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Appeal from an order of the Supreme Court, Niagara County (Daniel
Furlong, J.), entered April 24, 2018.  The order granted the motions
of defendants for summary judgment dismissing the complaint.  

It is hereby ORDERED that the order so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed without costs.

Memorandum:  Supreme Court properly granted defendants’
respective motions for summary judgment dismissing the complaint
against them in this negligence action, which stems from plaintiff
Michel Savoie’s fall down a staircase at defendants’ restaurant. 
Defendants demonstrated their prima facie entitlement to judgment as a
matter of law by showing that they maintained the subject staircase
and surrounding area in a reasonably safe condition, and plaintiffs
failed to raise a triable issue of fact in opposition (see Oehler v
Diocese of Buffalo, 277 AD2d 967, 968 [4th Dept 2000]).  Because the
staircase and its environs were reasonably safe, defendants had no
duty to warn upon which liability could be predicated (see Plis v
North Bay Cadillac, 5 AD3d 578, 578 [2d Dept 2004]; see generally
Christmann v Murphy, 226 AD2d 1069, 1070 [4th Dept 1996], lv denied 89
NY2d 801 [1996]).  
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