When the sky opens up and the road turns slick, crashes follow. People crawl out of their cars shaken and certain
the weather caused it. The truth is softer around the edges. Storms do not carry auto insurance, and juries do not
apportion fault to rain or snow. Liability still turns on human choices, even in bad weather. A careful assessment
starts with how drivers adapted, what they could see, what warnings existed, and whether the road itself added

hidden danger.

| have sat at kitchen tables with clients whose lives changed on a wet Tuesday. They want to know if anyone will
acknowledge the harm, pay the bills, or even listen. A seasoned car accident lawyer begins with empathy, then

gets to work with a method that blends science, local road knowledge, and the rules of the road.

Weather is a condition, not a defense

Every state’s law requires reasonable care under the circumstances. Rain, snow, ice, fog, and sun glare are
circumstances. A driver must adjust to them by slowing, increasing following distance, turning on headlights, and
leaving room for error. The posted limit is a ceiling, not a promise that speed is safe. Police reports often cite
“speed too fast for conditions,” which covers a driver going 35 in a 45 when the safe speed is 20 because of

standing water.

Defendants sometimes invoke the sudden emergency doctrine. They argue a driver faced an unexpected hazard
without time to think, so a snap judgment should not be judged harshly. It can apply to a deer leaping into the
street. Weather rarely qualifies. Rain that has been falling for an hour or a patchy fog near a river are not sudden.
Black ice is the closest call. A lawyer tests whether the ice was truly unavoidable or whether the temperature,

shaded overpasses, and weather advisories put a reasonable driver on notice.

Insurers also throw around "act of God" language. Courts use that phrase sparingly. A tornado that flips a car may
count. Hydroplaning in a typical downpour does not. The core question remains, did a person fail to act with

reasonable care given the weather?

The first hour sets the tone

Evidence in weather cases spoils as fast as soft fruit. Tire marks wash away. Slush gets plowed to the shoulder. Skid
distances, yaw marks, and debris fields help reconstruct speeds and steering inputs, but a snowplow can erase the

map in minutes. That is why early steps matter.

¢ If you can do only a few things after a weather-related crash: call 911 and ask dispatch to note the road
condition, photograph the roadway and skies from multiple angles, capture tire marks or lack of them,
exchange information but avoid statements about speed, and get names and numbers of witnesses waiting in
the cold.

Those photos, especially of pooled water or refrozen melt on the crown of a road, can be worth more than any
expert later. A car accident lawyer will often send a preservation letter the same day, telling opposing parties to
secure dashcam footage, telematics, and vehicle control modules. Courts can sanction spoliation, but you cannot

reverse a snowplow.

What a lawyer actually looks for

Weather cases demand a wider evidence net than a garden-variety fender bender. You cannot assume the scene

you visit tomorrow looks like the scene from yesterday’s crash. A thorough investigation brings together multiple



data sources.

e Core categories of evidence a lawyer pursues: official weather records and radar imagery, vehicle data from
event recorders or telematics, third-party video from dashcams and nearby cameras, road maintenance logs

including plow and salt routes, and witness accounts that describe visibility, spray, and traffic behavior.

Each category opens doors. Weather records are not just a temperature and a symbol. Aviation METAR reports,
Doppler radar, and roadway weather information systems can pin down precipitation type and intensity at the
time and place of the crash. A reconstructionist can estimate friction coefficients on wet or compacted snow, then
model stopping distances. Event data recorders often capture pre-impact speed, brake application, and throttle
position. Telematics in modern cars or fleet vehicles provide even richer timelines, sometimes including lane keep

alerts and collision warnings.

Third-party videos fill in the human elements. A front porch doorbell often captures headlight beams fading into
fog or the rooster tail of spray behind a speeding SUV. Snowplow AVL data can show whether the route was
treated 20 minutes before the crash or had not been touched since midnight. Maintenance logs might reveal a
salt shortage or a route that skipped a known black-ice zone. These facts point toward or away from municipal or

contractor liability.

Witness accounts need care. People in weather remember feelings more than details. A good interview elicits
specifics: how many car lengths between vehicles, whether wipers were on high, whether they could see traffic
signals at 200 feet or only when they were almost under them. Did the at-fault driver light up the brake lights late,
meaning a delayed reaction on a slick surface, or did the car dart from a side street without pausing to assess

cross traffic?

Speed too fast for conditions, in numbers

Juries respond to numbers that make sense. In rain, the friction coefficient between tire and asphalt can drop from
around 0.7 to 0.4, sometimes lower if oil rises after a dry spell. That shift doubles stopping distance at common
speeds. At 45 mph on dry pavement, a typical passenger car can stop in roughly 125 to 150 feet after reaction
time. In heavy rain, that can stretch past 250 feet. On compacted snow, add more. On glare ice, brakes mostly ask

politely.

These figures turn an abstract phrase into a mental picture. If the defendant followed at three car lengths at 45
mph during a downpour, physics says they had no chance to stop. Calling it an unavoidable slide masks the

original choice to tailgate under poor conditions.

On the other hand, hydroplaning can happen to cautious drivers if tires are worn, lanes are deeply rutted, or the
water depth crests above the tire's ability to displace it at even moderate speeds. A defense expert may point
there. The plaintiff's team counters by checking tire tread depth, rotation records, and the vehicle's speed trace. If

data shows 58 in a 45 while rain bands were producing one inch per hour, the argument loses air.

Fog, sun glare, and the duty to see what is there to be seen

Fog cases hinge on visibility and discipline. On a two-lane highway where valley fog forms before dawn, drivers
must slow enough to stop within the truck accident attorney law firm visible distance. If they overdrive their
headlights, they create risk for anything beyond the curtain. A car accident lawyer will gather local photos at the
same hour on similar mornings and consult meteorology to show the likelihood of dense fog at that spot. They
also look for commercial drivers ignoring company policies that require pulling over when visibility falls below a set
threshold.
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Sun glare is trickier. It can blind an entire intersection for a short window. Courts still expect drivers to compensate.
That can mean using visors and sunglasses, slowing earlier, or choosing a different lane. A photo taken the day

after at the same time can mimic the glare and defeat the claim that the light turned green at the last second.

Chain reactions and shared fault

Pileups showcase how comparative fault plays out. In a five-car chain on icy pavement, the lead driver may have
braked for a hazard. The second car might have kept a safe gap and still slid. The third and fourth might have been
looking at the wreck instead of the road. A lawyer maps each contact. Event recorder data from multiple vehicles
can align like a chorale, showing who braked when and at what speed. In jurisdictions with pure comparative
negligence, each driver's share adjusts their recovery. In modified comparative states, a plaintiff above a certain
threshold, often 50 or 51 percent, recovers nothing. The allocation can come down to a few feet of following

distance or an extra car length added or lost in fog.

For clients, this feels unfair. They were hit from behind twice and still face a percentage of blame for not leaving
even more space. Clear storytelling helps. Jurors understand that a driver who creates the first emergency holds
more responsibility than those caught in the wake. But lawyers do not ignore the second impacts. If you sat
stationary for 20 seconds and got rear-ended hard by a pickup that never braked on ice, that driver owns that

crash within the crash.

Commercial vehicles and heightened duties

Trucks and buses have stricter obligations under federal and state rules. FMCSA section 392.14 requires extreme
caution in hazardous conditions, reduced speed, and discontinuing operation if conditions become sufficiently
dangerous. Logs, electronic logging device data, and dispatch messages often reveal whether a company pushed a
schedule through a snow squall or allowed a driver to park. Forward-facing cameras on commercial units can be

gold, capturing spray, wiper speeds, and even warnings on the dash.

When a tractor-trailer jackknifes on black ice after passing several signs reading Bridge may be icy, a lawyer will ask
hard questions about speed, spacing, and the driver’s training. Companies sometimes argue an unavoidable loss
of control. Yet jackknifes almost always start with excessive braking or acceleration relative to available friction.

Independent experts can animate this for a jury.

Rideshare cases add complexity. App data shows whether the driver accepted a ping while already in poor
conditions, whether the company sent weather advisories, and how insurance layers apply. Coverage can change

depending on whether a passenger was in the car, the app was on, or the driver was between rides.

When the road itself shares blame

Not every hazard is the driver's to carry. Bad design or bad maintenance can turn normal winter into a trap. |
handled a case where meltwater from a poorly graded driveway ran across a north-facing lane, refroze each night,
and caused three crashes in two weeks. The city had notice from earlier complaints but had not posted warnings
or added a drain. Liability shifted toward the municipality and the property owner. These cases depend on notice,

either actual or constructive. Prior crashes, service requests, and public works memos often decide them.

Sovereign immunity rules vary. Some states shield snow and ice removal decisions unless they are egregious.
Others allow claims for failure to maintain or for creating a hazard. A lawyer who knows the local statutes will size

up whether a claim against a city or a contractor is realistic or a costly dead end.



Medical causation in slippery conditions

Defendants love to say, it was a slow slide, no one could be hurt. That ignores how bodies react to sudden jolts on
slick surfaces. Even low delta-V collisions can aggravate spine and shoulder injuries, especially in braced positions.
Black ice crashes often involve lateral movement, which stresses the neck differently than a straight rear-end.

Medical experts who understand biomechanics can link the mechanics to the symptoms.

Documentation matters. Clients should describe immediate sensations, including unusual ones like a sense of
spinning while stationary. Imaging often lags behind symptoms. A careful record of functional losses helps bridge

the gap when early scans look benign.

Insurance layers, fault rules, and practical outcomes

Weather cases often involve underinsured drivers. People crash in storms on the way to hourly jobs. Their liability
limits might be the state minimum. A lawyer will survey all coverage, including the client's own UM or UIM,
MedPay, or PIP in no-fault states. Deadlines to notify carriers can be short. Policies may require consent before

settling with the at-fault driver if you plan to pursue UIM.

Fault rules affect recovery. In no-fault states, serious injury thresholds control whether you can sue for pain and
suffering. Weather does not change that, but it influences the facts that meet the threshold. Property damage
claims for totaled cars can move fast, while injury claims need time to mature. Clients often need rental coverage
and medical bill triage long before liability is resolved. A car accident lawyer wears a counselor’s hat here, setting

expectations and sequencing the steps.

Timing and preservation

Two letters go out early in almost every weather case. One preserves evidence in the hands of at-fault drivers,
companies, and municipalities. The other requests public records. Many police departments keep computer-aided
dispatch logs that note road conditions, call times, and unit arrivals. State transportation agencies may keep salt
usage by route and time. These threads pull key facts into the record. Without them, defenses about unavoidable

weather look more appealing.

Statutes of limitation tick in the background. Claims against public entities often have notice periods counted in
weeks or months, not years. Missing them can end a strong case before it starts. Clients rarely know this,
especially when they feel the weather caused everything. A steady case manager keeps the calendar in hand while

medical care unfolds.

How credibility wins weather cases

Jurors have lived through storms. They carry their own stories about skidding through a light or white-knuckling a
commute. They will forgive an honest mistake in a blizzard faster than a cavalier rush in a drizzle. Credibility
becomes the core asset. That includes the plaintiff's candor. If you were going 40 in a 45 and thought it felt okay

until you hit standing water, say so. A good lawyer shapes that truth into context, not evasion.

Experts should teach, not advocate. A reconstructionist who explains how water depth, tread depth, and speed
interact gives jurors tools to think. A meteorologist who walks through radar snapshots at five-minute increments
grounds the story in time. The lawyer threads these pieces with a human throughline, what the client saw, heard,

and felt, and why a reasonable person in the defendant’s shoes would have acted differently.



Two brief case sketches

A sedan rear-ended a compact SUV on an interstate during a late fall rain. The defendant insisted hydroplaning
was unavoidable. We pulled the event data recorder and found a steady 63 mph in a posted 55, throttle at 18
percent, no brake input until one second before impact. Doppler data showed rain intensity at 0.8 inches per hour
in that ten-minute window, with reports of ponding in the rutted right lane. Photos taken by a trucker 10 minutes
earlier showed the rooster tails of spray. The defendant’s tires measured at or below 342 on the rear. The

combination of speed, lane choice, and tire wear turned fate into fault. The case settled before trial.

In a rural county, a pickup slid through a T-intersection and hit a minivan in pre-dawn fog. The driver said the stop
sign appeared out of nowhere. We visited at the same hour on a similar morning. The sign was partially obscured
by frost on overgrown branches. The county had trimmed the area late that season, but not yet this year. Prior
service requests documented complaints. Our client still carried a share of blame for traveling at a speed that did
not match the 200-foot visibility. The case resolved on apportioned fault, with contributions from both the driver

and the county’s insurer.

Practical guidance for drivers facing storms

Weather heightens risk, but it also narrows choices. You cannot stop storms, only your own car. If you are in a
crash, small actions preserve big truths. Using hazard lights as soon as you stop can prevent secondary hits.
Moving to the shoulder on an icy bridge, if you can do so safely, saves lives. Calling family to say you are okay
matters as much as a photo of a skid.

If you are the at-fault driver and it is truly weather, your insurer still needs the facts. Cooperate without
speculating about speed, and do not guess about visibility or distances. If you are the injured party, keep a pain

journal in the first weeks. The fog of recovery makes days blur. Notes taken in the moment carry weight later.

What separates a thorough weather case from a thin one

Two cases can look identical on day one. Both involve rain, both have rear-end impacts, both drivers say they slid.
A thorough case grows from disciplined collection and honest appraisal. The lawyer who knows the local plow
routes, who can read radar loops, and who has a bench of experts on call, turns mushy weather into a firm
narrative of choices. The lawyer who treats it like any rear-ender risks landing in a 50-50 split because the adjuster

says storms make it murky.

Clients feel the difference. They sit with someone who can say, here is why the splash pattern in this photo
matters, here is what your car's module can tell us, here is why that curve 200 yards back is the key. They see

action taken before salt trucks erase tracks and before cameras overwrite last night's footage.

Bad weather does not erase accountability. It sharpens it. When roads get slick, the margin for error shrinks and
the duty to take care grows. A careful, empathic approach anchored by science and local knowledge gives injured
people a fair shot at the truth being heard. And in the courtroom, that still matters.



