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 Kendall Baker turned 21 last month, but his best 
gift may have arrived just this week: a decision by the 
Court of Special Appeals affirming the $2.16 million 
lead-paint poisoning award against his former landlord.
 The appellate court rejected all five of Investment 
Realty Specialists Inc.’s claims of error at trial, in-
cluding its challenge to proof of medical causation. 
 Baker was not quite 17 months old in December 
1983, when his mother moved into Investment Realty’s 
property at 900 N. Montford Ave. in East Baltimore, but 
he was already suffering from lead poisoning.
 Seven weeks after the move, tests showed his blood-
lead levels up by more than 25 percent, from a score 
of 33 in mid-November 1983 to a reading of 41/42 in 
mid-January 1984. His levels dropped back into the 30s 
after the family moved to a third apartment that June.
 Baker settled with the owner and manager of his first 
residence before the November 2001 trial in Baltimore 
City Circuit Court. 
 Under the substantial-factor test, the jury “was enti-
tled to find that [Baker’s] blood lead levels never would 
have reached the 40s had there not been substantial 
lead exposure at 900 North Montford Avenue,” Chief 
Judge Joseph F. Murphy Jr. wrote for the court Wednes-
day in an unreported opinion. 
 The jury concluded that Baker’s exposure to lead at 
Montford was a substantial factor in his “wide-based 
learning disabilities” and lowered I.Q. The panel of six 
women awarded him $160,000 in lost earning capacity 

and $2 million in non-economic damages. (The award 
is not subject to Maryland’s cap on non-economic dam-
ages because the injuries occurred prior to the cap’s ef-
fective date of July 1, 1986.)
 The appellate panel also rejected Investment Real-
ty’s claim that it had no notice or reason to know of 
chipping paint at the property, and that the trial judge 
erred in denying its motion for judgment on that count.
 However, there was testimony at trial that, among 
other things, Baker’s mother had reported falling plas-
ter and had requested paint for the window sills. This 
led Judge Wanda K. Heard to deny the motion for judg-
ment, “concluding that ‘this is clearly an issue of credi-
bility,’” Murphy wrote Wednesday. “We agree with that 
conclusion.”
 Investment Realty fared no better with two eviden-
tiary challenges regarding the condition of the property 
and service calls made by Baker’s mother, Octavia Jef-
ferson. The Court of Special Appeals upheld Heard’s 
rulings on both issues. 
 Heard also properly instructed the jury that Jeffer-
son’s negligence, if any, could not be imputed to Baker 
in this case, the Court of Special Appeals held.
 Investment Realty said the instruction misstated the 
law. The Court of Special Appeals disagreed.
 The law is “well settled,” Murphy wrote, that contrib-
utory negligence of a parent is not imputed to the child, 
“and consequently, will not bar a child’s negligence 
claim.”
 Baker was represented on appeal by Suzanne C. 
Shapiro. Investment Realty was represented by James 
A. Rothschild.
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