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Cynthia DeCormier (Plaintiff) appeals the judgment of the Circuit Court of St. Louis
County granting summary judgment in favor of St. Louis Motorcycle, Inc. d/b/a Gateway
Harley-Davidson (Gateway) and Harley-Davidson Motor Company Group, Inc. (Harley-
Davidson) (collectively, Defendants) on Plaintiff’s petition. In her petition, Plaintiff sought
damages for injuries she sustained while participating in a Harley-Davidson Rider’s Edge New
Rider Course (New Rider Course) at Gateway’s place of business. Plaintiff argues that the trial
court erred in granting Defendants’ motion for summary judgment because: (1) the release
Plaintiff signed prior to the New Rider Course did not release Defendants from liability for either
gross negligence or recklessness and a genuine dispute exists as to whether Defendants were
either grossly negligent or reckless; and (2) the release did not explicitly name Gateway as a
released party.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

Division Four Holds: Because a genuine issue of material fact exists as to whether
Defendants’ conduct was reckless, the trial court improperly granted summary judgment in
Defendants’ favor. Therefore, we reverse the judgment and remand to the trial court. Although
our resolution of Plaintiff’s first point on appeal is dispositive, we address her second point
because the issue presented is likely to recur on remand. We deny Plaintiff’s second point
because the undisputed facts establish that Gateway was included within the class of released
parties.
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