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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

UNION OIL COMPANY QOF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiff,
vs.
PIONEER OIL AND GAS, PIONEER
WESTERN, INCORPORATED, and DOES
1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

PIONEER OIL AND GAS and PIONEER
WESTERN, INCORPORATED,

Cross-Complalnants,
vs.
UNION OIL COMPANY OF
CALIFORNIA, and DOES 1 through 100,

inclusive,

Cross-Defendants.
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Casc No., SM92229

Judge Rodney S, Melville K

SPECIAL VERDICT v
SANEAI IEAERQAF!A CA

SUPERIOR COURT AC
JAN 1 7 1997 J

M. BLAIR

We, the jury in the above-entitled action, find the following special verdict on the

questions submitted to us concerning the claims made by UNION OIL COMPANY OF

CALIFORNIA (referred to as "UNOCAL" in this special verdict) and by PIONEER OIL
AND GAS and PIONEER WESTERN, INCORPORATED (collectively referred to as

“PIONEER" w this special verdict):

Question No. 1: Is PIONEER liable to UNOCAL for breach of contract?

Yes _X No
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Question No. 2: Is PIONEER liable to UNOCAL for an account stated?

Yes _ No X __

Question Neo. 3: Is PIONEER lable to UNOCAL for an open account?
Yes _X No ____ '

Question No. 4: Is PIONEER liable to UNOCAL for goods supplied and services
rendered?

Yes _X No _

If you answered "Yes" to Question No. 1, Question No. 2, Question No. 3, or
Question No. 4 (or to any combmation of those questions), then answer Question No. 5. If
you answer "No" to Question No. 1, Question No. 2, Question No. 3, and Question No. 4,
skip to Question No. 6.

Yes X No _

Question No. 5: What is the total amount of damages (if any) nwed by PIONEER to
UNOCAL for the claims made by UNOCAL?
Total damages: $_ 53,158, 26

Question No. 6: Is UNOCAL liable to PIONEER for breach of contract?
Yes _ X No :

Question No. 7: Is UNOCAL liable to PIONEER for breach of the covenant of good
faith and fair dealing?
Yes _X_ No
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Question No. 8: 1s UNOCAL hable to PIONEER for breach of fiduciary duty?
Yes _ X No __

If you answered *Yes® to Question No. 6. Question No. 7, or Question No. 8§ (or o
any combination of those questions), then answer Question No. 9. If you answered "No" 1o
Question No. 6, Question No. 7, and Question No. 8, please sign and return this special

verdict form.

Yes X No

Question No. 9: What is the total amount of damages (if any) owed by UNOCAL to
PIONEER for the claims made by PIONEER?
Total damages: $ O

If you answered "Yes" to Question No. 8, please answer Question No. 10. If you

answered “No" to Question No. 8, please sign and return this special verdict form.

Question No. 10: Is UNOCAL guilty of fraud or malice by clear and convincing

cvidence?

Yes No 5
Please sign and return this special verdict form.

Dated: January [, 1997

s
Foreperson
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ONDE 7

Union Oijl vs. Pioneer Ojl

PETER ASHTON

70/2/96

Reported by: Margaret Marks, CSR# 7549
Our File#: 45261
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