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BENTON COUNTY CLERK
{ 05 SEP -2 ALpRqermie L. Runge
E. KAY STAPLES

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR BENTON COUNTY
SCOTT BRUNDRIDGE, et al.,
Plaintiffs, Case No. 99-2-01250-7
V8. VERDICT FORM
FLUOR FEDERAL SERVICES, INC., a
Washington corporation;
Defendant.

We, the jury in the above-captioned case, make the following answers to the questions

submitted by the Court:

Scott Brundridge

QUESTION NO. 1: Has Plaintiff Scott Brundridge proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: _ X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 2. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions Nos. 2 and 3 and proceed to Question No. 4.



QUESTION NO. 2: Has Scott Brundridge proved by a preponderance of the evidence that

Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?

ANSWER: _ X Yes No
If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 3. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 3 and proceed to Question No. 4.

QUESTION NO. 3: What do you find to be Scott Brundridge’s amount of damages?
Back Pay: $ 7/9 740
Front Pay: $ 80}. Y105,

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Scott Brundridge to the present time, and with reasonable
probability to be experienced by Scott Brundridge in the future.  §

Charles Cable:

QUESTION NO. 4: Has Plaintiff Charles Cable proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: _ X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 5. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions Nos. 5 or 6 and proceed to Question No. 7.

QUESTION NO. 5: Has Charles Cable proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 6. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 6 and proceed to Question No. 7.

QUESTION NO. 6: What do you find to be Charles Cable’s amount of damages?
Back Pay: $_/\ 55 000




Front Pay: $ 23 Q, 10XiNs,]

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Charles Cable to the present time, and with reasonable

probability to be experienced by Charles Cable in the future. § /30, 000

David Faubion

QUESTION NO. 7: Has Plaintiff David Faubion proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?

ANSWER: _ X Yes No
If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 8. If you check “No,” do not answer

‘Questions Nos. 8 or 9 and proceed to Question No. 10.

QUESTION NO. 8: Has David Faubion proved by a preponderance of the evidence
that Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 9. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 9 and proceed to Question No. 10.

QUESTION NO. 9: What do you find to be David Faubion’s amount of damages?

Back Pay: - $ 82: DO -
Front Pay: $ 2@, 7400

Emdtidnal distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by David Faubion to the present time, and with reasonable

probability to be experienced by David Faubion in the future. $ Zz_l‘; S00



Donald Hodgin

QUESTION NO. 10: Has Plaintiff Donald Hodgin proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: _ X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 11. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions Nos. 11 or 12 and proceed to Question No. 13.

QUESTION NO. 11: Has Donald Hodgin proved by a preponderance of the evidence
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damages?
ANSWER: _ X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 12. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 12 and proceed to Question No. 13.

QUESTION NO. 12: What do you find to be Donald Hodgin’s amount of damages?

Back Pay: $ 9[ 250

Front Pay: $ 89} 25 [#)

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Donald Hodgin to the present time, and with reasonable

probability to be experienced by Donald Hodgin in the future. § Zié% 740

Jessie Jaymes

QUESTION NO. 13: Has Plaintiff Jessie Jaymes proven that she was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: X Yes No
If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 14. If you check “No,” do not answer
Questions Nos. 14 or 15 and proceed to Question No. 16.



QUESTION NO. 14: Has Jessie Jaymes proved by a preponderance of the evidence
that Fluor’s layoff proximately caused her damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 15. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 15 and proceed to Question No. 16.

QUESTION NO. 15: What do you find to be Jessie Jayme’s amount of damages?
Back Pay: $ 300

Front Pay: $ 9/, 200

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Jessie Jaymes to the present time, and with reasonable
probability to be experienced by Jessie Jaymes in the future. $

Clyde Killen

QUESTION NO. 16: Has Plaintiff Clyde Killen proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?

ANSWER: _ X Yes ____ No

If you check “Yes,” then answer QueStion No. 17. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions No. 17 or 18 and proceed to Queéiion No. 19.

QUESTION NO. 17: Has Clyde Killen proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?

ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 18. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 18 and proceed to Question No. 19.



QUESTION NO. 18: What do you find to be Clyde Killen’s amount of damages?

Back Pay: $_/ 'Zﬁ,QQZQ
Front Pay: s /bl 000

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Clyde Killen to the present time, and with r le
probability to be experienced by Clyde Killen in the future. $ 2/8,000
Pedro Nicacio

QUESTION NO. 19: Has Plaintiff Pedro Nicacio proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?

ANSWER: _ X Yes No
If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 20. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions No. 20 or 21 and proceed to Question No. 22.

QUESTION NO. 20: Has Pedro Nicacio proved by a preponderance of the evidence
that Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes | No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 21. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 21 and proceed to Question No. 22.

QUESTION NO. 21: What do you find to be Pedro Nicacio’s amount of damages?

Back Pay: $ éé, ZZM

Front Pay: $ 5. 6’ 000




Shane O’Leary

QUESTION NO. 22: Has Plaintiff Shane O’Leary proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: _ X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 23. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions No. 23 or 24 and proceed to Question No. 25.

QUESTION NO. 23: Has Shane O’Leary proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 24. If you check “No,” do not answer
Question No. 24 and proceed to Question No. 25.

QUESTION NO. 24: What do you find to be Shane O’Leary’s amount of damages?

Back Pay: $_ /20,600

Front Pay: $ /5? 200

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or personal
indignity experienced by Shane O Leary to the present time, and with reasonable probability to
be expenenced by Shane O’Leary in the future. § /)

Raymond Richardson

QUESTION NO. 25: Has Plaintiff Raymond Richardson proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: X ~Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 26. If you check “No,” do not answer
Questions Nos. 26 or 27 and proceed to Question No. 28.



QUESTION NO. 26: Has Raymond Richardson proved by a preponderance of the
evidence that Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 27. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 27 and proceed to Question No. 28.

QUESTION NO. 27: What do you find to be Raymond Richardson’s amount of

damages?

Back Pay: $ 2‘[2% 700
Front Pay: s /8 2) 350

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by Raymond Richardson to the present time, and with
reasonable probability to be experienced by Raymond Richardson in the future.

$ [éq, poo

James Stull

QUESTION NO. 28: Has Plaintiff James Stull proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by 2 preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: ><‘ Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 29. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions No. 29 or 30 and proceed to Question No. 31.

QUESTION NO. 29: Has James Stull proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANsWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 30. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 30 and proceed to Question No. 31.



QUESTION NO. 30: What do you find to be James Stull’s amount of damages?
Back Pay: $ [.5_2-, DOO
Front Pay: s /B2 750

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or
personal indignity experienced by James Stull to the present time, and with reasonable
probability to be experienced by James Stull in the future. s /73 800

Randall Walli
QUESTION NO. 31: Has Plaintiff Randall Walli proven that he was wrongfully
discharged in violation of public policy by a preponderance of the evidence?
ANSWER: X Yes No

If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 32. If you check “No,” do not answer

Questions No. 31 or 32 and sign and return this verdict form.

QUESTION NO. 32: Has Randall Walli proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
Fluor’s layoff proximately caused him damage?
ANSWER: X Yes No
If you check “Yes,” then answer Question No. 33. If you check “No,” do not answer

Question No. 33 and sign and return this verdict form.

QUESTION NO. 33: What do you £ind to be Randall Walli’s amount of damages?
Back Pay: $ 92-, 700

Front Pay: $ // 2—’. 2]91%

Emotional distress, humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish, and/or

personal indignity experienced by Randall Walli to the present time, and with reasonable
probability to be experienced by Randall Walli in the fiture. $ 252, R00

When you have completed the special verdict form, you should sign and return the



form. SesT
e .
Dated this ' day of A.u.gﬁst, 2005.
P4

Presiding Juror




