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	State of Minnesota

Ramsey County



	District Court

__________ Judicial District

Case Type: Other Civil
Court File No:_________ 



	Jon Dearborne, 
Plaintiff,

v.

Quick Bite

Defendant(s).
	Hon. ________

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF MOTION

TO __________________


To: Defendant Quick Bite, by and through Counsel, Chris Ulstedt.
INTRODUCTION


Jon Dearborne moves the Court to Summary Judgment.
FACTS

Delilah Dearborne has decided to sue the hotel for the damages involved due to the personal injuries caused by the slip and fall in the hotel. The hotel is responsible for the breach to the duty of care for the failure to warn its innocent customers of the ice covered concrete which is responsible for the injuries involved in the hotel. The hotel breached the duty of care as it did not conduct any inspections to warn its customers of the impending danger of slip and fall as the result of the ice on floor. The main arguments set for this case is that the hotel is liable for the damages that Ms Dearborne underwent as a result of the injuries that occurred to her due to her visit in the hotel. 
PREMISES LIABILITY
I. Proximate cause 

The hotel management is responsible for damages arising from reasonable foreseeability, a mechanism in which the defendant is liable for the damages. This means that the inaction of hotels management to provide the duty of care could be termed as negligent actions.  The principle of foreseeability could apply because the hotel management could have conducted inspections taken actions to prevent injury for their customers. For this reason, the inaction of the hotel’s management is a clear prove that more could have been done to ensure that the injuries did not occur.  In addition, the inaction of the management to protect their clients from any form of injury is a basic form of causal connection to the injury.
II. Recovery of damages 
It is evident that Ms Dearborne was hospitalized for five days as a result of the injury she underwent in the hotel. It also clear that the case contains the four elements that she needs to prove in the court, which includes lack of duty of care, breach of that duty, causality, and harm that she underwent as a result of her injury.  The intervening act from one of the employees to rush the patient to the hospital was an example of a independent measures that helped to be treated, it is clear that the hotels management is responsible for premises liability. The defendant has the burden of proof  for negligence in this case.
CONCLUSION


To sum it up, the hotel is expected to answer the claims of negligence due to the fact that the venue lacks reasonable care for the safety of its guest. Delilah Dearborne does not have the duty to prove that she knew of the unsafe conditions of the hotel because it is not her duty to prove that she had exercised reasonable care in the prevention of the injury. It was upon the reasonable care of the hotels management and ownership to inspect the facility to ensure that it was safe for the patients and to provide basic measures to ensure that no visitor was injured upon visitation of the premises.
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