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Wife gets $6 million

in intramarital suit

8y Jim Phillips
Amarican-Statesmen Staff

In & highly unusual cese made
possible by a recent change in state
law, a1 Austin woman sevezely in-
jured during o birhday party ab
her home hes won a $6 million
cou dgment  egainst  her
husband{

Austin radic pereonaiity, busi-
nessman angd former City Council
candidate Lee Lane did not, defend
himself in the lawsuit, but he said
t;wssahm-.kecih:f?.h;amuru.\:.t of

& Judgmest t him.

The miit was brought by his wife,
Alicia, who: muffered severe bead
injuries and is partially paralyeed
ap a result of the accident-on & mo-
tor acooter during the perty at the

-clmmad Lee Lane with astving
“gxespive mounis of elcoholic
‘beverages to” the driver.of the
seooter. T'he suit eaid Lane should

not have allowed hin.-seooter to be

provided & helmet for his wife, who
was riging on the scooter with the
driver,

A 1987 Texas Supreme Court
decision overturned more than 100
yesrs of legal prohibition againet
one spouse guing the other for in-
juries caused by negligence, bul
aven under that ruling, Lane vs.
Lane is anususl,

Most interspoussl suits ere
brought at the same time gs di.
vorce proceetings, aaituation that
does not apply with the Lanes. In
addition, most negligence suits are
actuslly suits against the insur-
ence companies that provide cov-
erage to the defendant. That also is
not the case in Lans ve, Lane, and
if that is the hidden agends to be
revealed in & ater lawsuit, no cne
imvolved will talic about i

“1 nesl]y can’t pay anything right.
pow,” Lee Lane said Tuesday.

“Things are. sﬁl}pwdmg forus, as .

ﬁru]mm

o midden snd thet he should have

] Sunday Janumyzﬂ 19891

“An soom a8 T able to say more,
1 will,” eaid Lane, whonew works
for KVET-KASE radic.

Alicia 1.ape was celebrating her
35th birthday when she got or: the
back of the scoater being driven hy
Brian J. Jackeon, a guest st the
party. According to police, Jack-

son was infowcated when “he

reissed a turn and struck 4 curb in
the 4700 Hlock of Bajcones Drive,
only nfiew. blocks from the Lane's
condominiue. Her alull was frac-
$ired 0 fhres.places, and she wag

; Afbe::theancident,

y gets $6 million

City Councit:Member M.
ziger and:lost hisijoh. g3 an en-

in &-coma for troiweiks. not to ride 1t outt of the parking lot
i the week before the at, the on the
: Le Lane bad foat. # mmoffageinist  seooter had lapsed.

Becruse Lee Lame never re-
ppondad o the lawxult his wife
was daj hyé.eiault

nuuncersf.KKMJlgM(Mwu%)
Alicia Lanal

her joh 'in"the inmrance’
ment of 8 thiropractic.fitm.

Jackson, who was wearing ahel-
met, was with driving
while intoxicated, His case haa not
gone fo trial.

Alicia Lane stilf receives daily
treatment at the Rebabiitation
Heospital of Austin and still oses 2
wheelchair, Although her cognitive
sbilities are not impaired, she can
speak and write only with great

" difficulty and receives much of her

food through a tube,

According to the lawauit, Tee
Lenegot the scooter out of Blorage
during the party but werned guesta

On Monday, 8 hearing was held
before District Judge Jeanne
Meurer to determine how much in
dumages 1o award, Apain, neither
Lane nor an attorney for him ap-
peared st the haa.nng Alicia Tane
wae present, in a wheelchsir,
Meurer granted Rosenthel's re-
quest for & 36 million judgment.
Rosenthal presented as evidence a
wdemape documenting  Alicia
Lane's current condition and affi-
davits from doctors saying she
would need extensive madical
srentment in the future,

1fthe snlt was simed nt an insut-

ing eithar

of the La.nes ur Jackaon, there is
no svidence of that, No sui hes
bees filed against Jacksen or
againgt any insurance company.

Hosenthal said it would be up to
Lee Lane to invoke any insurancs:
coverage he may have.

Asked about possible fur,ure iaw-
guits, Roseritha! respimded, ©
o the statun of this cese, | can
comment on that. But the buitom

fine is he i partidfly responuible -

for the injuries she received.”
For-more than a centory; that
bottom line did net exist i Texas
Jaw.
Lawsuits between svovses for:
persone! injuries were VIO
until the state Suprems Court in
BT threw out the doowrine, which
devel from common lew. The
rationale Guring the past hundred

oty

had been that the govern-
ment had an interest in preserving
mmly harmeny and therefore dis-
such suits. With the ad-
uvent early this century of car
Finsurance — and insprance fraud
- courts aleo held that collumxm
and “fread by -married coup
would be too easy if one wasal-
. Jowed to sue the other for injuries.
QOvey peversl years around
warn of the century, through legis-
iation called the Married Women

: Arts, women were given B series of

Jegal Tights, including the abiity to
file #iits over contzacis and prop-

‘daronge.
Bot lawsuits hetween nmponses
for personal i injuries were still pro-
hibitéd because, in the words of &
19th-century Pennsylvania court,
“the fismes which litigation woubd
kindle ‘on the - domestic hearth
would consutze it an instant the

1 intramarital smt

conjugel boud, and bring on a new
era indesd — an ets of universal
discord, of unchastity, of bastardy,
of disaciuteness, of violence, ¢xuel-
ty and murders,”

In 1977, the Texas Suprema
Court decided fo allow suits over
intentional, rather than negligent,
damages. The court eaid the har-
mony of e home where n beating
bad oceurred could hardly be dam-
aged further by a suit.

By 1986, g Texas appeals courd
questioned why a wife could sue
her husband “if be broke the leg of
her mule, (while) the courts con-
tinue to clothe him with immunity
‘;f he tortiously broke his wife’s
eg.” .
Fipally, ic & 18987 case calied
Price va, Price, which resulted
from & motorcycle accident, the
court threw out the ban en such
gizita.



