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Girl suffers extensive
post-appendicitis damage

Karen L. Stern is one of Lawyers Weekly’s
ten Massachusetts Lawyers of the Year for 2015
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f Worcester attorney Karen L. Stern was
somewhat taken aback by the kudos she received
from the plaintiffs’ bar after she obtained a
landmark premises liability decision in June, it’s
because the point she argued in the case seemed
so obvious to her.
In Sarkisian v. Concept Restaurants, Inc., the Supreme
Judicial Court explicitly recognized that the “mode of
operation” approach can be applied to establish liability
in slip and fall accidents occurring outside the context
of self-service establishments.
For Stern, safety has always been at the heart of the
case, which is why she takes pride in the result.
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I had a hard time looking my client in the eye after the summary
“
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”

saying we had to follow the traditional approach and prove how long
the liquid that caused her to fall was on the dance floor.
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