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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Colorado grants in part and denies in part the
defendants’ partial motion for summary judgment concerning the plaintiff’s January 25, 2022 slip-and-
fall incident. The court grants summary judgment on the Colorado Premises Liability Act claim,
finding no genuine dispute that the defendants’ snow-removal actions were unreasonable. It denies
summary judgment on the common-law negligence claim because the parties did not adequately
address whether that claim was preempted or otherwise subject to judgment.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for partial summary judgment on claims arising
from the plaintiff's January 25, 2022 fall at an apartment complex.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is appropriate when the movant shows that no
genuine dispute of material fact exists and the movant is entitled to
judgment as a matter of law. The court views the record and draws
favorable inferences for the nonmoving party, but the nonmoving party
must identify specific, admissible evidence showing a genuine issue
for trial after the movant meets its initial burden.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether defendants were entitled to summary judgment on Griggs's Colorado Premises Liability Act
claim because the undisputed evidence established that they exercised reasonable care in removing snow
during an ongoing storm.

2. Whether defendants were entitled to summary judgment on Griggs's common-law negligence claim
based on CPLA preemption or the merits when defendants did not address those issues in their motion.

HOLDINGS

1. Defendants were entitled to summary judgment on the CPLA claim because Griggs failed to raise a
genuine dispute of material fact as to whether defendants unreasonably failed to exercise reasonable care
in protecting her from the snow-related danger.

2. Summary judgment was denied as to the common-law negligence claim because defendants did not
establish or brief either CPLA preemption or the merits of that claim, and the court would not construct
arguments for them.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because the plaintiff fails to raise a genuine dispute of material fact as to whether the defendants’ snow-
removal actions that day were unreasonable, the Court grants the motion as to the plaintiff’s claim brought
under the Colorado Premises Liability Act. But because the parties do not address the plaintiff’s common-law
negligence claim, the Court denies the motion to the extent it seeks summary judgment on that claim.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On January 25, 2022, Griggs, an apartment-complex resident and invitee, walked down an inclined driveway
after taking her daughter to a school bus stop and slipped and fell while it was actively snowing. Snow had been
falling since before 5:00 a.m., approximately 2.1 inches had accumulated by the time of the fall, and snow had
fallen at approximately 1.5 inches per hour during the preceding hour. The defendants had maintenance
employees assigned to snow removal, had contracted with Land Tech under a two-inch snow-removal trigger,
and Griggs observed a maintenance worker clearing a sidewalk before her fall. An expert opined that defendants'
snow-removal efforts were consistent with the contract and industry standards for an ongoing storm.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Griggs asserted claims under the Colorado Premises Liability Act and for common-law negligence arising from
a slip-and-fall incident. Defendants moved for summary judgment, arguing that the evidence could not establish
that their snow-removal conduct was unreasonable. The court granted the motion as to the CPLA claim but



denied it as to the common-law negligence claim because defendants did not address that claim's preemption or
merits.
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