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APPLIANCE FIRM SUED FOR $450 000

Wednesday, 11/14/1984
NEWS
4A

By William C. Lhotka Of the Post- Dlspatch Staff

An automatlc coffeemaker manufactured by General Electric Corp., malfunctioned on
Christmas Eve 1980 and caused a fire that extensively damaged a house in Frontenac,
a couple alleged Tuesday.in St. Loms County CerUlt Court.

Rlchard and Vlrgmla Klein are seeklng more than $450,000 for damage to their five-
bedroom home on Chapel Oaks Road and to home furmshmgs, including furs and
antigues, :

The product llablllty trial before a jury in the courtroom of C|rcu1t Judge Phlllp J.
- Sweeney is expected to last at Ieast a week with expert witnesses testifying for both

sides.

Klein is a film and V|deo producer for the Amerlcan Broadcas’cmg Co. Mrs Klem isa
syndicated columnist whose column "lemg with Dlvorce appears in the-Post-

_ Dispatch.

,Accordmg to the opening argument by the Kleins' attorney, Anthony Brunmg, the

Kleins and three of Mrs, Klein's four children had been decorating a tree and preparing

for a Christmas Eve party on the night of Dec. 23, Mes. Klem was the Iast one to go to
bed and set the timer on the coffee pot for 7: 15 a m,

Klein got up about Jam., mspected the decorated Christmas tree and went back to
bed for 15 minutes; then began taking a shower. While:Klein was in the shower, Mrs.

“Klein got up and found the house full of smoke. She awakened her children and they
_ran outside. One of her daughters located Klein in the bathroom and he too escaped .
WIthout injury. .

"From a picture window of a neighbor's house across the street, they watched the|r

_house burn, ' Brumng said. Flreﬂghters poured 600 gallons of water into the house to
. contam the blaze , : ,

Frontenac Flre Chief Robert Bongner testlfled Tuesday that he had traced the fire's

'orlgms to the countertop in the kltchen He alleged that the defectlve coffee pot had

caused the fire. .

. Gerald Mortis, the attorney for General Electric, told the Jury that the company had

never been notlfled of the allegaions about the coffeemaker until the suit was filed by

_the Kleins in April 1981. He said evidence would show that the fire might-have started;

ina waste basket adJacent to the kltchen countertop orin the wall's wmng

,”We will demonstrate this coffee pot did.not cause the fire, ' Moms said.

Each S|de expects to call expert witnesses in the case, |ncludmg professors Lloyd




: Brown‘ of Washington Un‘iversity and Ronald Shultz of C'Ibeveland‘ State University.
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NEWS '

3A
J’udge Declares Mistrial In Suit On Coffeemaker, Cites N}ews Story

A trial over an electric coffeemaker alleged to have caused a house fire in Frontenac
on Christmas Eve in 1980 was called off Wednesday after the judge held that an -
article in the Post-Dispatch was prejudicial: Judge Philip 7. Sweeney: of the St. Louis
County Circuit Court cited a feature story about the fire's aftermath that was published
Wednesday in the YOU section of the newspaper, YOU is distributed to subscribers and
non-subscribers in the Missouri part of the metropolitan area. '

In the product-liability suit, Richard and Virginia Klein are seeking more than $450,000

from General Electric Corp. for damage to their five-bedroom home on Chapel Oaks
Road and to home furnishings, including furs and antiques. : ‘ '

Judge Sweeney sustained General Electric's motion for é_ mistrial aft‘errrdiscus:sihg the

_ article with the attorneys.

'It was an unfortunate coincidence, ' the judge said, ‘Those articles are written weeks
in advance, there is ho way the paper's editors could have known the case would be

_tried this week:!

The civil trial begén Tuesday. The jdry’ was dismissed and the case placed on the',Febr. ,
4 trial docket. & b ' = .» . '

Kiein is a film and video p_ro“ducer for fh’e,Ameri'c'a‘n Broadcasting Co. Mrs. Klein is a

-syndicated columnist whose column, ‘Living with Divorce, ‘appears.in the Post-

Dispatch.

‘According to the opening argument by the Kleins' attorney, Anthony Bruning, Mrs.

Kiein set the timer on the coffee pot on the night of Dec, 23 for 7:15 a.m. When she

-got up shortly after that hour, she fqund the house full of smoke. The family escaped

without irnjur,y.,
Frontenac Fire Chief Robert Bongner testified Tuesday that he traced the fire's origins
to the kitchen countertop. He concluded that the defective coffee pot had caused the

Gerald Mortis; the aftorney for Gen'eral’Electric, contended that a faulerléctfic can

- opener -- made by another manufacturer -- could have been the culprit. 'We will
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demonstrate that this coffee pot did not cause the fire; ' he told the jury.
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Headline: JURY AWARDS DAMAGES IN COFFEE MAKER FIRE
Correction: . ' . ' ' : '
PubDate: Wednesday, 2/13/1985
Section: NEWS :
Page: 6A
Byline: : . .
Text: A Frontenac family who claimed that a defective coffee maker had caused a firethat
heavily damaged their home in 1980 has won a $600,000 jury verdict against the
General Electric Corp., the manufacturer. ‘ ’ .

, The judgment was one of the highest propérty awards ever made by a county jury, e
- according to a longtime judge; St. Louis CountyCireuit Judge Drew W. Luten Jr. The St,
Louis County Circuit Court jury deliberated about eight hours Monday before delivering

the verdict in favor of Richard and Virginia Klein.:

The verdict canﬁe just 15 minutes before Judge Ph"i,lip J.lsweeney'was prepared to
declare a hung jury. A mistrial was declared in the first trial of the case in Nov_ember.

The couple had sought damages of $620,000.

Photo Unique 8504160803
| IDs:




J ury'Awards
$600,000
Against GE

By Louis J. Rose
Of the Post-Dispatch Staff
A Frontenac family who
claimed that a defective coffee
maker caused a fire that heavily
damaged their liome has won a
$600,000 jury verdict against
. General Electri¢c Corp., the
manufacturer. '

The judgment was one: of the
highest property awards ‘ever
made by a county jury;according
to longtime St. Louis County

. CircuitJudge Drew W. Luten Jr.

The St. Louis County Circuit
Court jury deliberated about eight
hours before delivering the

- verdict in favor of Richard and
Virginia Klein about 6:45 p.m.
Monday. . ‘

The verdict came just 15

_ minutes before Judge Philip J.
Sweeney was prepared to'declare
a hung jury. A mistrial was

- declared in the first trial of the
case, in November. N

It could not be learned
immediately whether General
Electric would appeal.

The Kleins'embraced and Mrs,
~ Klein wept when. the jury
. announced its decision. Later, at a

victory celebration, Mrs. Kiein
said she was “ecstatic” and "numb”
over the verdict, o

The couple’ had :sought

damages of $620,000 in the

" Mrs. Klein

hd

Klein

product lability trial, which ran
six days, v

The fire occurred on Christmas
Eve 1980 and damaged their five-
bedroom home on Chapel Oaks
Road and destroyed home
furnishings, furs and antiques.

Testimony in the trial showed
that Mrs. Klein had set the timer
on the automatic coffee maker the
night of Dec. 23 to turn on at 7:15
the next morning. When she got
out of bed shortly after 7:15, she
said she found the house full of
smoke.. : P
The family . escaped witheut -
injury. -

The Kleins' attorney, Anthony
S. Bruning, said he believed that
testimony by Frontenac Fire Chief
Robert Bongner was a key factor
in the jury's verdict.

In a videotape deposition
shown to the jury last week, Chiéf

Bongner said that he had traced
the origin. of the fire to the
countertop in the kitchen. He
concluded that the coffee:maker
had caused the fire. :
"~ Gerald D, Morris, co-counsel

. for General Electric, told the jury

in clesing arguments that the
Kleins had failed to prove the |
coffee maker was defective.

“Urapy eruIgnA

Pfe DIETOTY J0 SUIOY 000°002$ U3 poyng Je)

oI 91) pajiels

&

YT, 0861 ‘3g "38( Jo

W 9y} UO Jayjeam 90I30p-0g ojul peoy

1edey) Lig 3e swoy SUrLIng 191} WOy
a1y Ajumop smo7 38

B 0} 000°009% JO sofewep
oy smoy i ut Amf v

a1y asnoy ul 000°009$ passasse Iy

“086T UI 31J 9AT SEULSLI)

JoYEUl 933300 O111I]R UR Jey)
AISTIIXD Sem SOy asoym

BPUOW DJ0A ¢6 B Aq POUTULIOp USWIOM |

H

“SOLIN{UI OU 3J19M D1

e jeyy Suidse o) IR [RISUSDH
. Jsurede €861 U1 Jms po[y F1dN0J FHL
Jdnoj pue uaw JySe jo Am{ e ‘Aousomg
JO 300 a3 Uy &uomgsa; Jo sABp oA Jo)fY

PR} USIDIIY3; 99y} I[0Y) puB SWISLY SYL
‘r dymug s8pne jmo

e uf peSeurep Ao

ATUre] oeuojuo.Ly]

oU} poIe}s IOYeW  popreme sey £)

Sumuio

W eep00 ST WOA PPOIN SAD Ul monounjeun

e
oy} uo Ap8rel .
peseq Sunmag
“"YO59M JSE] polNISe) 1o
uendde

ST ‘soopyyBi ur Sureoyy Joye Joaxs oy SEO

*suo10a1j00 anbnyue

pue e sua[y. oY) pofewrep 10 pakonsep
pey ‘Bummig Auoy

[[ENJUOAS -PUE JEIILIDA0 0] 39
911} 9y} JO JMSal & se sofeurep

 “ToYoID 5,90y o1 0} a1y o0 J0 UBH0 5
4

0]0IPRIJUOD UOAIS pey  POORI) 9Y pres oym ‘Iouguog 139qoy Jo
JoYeur 937300 3u3 jery) pagope Jms oyg

gsoxae WOy WHq SUIoY JI9Y) payojem Asiy
‘Pue "UF'B 6p:L 18 ATIUIE] oY) poLIS[e ULIE[R

SISy "SUI0Y Y3 JO SUOTID3S JANI0 0F USY)
pue ‘sjpuiqed 03 peoids sowreyy Ay, ST
9y} SuImo[je ‘pauOIOUNJIEMI  )RJSOULISY)

Al JeuUdHOLq Jo AUourysy)
Am{ oyy 0 juoumsre sy

‘payuB pey jodesjooe

DJI9YM BJ1J UIaY Y3 a10Joq A[JIOUS oI ASNOY

-1y ‘fouloje oYL, a1y

0
osfe yoryM ¢

‘a1 oY) polIE)S

peY ISYBW 593300 81} JBY) SPN[OUCd 0} WIy S
PO] J0JUN0D 1Y} PAOQE SJOUIQED POUINg pUE

(Doew,, JoyewW Ul 000029 JySnos

-

"211} 93 Jo asned ajqeqoad

$07 AJ

; “PIS yoes £q paTed ‘sIeauISud [RILNOSIH
9y} Ul J9YSEqDISEA B U] PIIRS PBY OIIf 3Y)
bictiy] pansxe ‘SLLIOJY pjedan) Kauione s,go
J9UNOd PAYOI0DS 91 pres Jouduog ‘I19junod

auroy pageArI-ad1} ) JO UOTJEUTUIEXD STY UT

I . posei,; Sem Jauguog Jey) pres of ‘ueyd)ry
ay) woyy soueydde ay) Surlad 3997y ‘woyouy
ayy ur doy Jajunod ® 0y ]

397J00 oyy punoy 8y IVS HANDHNOY

! oy noqe Auoury

. B0} Po[IBd US9q PBY JOIYD AIN Oy 9snedaq




896 Mo.

chele’s cocaine use and Roger Parks’ prior
offenses, plaintiffs waived their right to
challenge the admissibility of such testimo-
ny. A party cannot take advantage of
self-invited error. State v. Kelly, 689

-S.W.2d 639, 640 (Mo.App.1985).

We review for trial court error. A trial
court cannot prevent -plaintiff from
presenting relevant evidence in the presen-
tation of 4 civil claim. Nor can a plaintiff
claim error for the admission of his own

. evidence. . Plaintiffs” remedy was to resist

and preserve error on matters considered
in the ruling on the motion in limine, if any.
Judgment affirmed.

SIMON, J., and DOUGLAS W.
GREENE, Special Judge_voncur.

KEY NUMBER SYSTEM

o

Richard KLEIN and Virginia
Klein, Plaintiffs,
v..

GENERAL ELECTRIC
COMPANY , Defendant.

No. 50040.~
Missouri Court of Appeals,
Eastern District,
Division Two.

July 22, 1886.

Motion for Rehearing and/or Transfer to
Supreme Court Denied Aug. 27, 1986.

Homeowners brought products liability
action against manufacturer of coffeemak-
er for damages to home caused by fire
allegedly originating in coffeemaker. The
Cireuit Court, St. Louis County, Phillip J.
Sweeney, J., entered judgment in favor of
homeowners. The manufacturer appealed.

The Court of Appeals, Dowd, P.J., held -

that: (1) homeowners presented sufficient

714 SOUTH WESTERN REPORTER, 2d SERIES

evidence that coffeemaker was defective
and was cause of fire; (2) homeowners’

- insurer was not required to be named as

party plaintiffs; (3) list of ‘articles con-
tained in home did not violate best evidence
rule; (4) trial court did not abuse its discre-
tion in refusing to admit into evidence con-
dition of coffeemaker used by manufactur-
er in experiment; and (5) trial court did not
abuse its discretion in prohibiting defense
counsel from cross-examining homeowners’
expert regarding expert having been previ-
ously named as coconspirator in federal
case.

Affirmed. ;
1. Progducts Liability =75

To prevail under doctrine of strict lia-
bility in tort, plaintiffs must prove product
was defective and dangerous when put to a
reasonable use anticipated by manufactur-
er, and plaintiff sustained damage as a
direct result of defect.

2. Produets Liability &=75
To recover on claim of strict liability in

tort, plaintiffs must prove that there was
“defect in product which existed when prod-

uect left manufacturer’s control and entered
stream of commerce and that product was
put to use reasonably anticipated by manu-
facturer.

3. Products Liability =82

Existence of product defect may be
inferred from circumstantial evidence with
or without aid of expert witness in prod-
uets liability action.

4. Evidence €&=571(9) .

Testimony of expert that product de-
fect was probable cause of incident may
constitute substantial evidence that jury
could find that incident in question resulted
from defect in produet rather than from
other causes.

5. Products Liability €86
There was sufficient evidence present-
ed that jury could find that coffeemaker

was defective when sold by manufacturer

and had been put to reasonable anticipated

¢
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ANTHONY BRUNING NAMED 1989
NAFI MAN OF THE YEAR

Prominent St. Louis trial attorney Anthony Brun-
ing was awarded the 1989 NAFI Man of the Year award at
ceremonies during the NAFI National meetings in Chi-
cago. NAFI president, John Kennedy, CFEI, made the
presentation of the Man of the Year plaque, before the
assembled NAFI members and 1989 National Training
Seminar registrants.

NAFI President, John Kennedy (right) presents
the 1989 NAFI Man of the Year Award
to Attorney Anthony S. Bruning

In his remarks, John Kennedy praised the selfless
contributions which Mr. Bruning has made to the NAFI
over the past ten years. Tony Bruning has been a featured
speaker at most of the recent annual National Fire and
Explosion Investigation Training Seminars. His annual
presentations on the intricacies of testimony in fire cases
have been extraordinarily well received. Our members and
seminar trainees have been the recipients of much valuable
information thanks to our 1989 Man of the Year.

REPORT ON THE 1989 NATIONAL
TRAINING SEMINAR

The twenty-seventh annual Training Seminar on
Determining the Cause and Origin of Fires, Arson and
Explosions was held August 23-25, at the Midland Hotel, in
Chicago. This year the training program had been re-
named, The National Fire Investigation Training Program.
The new name more accurately reflects the programs
position as one of the premier fire investigation training
programs in the United States. Over the past twenty-seven
years, literally thousands of fire investigation professionals
have attended these programs and gained immeasurably

from the vast experience, knowledge, and expertise of the
instructors.

The 1989 National Fire Investigation Training
Program was another success. The new site for the pro-
gram, Chicago’s, newly renovated Midland Hotel, was a
highlight of the three days of training, lectures, and discus-
sions. The program administrators, Investigations Institute
of Chicago, had made special arrangements with the hotel
to provide, not only reduced room rates, but free breakfasts
everymorning and a free cocktail hour every evening for the
program attendees who were staying at the hotel.

The use of the hotel’s grand ballroom for the main
lectures was also a change from past programs and pro-
vided an excellent atmosphere both for learning and the
free exchange of ideas which typifies the National Pro-
grams.

NAFI Director of membership Services, Jackie Lenhart,
registers newly elected NAFI Director George Wilder for the
1989 National Meetings and Training Seminar at the pre-
registration desk in set up in the lobby of the Midland
Hoftel on the evening of August 22.

This year two new types of training lectures were
added to the regular series. The hours devoted to pure
training topics were expanded and a special lecture session
devoted to specific topics chosen by the registrants them-
selves was added. In this session the registrants could tap
the diverse knowledge of the expert speakers. In the early
Friday morning session, those registrants who wished to
attend, and asked specific questions about topics which
were of specialinterest to them. This year the topics ranged
from failure modes of gas regulators and valves, to what
could be expected from laboratory tests results of fire
debris.
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Family Law

Mother, 81, Wins Damages From Her Son Over Mishanding OF His Father’s Bstate
SUURCE: By Tim Bryant DAEE: November 13, 1988

OF the Post-Dispaich Sisff m =

PUBLICATION: St Lpuls Post-Ulspatch

SECTION:

OF the Post-Dispatch Staff

Depending on your point of view, Luces vs. Lucas was efther a minor family spat or the case of 3 son whe, in
the words of one Tawyer, “stole from s mother and his dead father™

A federal fury chose the latier viewpoint, ardering the son o pay his mother $610,000 In demages. Jurms
alep awarded the woman - Ruth Houck Luces, 81, of St Louis - an additions! $1.02 million from a securiies
firmn that carried o rades of stocks from her husband's estate.

‘the son, Wilder G. Lucas, said Friday that jurors were correct in ordering him o pay his mother,

“The jury came back with, basically, whst § asked them for - except for the amount,” Lucss, 5, saiding
plephone interview from His home, In a subirb of Chattanooga, Tenn,

1 feel that the fury was very falr and, indeed, excapt for the amourt, did everything which 1 had asked them
0. { erfered Bis thing sayving, “Look, Towe money’ ™

But he pegged the amount 3t $1560,0008, In the trigl, which ended Thursday, he said Hs mother hiad agreed to
pay Him $550 2 day to halp in managing the estale, an arrangemernt that bis mother denles.

"rhzse mathers were between two members of 3 family - two close members of 3 family,” he uld keors.
"She is iy mother, my fled™

£t In her testimony, Suth Luces ssid she did met see her son between Pebruary 1986 and last month, when
fhay met shortly before the sult went tp frisl. Ruth Lucas filed the oivil sult against her son in 1887,

Tha securities firm - Oppenheimer & Co. in Chicago - has vet 1o dedide how o fight the jury's verdict, said
Craig Newman, the firm's atiomey. The sult allsged that Oppenhelmer never verifled the estate’s brokerage
stcowmt with Ruth Lucas, even though she was the estate’s administrator,

Jurors ordered the company o pay Ruth Lucas $510,000 In achual damapes and $518,000 in punifive
damages. Her attorney, Anthony L Braning, has said the $610,000 Iy damages fom Wilder G, Lucas wes
computed by combining the money teken and the value of the stocks hiad they remained in the estate.

The 16-day trisl centerad on the $430,000 estate of Ruth Luces® late husband, Wilder lucas,  prominent
lawyer and honorary Ausirian consul here I the 19305, Ruth Lucas has a doctorate in dinics] peychology.
Thelr children are Wilder G. Lucss and Ruth V. Rayoraft of Ofiawa.

Wilder Lucas was 82 when he died on Nov. 2, 1983, sfter 2 58-year caresr In which he became 5 nationally
recogrized expert in miariime law,

Yhen he died, Ruth Lucas becare the sdministrator of the estete. She testified that she had managed her
financizl afairs since fe 1920s, making wvestments basad on her research,

rovically, the izl was held in the same courfroom In which the elder Lucas had argued cases involing
barges and towboats,

This case #lso Included the unusual sight of 2 son cross-esamining his mother. & the request of Ruth Lutas’
atiorney, 1.5, District Judge Stephen . Umbatgh ordered Wilder G, Lucas 1o stay away from bis mother
cubside the courronm during Bhe trisl, Her attomey, Breaing, told Umbaugh Shat Wilder G, Lucas had undue
influsnce over her.

Bruning said at the ial that Wilder G. Luces had taken $371,000 from his father’s estate and "thousands™
rrore from his mother.

Aftor Wilder Lucas died, his son offered to help Ruth Lucas and her atiomeys manege the estate. Bruning
sald Wilder G. Lucas had peysuaded his mother to sign 5 stack of Bank cheds on the estale’s bank stcount
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Pinite Ruth thought that . . . everything was OK, Wilder was slowly but surely taking il the things in his
ather's estate,” Bruning told the jury.

In 1984 and 1985, the son wrote checks totaling $237,200, the suit contended. In addition, Ruth Lucas
accused her son of using stocks from the estate to open a brokerage account with Cppenheimer & Co. in
Chicago.

Wiider G. Lucas used $119,000 from that account to help buy 2 yern factory near Chattanooga, the suit said.
Bruning toid jurors the business venture “failed miserably.”

n November 1985 Ruth Lucas learned what had happened to the estate. She testified that she had been
amazed by her son's aclions.

I never would have expected that of him," she said.

She told jurors she never agreed to pay him $550 a day or to lend him money for business investments. She
added that she had rescinded a personal power of atiorney that she gave him in 1983,

"] thought I had better cancel that out . . . because Iwas afraid he might take my money," she said.

Euih Lucas also testified that her son had come to her while she had influenza and pressured her into signing
a letter firing the estate’s attorneys. She said she went to the lawyers the next day and rehired them.

Raycraft declined Friday to discuss the case. She said her mather did not want to talk about it, either.
Wiider G. Lucas acted as his own atforney in the long trial. He said hiring a lawyer would have cost oo much.
“Very frankly, I was quoted a figure of $50,000 to be represented,” he said. "I can do a lot of things with 50

grand.”

Captior: PHOTO...Ruth Houck Lucas, with her late husband, lawyer Wilder Lucas, in 8 1960 photo...
Correction:
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the St. Louis academy.
ooo

Suit Blames Coffee Pot
For Fire In Frontenac

B CLAYTON: A couple from Fron-
tenac filed suit Friday in St. Louis
County Circuit Court seeking $10
million in punitive damages from
General Electric Co. over a auto-
matic coffeemaker that they say
was defective. The petition rein-
states a claim dropped from a pre-
vious suit.

The couple, Richard and Virginia
Klein of the 900 block of Chapel
Oaks Road, won $600,000 in actuaj
damages from GE after a trial in
February 1985. They had contend-
ed that the coffeemaker had
caused a fire that extensively dam-
aged their home Dec. 24, 1980. Mrs.
Klein testified that she had set the
timer the night before and awak-
ened to a house full of smoke.,

The couple had sought $10 mi-
lion in punitive damages, but
dropped that claim during the trial.
Their suit filed Friday said that
they dropped the punitive claim be-
cause company officials had said
that they had no knowledge of oth-
er fires or property damage caused
by the coffeemakers.

The suit contends that after the
claim for punitive damages was
dropped, a GE official testified that
since 1982, the company had been
notified of 60 other coffeemakers
overheating, in many cases from
thermostat and fuse failures,

T Bl S

1 Judge Declares Mistrial In Suit
" On Coffeemaker, Cites News Story

{
!

A trial over an electric coffeer_nakgr
alleged to have caused a hquse fire in
Frontenac on Christmas Eve in 1980 was
called off Wednesday after the judge held
that -an article in the Post-Dispatch was.

Judge Philip J. Sweeney of the St. Louis
County Circuit Court cited a feature story

" about the fire’s aftermath that was published

Wednesday in the YOU section of- the
newspaper. YOU is distributed to sub_scrlbers
and non-subscribers in the-Missouri part of

prejudicial.
=
& the metropolitan area.
1

In the product-liability suit, Richard and
Virginia Kiein are seeking more than
$450,000 irom General Electric Corp. for
damage to their five-bedroom homg on
Chapel Oaks Road and to home furnishings,
including furs and antiques.

Judge Sweeney sustained General
Electric’s motion for a mistrial after
discussing the article with the attorneys.

“It was an unfortunate coincidence,” the
judge said. “Those articles are written weelfs
in advance, there is no way the paper’s
editors could have known the case would be

ried this week.” :

t The civil trial began Tuesday. The jury
was dismissed and the case placed on the
Feb. 4 trial docket.

Kiein is a film and video producer (or .the
American Broadcasting Co. Mrs. Klg‘m_ isa
syndicated columnist whose column_, Living
with Divorce,” appears in the Post-Dispatch.

According to the opening argumpnt by the
Kleins’ attorney, Anthony Bruning, Mrs.
Klein set the timer on the coffee pot on the
night of Dec. 23 for 7:15 a.m. When she gotup |
shortly after that hour, she found the house
full of smoke. The family escaped without
mjl11’*‘l;'):)ntenac Fire Chief Robert Bongne;r
testified Tuesday that he traced the fire's
origins to the kitchen countertop. He
concluded that the defective coffee pot had

sed the fire.
cauGerald Morris, the attorney for ngeral
Electric, contended that a faulty electric can
opener — made by another mapufacturer o
could have been the culprit. “Wg will
demonstrate that this coffee pot did not
cause the fire,” he told the jury.

ooo

The Missouri Court of Appeals at
St. Louis has affirmed a jury’s award
of $600,000 to a couple who claimed
that a defective coffeemaker started
a fire that heavily damaged their
home in Frontenac.

Richard and Virginia Klein had
filed suit against General Electric
Co., which made the coffeemaker.
The Kleins won their case after a tri-

General Electric’s attorneys ar-
gued that the lower court had erred
in 10 ways. But on Tuesday, the ap-
peals court rejected the arguments.

The fire occurred about 7:50 a.m.

‘on Dec. 24, 1980. The fire destroyed

furnishings, furs and antiques in the

Kleins’ five-bedroom home on Chapel

0Oaks Road.

Virginia Klein is a syndicated “col-

al in December in St. Louis County Umnist whose column “Living with

Circuit Court.

Channel 4, in Indianapolis from Capitol Broadcasting.

The purchase will bring to four the number of television

stations under the umbrella of the St. Louis broadcasting
company — the largest here.. ..

The Baker-Marcus connection also owns Fox Broad-
casting affiliate Channel 30, which carries “America’s
Most Wanted.” And the cameras from that show have
been focusing on our environs the last few days to
capture the saga of Steve Huffman. Huffman has been on
the “wanted list” in Franklin County for skipping bail on
kidnapping and rape charges in April 1987.

*As “Most Wanted” recounts the case, in January of that
year, Huffman'’s wife, Joyce, left him, citing possessive,
violent behavior. He allegedly then kidnapped one of her
nieces in an attempt to learn his wife’s whereabouts and
kept the niece prisoner in a small camping trailer in the
woods for two days, but finally dropped her off, un-
harmed, in St. Louis. Four days later, he allegedly kid-
napped another woman and raped her. He was finally
captured and reportedly confessed to the crimes. In April
1987, he was released on $50,000 bond, left our town and
hasn’t been heard from since Actor T Maw Crabams wili

Divorce” appears in the YOU section

‘wife, Jinny.

urt Upholds $600,000 Award In Suit Over Fire

of the Post-Dispatch. Her husband is
a film and video producer.

The Kleins said they had spent
$225,000 to repair the home. They
said that they had lost $370,000 in
personal property and that living ex-
penses had totaled $25,000. About
half of the loss was covered by insur-

ance, they said. i
- Presiding Judge Robert G. Dowd

wrote the appeals court decision.
Concurring were judges James R.
Reinhard and Robert E. Crist..

They sued G.E. to recover their financial loss and to
pressure the company into recalling that model of coffee
maker. In 1984, the Kleins won a jury verdict of $600,000
against G.E. Based on another incident since the Kleins’

victory, G.E. recalled the appliance.

PEOPLE IN PLACES: What do Mets do in the off-
season? Well, in the case of New York Mets pitcher Sid
Fernandez, he’ll be a-strumming, now that he’s bought :
no fewer than six guitars from Dan Martin and Bryan

Greene at their Guitar Exchange. . . .

|
“We’re making plans now in anticipation of the Roe vs. f
Wade decision being overturned in two years,” offered

B.J. Isaacson-Jones, president and chairwoman of Re-
productive Health Services. While dining at Cafe Zoe on
Thursday night with her hub, Michael, a computer soft-
ware consultant, B.J. explained, “We will pay our staff a
fair severance, pay all our debts and flip back into a
referral service providing counsel to women on going to -
other states where abortions are legal.” B.J. also said that
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| By Louis J. Rose

" Ofthe Post-Dispatch Staff ~

. A Frontenac family who
* claimed that a- defective coffee

. maker caused a fire that heavily
.- damaged their home has won a

. /$600,000 jury. verdict against

« manufacturer. G S
i The judgment was one of the
. ‘highest - property awards ever
: made by a county jury, according.

| to longtime St. Louis County

~CircuitJudge Drew W. LutenJr.
" The St. Louis County Circuit

-{. -Court jury deliberated about eight .

' hours before delivering the -
i~ verdict in favor of Richard and.

'| . Virginia. Klein about 6:45 p.m.:

! Monday.

' minutes - before Judge Philip J.
. Sweeney was prepared to declare

| case, inNovember. . =
It could not be: learned
" _Electricwouldappeal. =
! The Kleins embraced-and Mrs.
« Klein ‘wept when. the jury

|\ announced its decision. Later,ata
|° victory celebration, Mrs. Klein -
|~ said she was “ecstatic”and “numb”

. over the verdict. " :

The couple’ had . sought
lamages ‘of $620,000 in the

- Mrs. Klein .

.. General E ie: €orp.,. thet v i :
b i g - Road amd destroyed home

The: verdict came just 15

'‘“'a hung jury. A mistrial was -

'. declared. in the first trial of the

i immediately whether Geperal -

Klein

product liability trial, which ran -

six days. i

The fire occurred on Christmas
Eve 1980 and damaged their five-
bedroom. home on Chapel Oaks

furnishings, furs and antiques.

' --Testimony in the trial showed
that Mrs. Klein had set the timer
-onthe-automatic coffee maker the
night of Dec. 23 to turn on at 7:15
the next morning. When she got
out of bed shortly after 7:15, she
said she found the house full of
smoke.. 3

-

/inthe jury’s verdiet..

In a videotape deposition
shown to the jury last week, €hief
‘Bongner said that he had traced
the origin. of the fire to the

‘countertop in the Kitchen. He

concluded that the coffee maker

. had caused thefire. -~ = -

‘The. family - escaped without -
DL e R S
The Kleins' attorney, Anthony

*-S. Bruning, said he believed that
" testimony by Frontenac Fire Chief
Robert Bongner was a key factor-

‘Gerald D. Morris, co-counsel
for General Electric, told the jury
in- closing arguments that the

“Kleins; had failed to prove the |
coffee maker was defective. |
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Judge Declares Mistrial In Suit
On Coffeemaker, Cites News Story

A trial over an electric coffeemaker tried this week.”
| alleged to- have caused a house fire in
Frontenac on Christmas Eve in 1980 was
called off Wednesday after the judge held
that an article in the Post-Dispatch was.
prejudicial.

Judge Philip J. Sweeney of the St. Louis
County Circuit Court cited a feature story
about the fire’s aftermath that was published
Wednesday in the YOU section of the
newspaper. YOU is distributed to subscribers
and non-subscribers in the Missouri part of
the metropolitan area.

In the product-liability suit, Richard and
Virginia Klein are seeking more than
$450,000 from General Electric Corp. for
damage to their five-bedroom home on
Chapel Oaks Road and to home furnishings, -
including furs and antiques.

Judge Sweeney sustained General
Electric’s motion for a mistrial after
discussing the article with the attorneys.

“It was an unfortunate coincidence,” the
judge said. “Those articles are written weeks
in advance, there is no way the. paper’s
-editors could have known the case would be

was dismissed and the case placed on the
Feb. 4 trial docket.

Klein is a film and video producer for the
American Broadcasting Co. Mrs. Kiein is a
syndicated columnist whose column, “Living
with Divorce,” appears in the Post-Dispatch.

According to the opening argument by the
Kleins' attorney, Anthony Bruning, Mrs.
Klein set the timer on the coffee pot on the
night of Dec. 23 for 7:15 a.m. When she got up
shortly after that hour, she found the house
full of smoke. The family escaped without
injury. A

testified Tuesday that he traced the fire’s
origins to the kiichen countertop. He
concluded that the defective coffee pot had
caused the fire.

Gerald Morris, the attorney for General
Electric, contended that a faulty electric can
opener — made by another manufacturer —
could have been the culprit. “We will
demonstrate that this coffee pot did not
cause the fire,” he told the jury.

{
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COURT REPORT

Neither Bell nor Ms. Smith were in-

$600,000 product liability judgment to a
Frontenac couple.

A St. Louis County Circuit Court jury
had awarded Richard and Virginia

jured. Klel'lullt d?n%geis in that amount as a
result of a . 24, 1980, fire that orig-
Court overturns judgment inated in an automatic coffeemaker. ¢

A South St. Louis man has lost a
$50,000 court judgment returned earlier
against his former employer.

The Missouri Court of Appeals at St.
Louis ruled Tuesday that Clay W.
Dippel was not entitled to the $50,000
punitive damages awarded earlier by a
St. Louis Circuit Court jury. It affirmed
a $1 nominal judgment.

Dippel had sued his former employer,
the Taco Bell Corp., for violation of the
Missouri service letter statute, which

The court rejected appeals from the
coffeemaker’s manufacturer, the
General Electric Co., that the Kleins
failed to present evidence showing that
the coffeemaker was defective and the
source of the fire.

_The evidence presented was suffi-
cient to convince a jury that the cof-
f:le:’aker caused the fire, the court

New damages trial ordered

The civil trial began Tuesday. The jury

requires discharged employees to be
furnished a leiter, on request, stating
the reason for the discharge and a list of
their former duties.

The $50,000 jury award was made on
basis of Dippel’s charge that the ser-
vice letter supplied to him was defi-
cient.

But in overturning the verdict, the
appeals court said that current law
90es not allow punitive damages on
‘the content of any such letter,” but
only “when there is evidence that the
employer failed to furnish a service
letter when an employee requests one.”

Liabllity jJudgment affirmed

In a decision Tuesday, the Missouri
Court of Appeals at St. Louis affirmed a

The Missouri Court of Appeals at St.
Louis has ordered a new frial on the
amount of damages awarded to a St.
Louis County man over a false return of
a summons.

The court ruled Tuesday that a
$42,000 judgment against St. Louis
County Sheriff David Blackwell was
excessive. It agreed, however, that
-Blackwell was liable for damages.

Thomas E. Benz had sued Blackwell
for certifying that Benz had been
served a summons in a divorce case
when he had not been served.

Benz claimed damages of $18,435
because he was found in contempt of
court and had wages garnisheed after

g:l citation was supposedly served on

Frontenac Fire Chief Robert Bongner |
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Defect will cost G.E. $600,000

Appeals court affirms jury verdict after
coffeemaker burns down Frontenac house

By Will Connaghan

A product liability case that’s
been brewing for six years was
decided Tuesday by the Missouri
Court of Appeals.

The court upheld a $600,000
jury verdict in the case of a
Christmas Eve house fire in
Frontenac that the court said was
caused by a defective General
Electric coffeemaker.

The case of Richard Klein and
Virginia Klein vs. General Elec-
tric  Co. was first heard in
February, 1985 in the Circuit
Court of St. Louis County. The
appeals court action was argued in
February of this year.

The ccourt denied all ten of
General Electric’s points on ap-
peal of the Circuit Court ruling
that awarded the Kleins the
verdict.

Gerald Morris of Shepherd,
Sandberg & Phoenix, the attorney
for General Electric said his
clients are considering whether or
not to file for a rehearing of the
case.

“It is my guess that they will
want to appeal,”” Morris said.

Tony Bruning of Leritz, Reinert
& Duree, the Klein’s attorney,
said his clients were relieved
about the decision.

““It’s been a long drawn out bat-
tle, but we did get some justice in
the case,”” Bruning said.

Bruning said he thinks General
Electric still has a similar cof-
feemaker, with a similar defect,
on the market.

The fire broke out in the Klein
home on Dec. 24, 1980.

Mrs. Klein had set the General
Electric Brew Starter automatic
coffeemaker, Model DCM15, to
brew coffee at 7:15 a.m.

Mr. Klein awoke at 7 a.m. and
there was no fire present.

At approximately 7:50 a.m. the
home fire alarm went off and
Mrs. Klein said she saw that the
rooms of the house were filled
with smoke and a glow of light
was coming from the kitchen. The
family escaped from the house

Continued on Page 32

Liberals alter plans to force Manion vote

By Charley Roberts

ACCN News Service
WASHINGTON — Senate

Democrats, in a private meeting

| July 15, have apparently dropped

nion nomination up for a vote.
The Senate’s 47 Democrats,
meeting behind closed doors,
discussed the various options
outlined bv California Sen. Alan

such a ploy could ‘‘backfire’’
with the public.
That leaves the Democrats with

precious few potential hostages.
Thare are nn mdicial conterna
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Malpractice C

’86 Law Ended

‘Frivolous’ Ones

By Tim Bryant
Of the Post-Dispatch Staff
HE LAST FEW weeks of Renetta
I Reece’s pregnancy in 1983 were espe-
cially uncomfortable ones. Her husband,
Robert Reece Jr., said: ‘“She was really big. You
noticed she was getting quite large.”

On Nov. 26, 1983, Renetta Reece gave birth
to a child — a whopper. Robert D. Reece III
weighed 12 pounds, 1 ounce. Shock quickly
replaced Robert Reece’s joy in watching his
son’s birth.

“He was all black and blue,” Reece said. “It
looked like he had been through a boxing
match.”

The infant’s left arm was fractured. Doctors
quickly discovered something even worse: His
right arm was paralyzed.

Now 10, Robert III is a sturdy, happy 100-
pound third-grader, despite his disability.

“We mostly play kickball, because I can use
my feet,”” he says.

And he should have enough money to last his
whole life.

On Oct. 21, a St. Louis Circuit Court jury
awarded Robert $3.1 million for the lost use of
his right arm. His ““shoulder dystocia” case got
the largest medical malpractice judgment in the
state last year, Missouri Lawyers Weekly
reported.

Robert’s case shows how changes in Miss-
ouri law altered lawyers’ approach to medical
malpractice claims. Fewer lawsuits are being
filed, and they’re harder to win, lawyers say.
The changes also turned malpractice insurance
into a big moneymaker, made it more difficult
to win lawsuits against doctors and put limits on
pain and suffering awards.

“I have no resentment or malice in my heart
for the doctors involved,” Reece said. “The
money was just a reward I thought my son
should have for what happened to him. The
system worked for me.”

Here’s a look at that system.

A Malpractice Reform ‘Pioneer’

Few “medmal” cases were filed in Missouri
until 1969. That was when the Missouri Su-
preme Court abolished ‘‘charitable immunity,”
exposing many more hospitals to malpractice
claims.

By the mid-1970s, malpractice insurance
was difficult to get because of the growing
number of suits. In 1975, a new state law
allowed doctors to form their own companies to
provide malpractice insurance.

Also in the 1970s, a state law established a
legal hoop for plaintiffs to jump through. The
law required that six-member review panels
screen malpractice claims before suits could be
filed. The intent was to limit such medmal suits.

The state Supreme Court threw out the
screening panels, ruling they were an unconsti-
tutional restriction on access to the courts.

By the late 1970s and early 80s, medical

i malpractice insurance was a money loser for

| insurers, as settlements and judgments out-

stripped premium payments. In 1984, for ex-

Court jury awarded the boy $3.1 million for the lost use of his

ample, insurers earned $39 million in premiums
but paid out more than $53 million as losses.

As a result, the legislature asked doctors
groups, hospitals, insurance companies and
lawyers to propose a cure.

What emerged, in 1986, was a law that made
Missouri ‘‘a legitimate pioneer” in medical mal-
practice reform, said James P. Holloran, a St.
Louis lawyer on the advisory group.

The law requires a plaintiff’s attorney to file
an affidavit in which a doctor says the plaintiff
has a good case. The affidavit, less burdensome
than the earlier screening panels, must be filed
within 90 days of when a medical malpractice
suit is filed.

Many states now have such a rule. In Illinois,
affidavits must be submitted when a suit is filed
and include the medical expert’s report.

The biggest change made by the 1986 law

the limit put on the amount of money a plaintiff

can get for “pain and suffering” resulting from
medical malpractice.
The limit, first set at $350,000, floats with
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“ery store owned by defen-

s when she caught the ' .~

" million past medical expense for an- '_
- other child; other past and ﬁlture medl- -

cal expense -

Settlement or Verdlct. $1 000 000 © .,
settlement with one of three defendants

Attorney for Plaintiff: Anthony S
- Bruning, St. Louis

. Insurance Carrier: Colonia Ins. - N ‘ -
Plaintiff's Experts: Identified, but none’

' utilized for settlement of this claim
Defendant’s Experts: None identified

Facts of the Case: The 30-year-:old -
' woman lived with her four childrén in ..

a Section 8 housing unit in a high crime

- area of St. Louis. She and one ‘of her o
- children died, and another child and a
* guest were injured as.a result of g fire
. of unknown accidental origin in.the .
- After the. fire began in a
' mattress on the second. floor, the
' woman dragged the mattress down-.
‘% stairs and attempted to'leave through*
:-the "front door, but could not do so.
" Plaintiffs-claimed the door was locked.
- "and barred and the Woman could not‘
. .find a key to unlock it. T ’
: Plamtlff ‘claimed the bu11d1ngs
* “.. owner, a not-for-profit corporation, had.. - -
“locked and barred the doors to provide .
security for tenants, even though it
.knew this violated the clty‘s fire code, .
“and that the _building had no-smoke -
* Plantiffs also said the
- woman had complained about the se- .
. curity features, but that the lease for-"
‘bade any medifications, and the land- -

" residence.

detectors.’

: lord refused to permit changes.

" Hospital, and another three months in

" Cardinal Glennon Hospital. He alsosuf-
., fered some brain damage, and injuries °,

-to his larynx, esophagus, and lurigs.:
" Plaintiffs sued the landlord,  its

and punitive. damages.

. pendmg

... “The injured child, a five-year-old boy
;‘_Who suffered third degree burns"}
" over two-thirds of his body, spent
‘three ‘months in the intensive care. .
.- unit of the burn center at St. John's .

leasmg agent, and. the manufacturer. -

1of .'the securlty devmes for ‘actual
-All plaintiffs, -
~.agreed to a settlement with the .
“:landlord for the one mllhon dollar "
‘limit of its insurance policy.” Claims:
;against the other defendants are stﬂl'"

Judge or «.mry Laee. settied Mmom
trial - . ‘

MName of Judge deam M. Corngan

Damages Claimed: $30,000 past medi-

cal expense

Settlement or Verdlct $105 000 settle—

_ ment’

A*torney for Plalntlff' Norman A o

- Selner; Clayton
Insurance Carrier: Amensure _
Plaintiff’s Experts: Dr.’ Gregorv C

* Rinehart, St. Louis (treating plastic:

surgeon); Dr. Thomas - Plttman, St
Louis (treating neurosurgeon) -

Defendant’s Experts: Timothy C, leey, ‘

St. Louis (accident reconstruction) -

Facts of the Case: As the mne—year—old R

plaintiff waited for a school bus with

. it through the air, striking plaintiff, in
‘;-Fthe head . The prOJectﬂe also. struck

v
~roeh?

lying in the street, plainly visible to

drove over the object, thrustmg it into
the air in the manner of tiddly winks.

. The operator of the crane denied knowl- -

.edge of the event, and did not. stop,_'_j_‘_._,,
. even though he saw students’ waving g
w:oat him as he proceeded down the' streef.

“Doctors placed wire mesh in

- plaintiff's forehead to replace crushed - -

bone.”. Plaintiff suffers from a barely

perceptible droop of one eyelid, and the '
" eye socket is shghtly 1ower than 1t was e

.- before the acc1dent

agreement ‘tortious. 1nterference, con-
“version of records; counterclaim for -

. Highest Se
- Last Offer/Demand: $1,

8 ' Att ez s f PI t
cal expense; $3,000-54, 000 future med;- ' orneys for .Plain

' 'over the curb dlslodgmg the chunk of '+
concrete; or alternatively the object was =

the crane operator, who nonetheless

Type 'vof'Aotlo:n Breach of franchise -

“breach of lease agreements . . = i

ttﬁemaat {pfE:

James, I} Karl B..Zo
G: Mazurek, Kansas Ci

.Attorneys for Defendar

. Rachel Baker and Ly
" Kansas City" "

~ Plaintiff’s Experts: Lav

Kansas City (C.P.A.).

: 'Defendant’s Experts: .

Ph.D., Kansas City (ecc

" Facts of the Case: Piai:

' & franchise from, defenc
Tire & Rubber Compan
ness failed, and plai
breach of the franchise .
_ asserted other claims,
. a counterclaim for, balan
~7 and on an equlpment re
" Plaintiff said Goodye

Loy send h1m to.a t’ranehlsee

Goodyear demed that
*.vide any training requi
chise agreement Plais
+ was woefully undertran
B busmess to fail. "%

" Plaintiff also alleged
- to provide him with ad
“ers: He claimed. Good;
i terminated his credit, k

‘ to-give him credit for g

sales 'to which he

.~ Goodyear said it gave p
" its to which he was ent

” Plaintiff's expert test
its plaintiff lost as ¢
breach of the agreemer
paid’ a:franchise fee ¢
had borrowed $32,500 1
_,mmomty ﬁnancmg arm
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MY N |aon

PHILIP J, SWEENEY -
5 Juoekrs. oF THE CIRcUIT COURT
oF ST. Louis COunTY
CLAYTON; MISSOURI 631085

June 17, 1988

Robert M.. Susman

President _

Lawyer's Association of St. Louis
1010 Market Street=Suite 1300

St. Louls, Missouri 63101

In Re: Anthony S. Bruning
Lon. Hocker Trial Practice Award

Dear Bob:

I would like to nominate Anthony S, Bruning for the Lon 0.
Hocker trial practice award. :

Tony has appeared before this Court on numerous occasions
during the past eight years. He has always been exceedingly
well prepared, exhibited the highést demeanor, and shown the
utmost respect at all times to the Court and his adversaries,
all outstanding attributes which are constantly promoted by
the Lawyers Association of St. Louis. ‘

He was the winning attorney(in(%ebruary 1985) Klein v.
General Electric Comipany, Cause No.. 38456, tried before me in
St. Louis County.. The case took eight days, was exceptionally
well tried, and at the time was one of the largest products
verdicts in St. Louis County. : :

.4Anthony S. Bruning would be a truly worthy recepient of
this prestigious award. :

Sweeney

Ve uly yo:;;Z;Av////
phi’lizja




