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9 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

10 COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, UNLIMITED JURISDICTION
1l DEPARTMENT NO. 514

12
SOUTH TAHOE PUBLIC UTILITY
13 | DISTRICT,

14 Plaintiff,
15 V§.

16 | ATLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY,

et al.,
17
Defendants.
18

CASE NO. 999128
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g SPECIAL VERDICT [PHASE 1]
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We, the jury in the above-entitled action, find as follows 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 “no" after the name of cach 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 If yes, time

period
Answer:

\i-1 Shell Oil Company \/ Rl fwisks /1% 15 12:3177

v Equilon Enterprises LLC v Y M I T

v Texaco, Inc. \/ 1983 o 12-3)- 1997

9-2 Tosco Corporation v Af.'.\ ML o Mok 1711(.

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

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

Question No. 2: As to cach defendant for which you answered “yes” in Question No. 1, did
the defect exist when the gasoline containing MTRBE left the possession of such defendant?
Answer “yes” or “no” for each such defendant. If you answer “yes” as to any defendant,
during what time period was the gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, ot supplied by that
defendant defective in design? ,
Yes No If yes, time
period

Answer:

-\ Shell Oil Company

+ Equilon Enterprises LLC 1-1-192b_ b Boet

1988 b 12.31-)9597
AP"" 9 b Maxl, 1%

v Texaco, Inc.

NN

o 3 Tosco Corporation

Rlifiadr 12% 4, (2.3)- /‘}57
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Question No. 3: Was gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold or supplied by any of
the following defendants defective because of a failure to warn?

Answer “yes” or “no” afterythc name of each such defendant. If you answer “yes™ as to any
defendant, during what time peridd was the gasoline containing MTBE manufactured, sold, or

supplied by that defendant defective due to a failure to wamn?

Yes No If yes, time
period
Answer: ’
12.-8 Shell Oil Company yan Ellpvisker 1990 Jo 231997
v Equilon Enterprises LLC ya FEIMD b foet
» Texaco, Inc. / | 1992 s 12-31-7997
18- Tosco Corporation / APAI 1996 o Reet
Question No. 4: As to each defendant for whom you answered “yes” in Question No. 3, did
the defect exist, because of a failure to wam, when the gasoline containing MTBE left the possession

of such defendant?
Answer “yes” or “no” 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 due to a failure to wam?

Yes No If yes, time
period
Answer;
t2-© Shell Oil Company / FUMikr /99 Jo 12311957
v Equilon Enterprises LL.C / FI1-19%8 b Rnat
v Texaco, Inc. / 1992 4 12-3. 197
12 +Tosco Corporation / APrﬂ 192 fo Peut
\
A\
W
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Question No. 5: Were the risks involved in the transportation, #torage and handling of
MTBE recognized by all of Lyondell Chemical Company’s (ARCO Chemical Company's)
California refiner and distributor customers, who transported, stored and handled MTBE in bulk?
If not, during what time period were the risks not recognized?

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

Yes No If no, time
period
Answer: V0 _\/.. /M0 %

If you answered “na” to Question No. 5, then answer Question No. 6. If you answered *“yes”

to Question No. 3, then answer Question No. 9.

Question No. 6: Was MTBE manufactured, sold or supplied by defendant Lyondell
Chemical Company (ARCO Chermical Company) defective because of a failure to wam?
Answer “yes” or “no.” X you answer “yes”, during what time period was the MTBE

manufactured, sold or supplied by the defendant defective due to a failure to wam?

Yes No If yes, time
peniod
Answer: vt o 1792 4o M0

If you answered Question No. 6 “yes”, answer Question No. 7. If you answered Question

No. 6 “no”, answer question No. 9.

Question No. 7: Did the defect exist, because of a failure to warmn, 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

manufactured, sold or supplied by the defendant defective due to a failure to wam?
' ' Yes No If yes, time
period

Answer: -\ L ___ /724 /996

If you answered Question No. 7 “yes”, answer Question No. 8. If you answered Question
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No. 7 “no”, answer question No, 9.

Question No. 8: Were the wamings of defendant Lyondell Chemical Company (ARCO
Chemical Company) to all of its customers, as described in Question No. 5, above, adequate to make
those customers aware of the risks and how to avoid or reduce such risks? If not, during what time

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

inadequate?
Answer “yes” or “no.” If you answer “no,” state the time period.
Yes No if no,
time
period
Answer: - \/ 1987 b 9%

Question No. 9: If you answered “yes” 10 both Question No. 1 and Question No. 2 as to
defendant Shell Oil Company, answer the question below. If you did not answer “yes” to both
Question No, 1 and Question No. 2 as to Shell Oil Company, then go to Question No. 10.

Do you find by clear and convincing evidence that defendant Shell Oil Company acted with
malice in selling gasoline containing MTBE that was defective in design because the risk of harm
inherent 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
Answer: | -\ _\[ . bk 1390 b 12-1997
W\
A\
W
A\
\\
W\
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Question No. 10: If you answered “yes” to both Question No. 3 and Question No. 4 ag to
defendant Shell Ojl Company, answer the question 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 Oil Company acted with
malice in selling gasoline containing MTBE that was defective in design because of a failure to
wam? |

Answer “yes” or “nio.” If you answer “yes,” state the time period.

Yes No If yes, time
' period
Answer: TE Y4 . F.uﬁ..n‘n'v' 190 Jo 13- M7

Question Ne. 11: If you answered “yes” to both Question No. 6 and Question No. 7 and
“na” to both Question No. 5 and Question No. 8, answer the question below. If you did not |
answer “yes” to both Question No. 6 and Question No. 7 and “no” to both Question No. 5 and
Question No. 8, please sign and retum this form.

Do you find by clear and convincing evidence that defendant Lyondell Chemical Company
(ARCO Chemical Company) acted with malice in selling MTBE that was defective in design
because of a failure to wamn?

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

Yes No If yes, time
period
Answer: V4 - 127 Ay

DATED: Aégw_l__ 15,2002 ' [
FO N
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