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Supreme Court of Missouri
John Coomer- the plaintiff Vs. Kansas City Royals Baseball Corporation- The defendant
Decided: 24th June 2014
Background and Facts
It was a tradition to the Kansas City Royals to perform a hotdog launch since 2000. The launch happened at inning at their baseball grounds. John Coomer attended the launcher with his father on September 8th, 2009. Securing new seats, they watched the Sluggerrr game which was tossing out hotdogs between the innings. The hot dogs were launched either from an air gun or launched by hand. According to Coomer's view, Slugger frequently tosses hotdogs from the room as part of the launching of the game. Comer has attended 175 Royal games, and he testifies that something hit face which force, claiming that it is the hotdog that Slugger through when he turned from the crowd.
Coomer was injured and reported the incident eight days later, filing a case on the count of negligence and battery. He claims that Sluggerrr’s hotdog toss was inadequately supervised which leads to neglect, though Royals denied being negligent (White, 2015). Sluggerrr admitted that he had no training on how to toss hotdogs, but he made eye contact with fans to let the fan know that the hotdog is coming. He stated that he threw the hotdogs in an arc which fans could easily catch it. The jury heard a testimony of a fan who claims to have been injured during hotdog launch. The court ruled in favour of the Royals and overruled Coomer’s arguments.
Issues
Yes, there was the issue of comparative fault and assumption of the risk as procedural and substantive issues in the case. For the assumption of risk, being hit by a hotdog does not affect attending a baseball game (Corley, 2015). For comparative fault, Coomer could not flee his sit at the time of hotdog launch, and his motions were overruled based on proper question for the jury (White, 2015). Being hit by a hot dog was an inherent risk that the plaintiff assumed as part of attending the game. Due to this, the Royals had to obligation of protecting Coomer from being injured from the hotdog toss by Sluggerrr. The jury is to decide from the assumption of risk as a question of fact.
The jury could not agree on whose fault it was between the plaintiff and respondent. The state appeals had decided that if they saw that Coomer injury was an inherent risk, they should rule in favour of the Royals. Though court of appeal pointed out that being hit by a foul-ball was a different risk from being hit by a hotdog.
The decision made was simple because the issue to be addressed was, whether the hotdog was thrown safely or carelessly. The games usually have several foul-balls that go in the crowd, and it is assumed to be attendant risks since errors are a piece of the game (Schiff, 2016). It was Coomer fault for his injury because he was not attentive on the game. He was just a spectator of the hotdog as he was of the game. In fact, at the time he was being hit, he claimed that he was looking at the scoreboard, which showed a lack of concentration.
According to the baseball rule, the plaintiff should have paid attention, which protects the players from being sued in events of injuries. Comer was found to be at fault to his injuries by the Jackson County jury, in 2011. The Royals were obligated to compensate Coomer for his injuries which could be avoided since Sluggerrr did not throw at an arc that Coomer could catch (Schiff, 2016). The team should reign in Sluggerrr and pay for medical covers, which were the request of the plaintiff.
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