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Gateway Hotel Holdings, Inc., Richfield Hospitality Services, Inc., Richfield Holdings,
Inc. (collectively “the Regal”) and Liberty Mutual Fire Insurance Company and Liberty Mutual
Group (collectively “Liberty Mutual™) appeal from the trial court’s grant of summary judgment
in favor of Chapman-Sander, Inc. (“Chapman-Sander”) and Tom Bormann (“Bormann”). The
Regal and Liberty Mutual contend the trial court erred in granting summary judgment in favor of
Chapman-Sander and Bormann because: (1) there was a genuine issue of material fact regarding
whether Chapman-Sander and Bormann fully performed their duties under the contract with
Doug Hartmann Productions, L.L.C. (“Hartmann, L.L.C.”), and (2) there was a genuine issue of
material fact regarding whether the Regal and Liberty Mutual could prove a breach of duty in
negligence.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

Division Three holds: The trial court erred in granting summary judgment in favor of
Chapman-Sander and Bormann on counts Il and XI of the petition because there was a genuine
issue of material fact regarding whether Chapman-Sander and Bormann fully performed their
duties under the contract with Hartmann, L.L.C. The trial court also erred in granting summary
judgment in favor of Chapman-Sander and Bormann on counts 111 and XX of the petition because
there was a genuine issue of material fact regarding whether the Regal and Liberty Mutual could
prove a breach of duty in negligence.

Opinion by: Robert G. Dowd, Jr., P.J.
Mary K. Hoff, J. and Sherri B. Sullivan, J., concur.
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