THIRD DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF FLORIDA

Travon Wilds v. State of Florida

Wilds - No. 3D24-0205 - Decided November 12, 2025

SUMMARY

The Third District Court of Appeal of Florida affirmed the judgment in Travon Wilds’s criminal

appeal. The court concluded that any improper prosecutorial comment during closing argument did not

constitute fundamental error, citing Florida precedent concerning the effect of such comments on the

verdict and fairness of trial.
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1. Whether the prosecutor's alleged improper comment during closing argument constituted fundamental

error requiring reversal.

2. Whether the alleged closing-argument error affected the validity of the trial or contributed to the jury's
verdict.

HOLDINGS

1. The alleged improper closing-argument comment did not warrant reversal under the fundamental-error

standard, and the judgment was affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“fundamental error occurs in closing argument where the improper comment “affected the validity of [the
defendant’s] trial such that, but for the comment, the jury could not have reached the verdict it did”” (slip op.
at 2)

“Because the evidence of Jones’ guilt was compelling and overwhelming, we hold that the prosecutor’s
comments did not so impair the fairness of the trial as to constitute fundamental error.” (slip op. at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion concerns an alleged improper prosecutorial remark during closing argument in Wilds's criminal
trial. The court's two-page per curiam opinion does not describe the underlying evidence or charges in detail. It
affirmed after citing cases addressing when an improper closing argument constitutes fundamental error and
whether the comment contributed to the jury's verdict.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wilds appealed from a decision of the Circuit Court for Miami-Dade County. The Third District Court of Appeal

affirmed per curiam, relying on precedent addressing fundamental error and the effect of improper prosecutorial
comments during closing argument.
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