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People (Colorado) v. Hall	
999 P.2d 207 
2004
Character of Action: 
Trial Court Dismisses Case due lack of probable cause (Defendant Won)
District Affirms lack of probable cause (Defendant Won)
Appellate Court reverses (People Won)
Facts of the Case:
Hall was a ski lift operator, a former ski racer, and trained in ski safety
After lifts closed for the day, Hall skied down a dangerous slope, very fast
Hall lost control on moguls, flew off a knoll, and struck the victim, killing him
Issues:
A. How should the State of Colorado law define recklessness in terms of mental state?
B. [bookmark: _GoBack]Whether the People have credible cause to believe that the Hall committed irresponsible and reckless manslaughter when the he, a former ski racer trained in ski safety, skied straight down a unsafe section of a mountain, lost control, and struck the victim, killing him.

Decision of the Court:
	Remanded to lower District Court



Opinion of the Court: 
Issue A – Yes.   Reason: recklessness should involve less criminal negligence than probable culpability and by extension, less probable culpability than intentional actions. Thus, the state establishes cause of action for reckless manslaughter in the event that it proves Hall caused the death of the victim and Hall
	Consciously disregarded a substantial risk that he will cause the death of the victim
Issue B – Yes. Reason: In assessing the probable cause, the court ponders the facts in a light most advantageous to the hearing and draws all implications contrary to the defendant.
The state need only show that a rationally judicious and cautious person could believe that the offender committed the crime.
	

Concurring Opinion: 
	There is no concurring opinion regarding this case	

Dissent Opinion:  
	There is no dissent opinion regarding this case. 
	
Rule of Law/Comments:
Rule of Law:
1) Colorado Law
2) Mode l Penal code
3) New york Law

Comments:
Mental state of recklessness is a lawful definition that forms the rule for this issue.
The defendant’s conduct shows substantial probable cause of reckless manslaughter due to the fact that the defendant acted “in spite of his subjective consciousness of a considerable and unwarrantable risk of death from his behavior.” Precisely, the defendant appreciated the risk of harm because he was a former ski racer trained in ski safety. Consciously disregarding that risk, he hurtled himself straight down a steep and bumpy slope, his weight back on his skis, and arms out for balance, thus being thrown from mogul to mogul. The risk was sufficient and unfounded because, as a ski racer, he knew the harm that might occur from losing control on skis at a high velocity, yet he elected to ski the risky route down the mountain
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