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SUMMARY

The Louisiana Fourth Circuit Court of Appeal reversed a summary judgment dismissing Caitlin Scott’s

premises-liability claims arising from a slip and fall at Louis Armstrong New Orleans International

Airport. The court held that an unchallenged expert report created a genuine issue of material fact

regarding allegedly defective flooring and that the district court abused its discretion by denying

additional discovery.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court erred in granting summary judgment where plaintiff raised a genuine issue of

material fact regarding notice and defective flooring.

2. Whether the district court erred in denying plaintiff's motion for continuance to conduct additional
discovery.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment was improper because plaintiff's unobjected-to expert report created a genuine issue
of material fact regarding whether the flooring was defective, which could impute constructive notice to

the public entity.

2. The district court abused its discretion in denying the motion to continue because the four-part test for

inadequate discovery weighed heavily in favor of allowing additional time.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In the absence of an objection raised in a timely opposition or reply memorandum, the district court is
'statutorily obligated to consider the expert's opinions' introduced in support of a summary judgment motion.”
(at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff slipped and fell on a slick walkway at the airport. Surveillance video showed that another patron had
spilled a clear liquid approximately nine minutes before the fall. The spill was not reported to airport authorities.

Plaintiff's expert opined the flooring was defective when wet, failing to meet applicable construction codes.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a petition for damages alleging negligence and premises liability. Defendants moved for summary

judgment. The district court granted summary judgment, dismissing all claims with prejudice. Plaintiff appealed.
DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.
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