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Fortune 500 companies and manufacturers regularly rely on Craig’s business-centered and practical counsel. 

Throughout his career, Craig has balanced clients’ short- and long-term business goals to develop effective 

litigation strategies in a range of industries. His practice encompasses product liability, complex torts, professional

liability, transportation, utility, and personal injury claims.

Craig has successfully defended dozens of product manufacturers in lawsuits involving claims of design and 

manufacturing defects. His clients benefit from his ability to quickly understand the core elements of any product 

design, manufacture, use and associated risks, as well as his ability to adapt and apply his skill set to the issues 

at hand.

These qualities have enabled him to successfully work with manufacturers of agricultural equipment, all-terrain 

vehicles, chamfering machines, chemicals, construction equipment, drugs, fitness equipment, heavy trucks, 

HVAC systems, motor vehicles, steering systems and other types of mechanical equipment. He has also 

defended transportation companies in accidents involving semi-tractor trailers and other trucks.

Craig defends a variety of health care providers in negligence claims. His clients include pharmacies, hospitals, 

and physician offices, as well as an air medical transport company. He has also defended and counseled 

businesses in OSHA investigations and compliance. He represents energy companies in claims involving 

transmission of gas and electricity.

Craig has tried cases in state and federal courts throughout Kentucky and handled appeals in the Kentucky Court 

of Appeals and the Kentucky Supreme Court, as well as the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit.

He is selected by Best Lawyers© for Product Liability Litigation-Defense and is also a member of the Product 

Liability Advisory Council.

Services

• Litigation

• Product Liability
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• Antitrust & Trade Regulation

• Tort

• Mass Tort

• Toxic Tort

Education

• University of Kentucky College of Law  (J.D.)

o Moot Court Board

• University of Kentucky  (B.A.)

o Political Science

Bar Admissions

• Kentucky

• Florida

Court Admissions

• U.S. Supreme Court

• U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

• U.S. District Court for the Western District of Kentucky

• U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Kentucky

• U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Indiana

Affiliations/Memberships

• Product Liability Advisory Council

• Kentucky Defense Counsel, Inc., past president

• Kentucky Bar Association

• The Florida Bar

• Defense Research Institute

• International Association of Defense Counsel Trial Academy

• Leadership Louisville

Distinctions

• Best Lawyers®

o Product Liability Litigation - Defendants (2022-2025)

• Peer Review Rated AV in Martindale-Hubbell



Experience

Diet Drug Litigation

This multi-year representation included defense of a proposed statewide class action, and dismissal of a 

proposed medical monitoring class affirmed by the Kentucky Supreme Court. Significant experience in MDL 

practice and the interplay between state court cases and MDL cases.

Air Medical Transport Company

The plaintiff was involved in a serious accident in which he drove his motorcycle into the back of a slow-moving 

vehicle, was thrown from his motorcycle, and sustained multiple injuries, including a traumatic brain injury. He was

transported via helicopter to a regional hospital for emergency treatment. The plaintiff alleged that our client, the 

operator of the air medical helicopter and its emergency medical personnel, improperly administered oxygen 

during the flight causing the plaintiff to sustain an anoxic brain injury. Experts for the defense testified that our 

clients did not breach the standard of care and that there was no evidence of an anoxic brain injury. After 

discovery and motion practice, we successfully negotiated a settlement for our client.

Defended Appliance Manufacturer in Product Liability Case

The plaintiff alleged that his house caught fire and sustained significant damage due to a fire that originated in a 

toaster that was manufactured by our client. Due to a lack of supporting physical evidence, the case was 

voluntarily dismissed by the plaintiff.

Defended ATV Manufacturer in Product Liability Case

Plaintiff alleged that the decedent died as a result of injuries that he sustained in an ATV accident and that the 

ATV was defectively designed. Because there were no witnesses to the accident and the operator was unable to 

testify, the federal court granted summary judgment to our client while finding that there was insufficient proof that 

a rollover had even occurred, much less that there was a defect which caused a rollover. The Sixth Circuit Court 

of Appeals affirmed.

Defended Manufacturer of Marine Steering Cables in a Product Liability Case

The plaintiff was injured when he ran his fishing boat onto the shore of a river. He sustained head injuries and his 

passenger was ejected. The plaintiff alleged that the boat’s steering cable failed causing him to lose control of the 

boat. After discovery and motion practice, we successfully negotiated a settlement for our client shortly before 

trial.

Defended Motor Vehicle Manufacturer in Product Liability Case

Plaintiff was injured in a collision with another driver’s vehicle. She alleged that her injuries were enhanced by the 

deployment of the airbag that was in the vehicle she was operating. Plaintiff was unable to show the existence of 

a defect even with her expert’s testimony and our client was awarded summary judgment.

Defended Retailer of Christmas Tree Lights in Product Liability Case

A fire in an apartment complex that resulted in multiple deaths allegedly started when a Christmas tree caught fire.

The plaintiffs alleged that the lights on the tree were defective and that this defect caused the fire. The plaintiffs 

had purchased lights from several retailers over the years and filed suit against all of them. Because the plaintiffs 



could not show where the allegedly defective lights were purchased, the court granted summary judgment to our 

clients. The Kentucky Court of Appeals affirmed.

Defended Transportation Company in Highway Collision

Our client, a national transportation company, was awarded a verdict on its behalf in federal court. The case 

involved a question of who was at fault in a significant head-on collision. After several days of trial, the jury 

returned a verdict for our client.

Equipment Retailer

The plaintiff filed suit claiming that our client, a retailer of parts and equipment used in lawn maintenance, had 

violated anti-trust laws under the Robinson-Patman Act. Our client was awarded summary judgment in federal 

court and the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed.

Furnace Manufacturer

The plaintiffs alleged that they suffered carbon monoxide poisoning as a result of a CO leak in their furnace. After 

testing of the furnace by the experts found no leak in the unit and no defect, we successfully negotiated a 

settlement.

Lawn Mower Manufacturer

The plaintiff was injured when he operated his zero-turn mower up a hill resulting in a front-end rollover. The 

plaintiff alleged that the mower was defective because it did not have a rollover protection system. After extensive 

discovery, we successfully negotiated a settlement for our client shortly before trial.
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