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for the Central District of California
Dolly M. Gee, District Judge, Presiding
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Pasadena, California

Before: WARDLAW, NGUYEN, and HUNSAKER, Circuit Judges.

After tripping over a parking stop located inside a parking space in a
California Post Office parking lot, Max Quintana sued the Government for
negligence based on premises liability under the Federal Tort Claims Act (FTCA),

28 U.S.C. §§ 1346(b), 26712680, and California Civil Code § 1714. We have
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jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm the district court’s order
granting summary judgment in the Government’s favor.

Under the FTCA, California law applies because that is the state where the
events at issue occurred. Conrad v. United States, 447 F.3d 760, 767 (9th Cir.
2006). Quintana’s negligence claim fails as a matter of law under California law.
On the record in this case, no reasonable factfinder could find that the parking stop
was a dangerous condition, Bonanno v. Cent. Contra Costa Transit Auth., 30 Cal.
4th 139, 148-49 (2003), or that the parking stop was concealed such that the Post
Office had a duty to warn visitors about it, Jacobs v. Coldwell Banker Residential
Brokerage Co., 14 Cal. App. 5th 438, 447 (2017). Therefore, summary judgment
for the Government is proper.

AFFIRMED.



