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ARGUMENT AND CONCLUSION

In Miller’s response to Stephens’ Appeal, she completely and totally ignores
the points raised as to the disputed fact that Miller had knowledge of the child’s
propensity to engage the door closing button that resulted in the injury that is the
subject of this lawsuit. The Affidavit submitted by the Plaintiff sets out in clear and
plain details of the incidenf and the comments of the Appellee Miller.

Miller makes great issue of the fact that no elaborate complaint was made of
Stephens’ standing. It should be obvious of her standing based on the facts presented
and the inescapable conclusion that every person has some status at every point in
their daily life, and that the Court is quite obviously aware that this person, based on
the Affidavit of Stephens, was in fact, an invitee and was due the care and was not
afforded that care by the Appellee. That this disputed fact, alone, should be this

Court’s basis for reversing_the grant of Summary Judgment.
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