Ken Ward, in his September 26 article about asbestos litigation, provided a perfect example of the type of biased reporting the Gazette is often, and I believe fairly, accused of printing.

Ward begins his article with the assertion that the Coalition for Asbestos Justice is attempting to make it harder for injured workers to file lawsuits. Quite the contrary. One of the Coalition’s main concerns is that some 90% of asbestos plaintiffs aren’t medically impaired and are overwhelming the nation’s courts and receiving settlement amounts (along with their lawyers) that could go to those truly sick.   

But the most egregious form of bias Ward uses is the classic practice of assigning labels to individuals with views opposite of Ward’s that either attempt to discredit them or suggest a reason for them to be viewed with extreme skepticism, while at the same time, declining to assign such labels to those who agree with his position.

In this article, Ward tries to discredit a Rand Corporation report by claiming that major funding for it came from insurers of asbestos manufacturers. Ward then goes on to smear former U. S. attorney general Griffin Bell, a vocal critic of current asbestos litigation practices, by labeling him an attorney for an asbestos producer.

However, when citing remarks Fred Baron made to the Senate Judiciary Committee, remarks that apparently align with Ward’s way of thinking, the Gazette readers are only informed that Baron is a former president of the Association of Trial Lawyers of America.

Well, as Paul Harvey would say, let me tell you the rest of the story about Fred Baron that Ward didn’t believe his readers needed to know.   

According to a recent Wall Street Journal editorial, Baron’s law firm, Baron & Budd, is an asbestos-plaintiff giant, representing some 10,000 asbestos clients. These plaintiffs have made Baron one of the highest-paid lawyers in the nation. Furthermore, Baron’s firm is the subject of a lawsuit that alleges that his firm, and others, coached witnesses to maintain that they never saw any labels on asbestos products that said “warning” or “danger”.

The Journal also stated that over the past five years, Baron, his wife and members of his law firm gave $103,000 in political contributions to members of the Senate Judiciary Committee. Norm Steenstra, are you out there?

In responding to a charge by the Journal that the Senate will not pass any litigation reforms because trial lawyers all but run today’s Senate, Baron reportedly stated that he strongly disagreed with that. “Particularly the ‘all but.’”

Ward did a disservice to everyone who read this disturbingly slanted “news” article. He also recklessly violated a cardinal principle of responsible journalism – fair and balanced reporting. 
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