of Lyondell Chemical Company’s (ARCO Chemical Company’s) 

California refiner and distributor customera, who transported, stored and handled MTBE in bulk? 

If not, during what time period were the risks not recognized? 

Answcr “yes” or “no.” If you ensvex is “no,” state the time period. 
Yes NO If no, time 

pen od 

Answer: 

If you answered ‘ha” to Question No. 5, then answer Question No. 6. If you answered “yes” 

to Question No. 5, then answer Question No. 9. 

Question No, 6: Was MTBE manufactured, sold or supplied by Mendant Lyondell 

2hemical Company (ARCO Chemical Company) defective because of a failure to warn? 

Answer “yes” or “no.” If you answer ”yes”, during what time period was the MTBE 

nanufnctured, sold or supplied by the defendant defective due to a failure to warn? 
Yes No If y e s ,  time 

period 

4nswer: 1)-1 J -  m a  $0 mb 
If you answered Question No. 6 “yes”, answer Question No. 7. Lf you answered Question 

No. 6 “no”, answer question No. 9. 

Question No. 7: Did the defect exist, because of a failure to warn, when the MTBE left the 

possession of defendant Lyondell Chemical Company (ARCO Chemical Company)? 

Answer “yes” or: “no.” If you answer “yes”, during what time period was the MTBE 

nanufactumd, sold or supplied by the cbfendant defective due to a failure to warn? 
Yes No If yes, time 

period 

/*A .lo &J& inswer: \ \ -  

If you answered Question No. 7 “yes”, an8wcr Question No. 8. If you answered Question 
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No. 7 ‘ho”, answcr question No, 9. 

Question No. 8: Were the warnings of defendant Lyondell Chemical Company (ARCO 

Chemical Company) to all of its customers, 85 described in Question No. 5, above, adequate to make 

those customers awarc of the r isks and how to avoid or reduce such risks? If not, during what time 

period were such warning6 of Lyondell Chemical Company (ARCO Chemical Company) 

rnadequatel 

Answer “yes” or “no.” If you answer “no,” state the time period. 
Yes No If no, 

time 
period 

4nswer: \ I  *\- - J 1487 L #91, 

Question No. 9: If you answered ’‘yes” to both Question No. 1 and Question No. 2 as to 

iefendant Shell Oil Company, answer the qucstion below. If you did nor answer “yes” to both 

2uestion No, 1 and Question No, 2 as to Shell Oil Company, then go to Question No. 10. 

Do you find by clear arld convincing evidence that defendant Shell Oil Company acted wjth 

nalice in selling gasoline containing MTBE that w s  defective in design because the risk of harm 

nherent in, the design outweighed the benefits of that design? 

Answer “yes” or “no”. If you answer “yes,” state the time period. 
Yes NO If yes,  time 

period 

Irnswer: \ \ * \  Ad- F I I / k n ) Y  .(b 12-07 
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Question No, 10: If you answered “yes” to both Question No. 3 and Question No. 4 as to 

defendant Shell Oil Company, answer the queRtion below. If you did not answer ‘‘yes’’ to both 

Question No. 3 and Question No. 4 as to Shell Oil Company, then go to Question No. 11. 

Do you find by clear and convincing evidence that defendant Shell GI Company acted with 

malice in selling gasoline containing MTBE that was defective in design because of a failure to 

wam? 

Answer “yes” or “no.” If you answer “yes,” state the time priod. 
Yes No If yes, time 

period 

Answer I I  4 g.IIIC;.b / f to 12- r r ]  

Question No. 11: If you answered “ycs” to both Question No. 6 and Question No. 7 and 

‘no” to both Qucstion No. 5 and Question No, 8, answer the question below. If you did not 

mswer ‘yes” to both Question No. 6 and Question No. 7 and “no” to both Question No. 5 and 

Juestion No. 8, please sign and return this form. 

Do you find by clear and convincing evidence that defendant Lymdell Chemical Company 

ARC0 Chemical Company} acted with malice in seIling MTBE that was defective in design 

iecmse of a failure to warn? 

Answer “yes” or ”no.” If you answer “yes,” state the time period. 
Yes No If ycs, time 

period 
inswer: 1987 4- 8 9 6  


