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Man injured by. go]f ball /-,
“wins &5350 000 jury award'f

Lt rlght spot and it wﬂl come nght ,‘-_,‘l
b T ke a’octor med aﬁer a '. . back at you,” he said. “In this prod::
..uct, the hazard was not necessarily * '

Sﬁot 501”266&’ off the fmme of obvious and thete were nio warn: '

. 'that ricocheted off the frame of a _S.D. Nedrly 8,000 nefs were manu. - &4
: gractlce golf net was awarded ; factured before productlonwas dis-,

- ot by an Atizona golf pro who hit i Sawyet shid represents a,“breach i

" up in the fourth-floor courtroom of. - ,Grand Rapids. attorney Thomas ;

A

mgs onit.” '
d pmafzce m”t and /m‘ /zzm /. Gatchahan 57, who is matried :
" and has three chﬂdren, is still able, .

I/Zé’ gye. - ..+ towork and drive a car, despite the .

o . i partial vision loss, Sawyet said. ..
By John Hogan L g , Gatchalian déclined comment on
The Grand Raplds Press iy the case.

RV &

5 L i, 21 The doctor-purchased the golf
i A Rockford -area doctor whose net in April 1989 for $169 frofn the - .
left eye was injured by a golf ball ~ Austed Co., based in Sioux Falls, -,

350,000 by a Kent County jury ! conthed Sawyer said oo
who decided the mail- order device * ~Gatchalian was hitting goIf ballsr
was defective. » - 'into the net in June 1991, when a

Dr. Mario D. Gatchahan an’ ‘ricochet shot shattered. the plasti
anesthes;ologist at ButterWorth‘ lens of his eye glasses, causing
Hospital, lost 30 percent of his vi- - severe ¢ut to his COi'nea, acqordmg»;
sion in the accident which occurred *  to the lawsuit.” !
3 years ago in the basement of hxs Austed Co. falled o {nspect and "
Cannon Township home. = - : | : test the golf net for its safety'and °
» Jurors heard four days of tesh- 1 . did not warn consumers of poten

?.'

turning the verdict earlier” this ' %
month. The judgment was submit- ;- gl
ted this week for the court’s review,- '’ WntnesSes called by Sa yer in-t y g

ill i i luded an'enginéer from Chicago!{
: Who said the product was not fit oF{%

“The trial mcludedademonstra- “its ;- inténded * purpose, ;:which

three balls into the massive net set of implied warranty.” ‘5 pRNE

3&-—’&12‘ uf&.‘m

Circuit Judge George Buth, who al« ; G Herman, who represented Austs ; ; ‘

.. sois an avid golfer,.” <" .7 “+ed €o., said his client still stands

* “You need to put on y0ur safety - behind the product, and called the, " ;
goggles,” 'said attorney Keary - incident mvolving Gatchal,ian 3
Sawyer, | who represented * “ﬂuke accident.” ! g el
Gatchalian. “This really is'a dan- - 'He said . the manufacmrer s
gerous product and . a danger to stopped selling the net, but said the "+
consumers.” " ; - decision was based oh the *hormal |
The ractice net is attached to" life cycles of the product” and had ,«
severaF steel pipes which are left nothing to do with the accident or i
unguarded and “presents a feature ".the lawsuit. =~
which ' can , cause rlcochets, :
Sawyer said. s
: “You hit this steel pipe in the a

;fm Y awar ds man /zzm!‘ &y go/f &d// 5350 000
T G_ONTINUED FROM AL | creased that offer to $20,000, but
San., " "'Gatchalian rejected it. No counter-
1traveled through one of Several offer was made, andthematterwas
-rholes that Gatchalian had ‘worn :- “heard by the jury.
through the net and hit a solid ob- ~Sawyer said he hopes the jury
Hrject which caused it to ricochet. -+ award, and similar product iiability -
-{r Herman called the jury award awards will force ynanufacturers
s fairly hefty but ‘said his client* to offer products that do not pre-
+did not want to settle out of court - sent undue risks to the consumer,
etbecause they "stlll beheve in the, " notably during peak shoppingpena
wproduct.” P e - ods like Christmastime. ~
[ W 1t to media “In terms of product liabili
=-ffon In April and a thrée-mémbe ases,"'what people don't rehlize is
--panel recommended ‘a- settlément ¥ that our government. relies on the
1.0£,$60,000. Gatchalian ‘agréed to*" ftee market to foot out the prod-*
aecept* that - amount” bécauga el uets that are unreasonably danger-':f
sstvanted to avold the rtgors ofatrtal --ous, and- littgatlon is'part of it,+ - is
$aWyer sald. " " i iy ielt we ' Hiave an unreason:’
But Austed Co, balkqd and made >"able dangerous and' hazardous -
=1 2.$10,000 counteroffer, On thé first * pl‘ocfuct. the litigation system does
:day of the trtal the company in- @ act in aposltiVe way" Ly
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