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ury awards $674,071 to man who lost eye to BB

' - AKRGN
. A Uniontown man who Jost his eye toa BB
'gun shot in 1987 collected a $674,071 verdiet
in Summit County Common Pleas Court yes-

terday.

4 The case s noteworthy berause it made
Naw when the Qhio Supreme Court aflirmed a
‘tral judge's decision that the defendant's
homeowners insurance could cover ooy dams

~AEes.
:‘,_E'l‘he insurance crfnpanles appealed Sum-

mit County Common Pleas Judge Glen Mor-
gan's inittal declsion, clatming that home-
owners  Insurance  policies  excluded
Intentional injury, and covered only negli-
gence.

Morgan ruled in 1989 that the Important
factor was whether the result was intended,
nol the net itsell.

ed Wi

The insurance companies th
the Ohlo Court of Appenlx (§th District), but
the Ohlo Supreme Court reversed the appel-
late court and upheld Morgan 1ast year, clear-
ing the way {or the trial that begun Mondsy.

The Supreme Court clorified an smblgulty.,

in Ohlo law abcut whether [t was the act or
the intent that 178 blnding ¢m the Insurance
companies,

The caze that went to trial Monday was
filed by Gary Baker on behalf of his son,
Todd, who lost nn eye to 2 BB In 1887, when
hewas 14,

According Lo court reconds, Willlam Swan-
son, who was 18, shot at a group of people
that included young Baker, Ome shot hil
nothing. One hit r girl in the leg, und one hit
Baker in the eye.

Before trdal, Swanson admiited his own
negligence, so the jury had only to determine
il Swanson's parents were negligent for al-

"It was a fair verdlcl," Scanlon said. “i
think it places responsibility where it ought
o be. Paronts leaving loaded guns around

lowing their son to have nccess to the gun, i€, just leads to louble.”

that was a direct cause of Baker's Injuries,
and how much to e

Akron lawyer Timothy Scanton, re nt-
ing the Bakers, had sought a total of $650,000
from the Swansons' insurance palices. The

ity and
dld not conteat a claim by Baker’s parents for
$14,071 In medica] expenses,

William P, Orth, who represenied the
Swansons during the tiol, said he would
have to consult with his clients sboul
whether to appeal Lhe verdict.

"I would say that the Swansons are satis
Med with the verdict because it is well within
their Insurance coverage,” sald Orth. ;

Scanlen said the Swansons' insurance tov-
erage was for $1.5 million.
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