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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court reviewed a summary judgment in a negligence action arising from a

multivehicle motorcycle collision.

The court held that disputed facts and competing inferences

regarding the defendant's due care and proximate causation required resolution by a jury, making

summary judgment improper. The court vacated the Court of Civil Appeals' opinion, reversed the

district court's judgment, and remanded for further proceedings.
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Plaintiffs appealed from a district court order granting summary
judgment to Kuehn in a negligence action. The Court of Civil Appeals

affirmed, and the Oklahoma Supreme Court granted certiorari.

Summary judgment is reviewed de novo. The record and all
reasonable inferences must be viewed in the light most favorable to
the nonmoving party, and summary judgment is improper when
material facts are disputed or reasonable persons could reach different

conclusions.
Published Oklahoma Supreme Court opinion; precedential

Misty Dawn Fargo, The Estate of Jason Patterson by and through
Mother and Personal Representative Norma Patterson v. Teresa Hays-
Kuehn

negligence  standard of review  appellate procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

torts  civil procedure  appellate procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether disputed facts and conflicting inferences concerning Kuehn's operation of her vehicle precluded

summary judgment on primary negligence.

2. Whether Kuehn's conduct could be treated as merely a condition rather than a proximate cause of the

collision as a matter of law.

3. Whether the evidence permitted a jury to determine whether Kuehn's conduct proximately caused

plaintiffs’ injuries.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment is inappropriate where material facts are disputed or reasonable persons could draw
different conclusions from the evidence. The evidence concerning Kuehn's conduct, the surrounding
traffic conditions, and causation required resolution by a jury.

2. Whether Kuehn's conduct was a proximate cause of the collision, or merely a condition, was a question

for the jury rather than a question of law.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold that whether Kuehn's actions were the proximate cause of the accident or merely a "condition" is a

question for the trier of fact making summary adjudication inappropriate.” (0)

“Whether Kuehn's actions meet the standards of due care, is exclusively a question for the jury unless under
the facts, reasonable minds could not differ.” (913)

“It becomes one of law only when there is no evidence from which a jury could reasonably find a causal nexus
between the act and the injury.” (16)

“A summary judgment cannot become a substitute trial by affidavit instead of a trial according to law.” (19)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Kuehn, driving a large truck on a rural two-lane highway, approached Sankey's stopped or slowing vehicle and
passed it at highway speed by crossing into the oncoming lane without braking or signaling. Merrill was driving
directly behind Kuehn, whose truck blocked Merrill's view of Sankey and the approaching motorcycle. When
Kuehn returned to her lane, Merrill attempted evasive maneuvers but collided with Sankey's vehicle and the
motorcycle, killing Patterson and seriously injuring Fargo. The Oklahoma Highway Patrol attributed the
collision in part to Kuehn's inattention and failure to reduce speed, although the record contained disputed facts

and differing expert opinions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



After a motorcycle collision killed Jason Patterson and severely injured passenger Misty Dawn Fargo, plaintiffs
sued Kuehn, Merrill, and Sankey for negligent vehicle operation. Merrill and Sankey were dismissed without

prejudice, leaving Kuehn as the only defendant. The district court granted Kuehn summary judgment, the Court
of Civil Appeals affirmed, and the Oklahoma Supreme Court vacated the appellate opinion, reversed the district

court, and remanded.
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter was remanded to the district court for further proceedings consistent with the opinion, including jury

resolution of the disputed negligence and proximate-cause issues.
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