FLORIDA THIRD DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL

Walgreens Co. v. Maria Victoria Chaux

Walgreens - No. Nos. 3D24-0288 & 3D24-0761 - Decided January 14, 2026

SUMMARY

The Florida Third District Court of Appeal reversed a judgment for Maria Victoria Chaux in a slip-

and-fall negligence action against Walgreens and remanded for a new trial. The court held that the trial

court improperly imposed a burden-shifting spoliation sanction without adequate notice and

erroneously excluded Walgreens’s expert testimony under Daubert. The court also reversed the

associated attorney’s fees and costs judgment.
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Walgreens appealed a final judgment entered after a jury verdict for
Chaux in a negligence slip-and-fall action, the denial of Walgreens'
motion for a new trial, and a separate final judgment awarding

attorney's fees and costs as a spoliation sanction.

Denial of a motion for new trial is reviewed for abuse of discretion.
Exclusion of expert testimony under Daubert is also reviewed for

abuse of discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court deprived Walgreens of a fair trial by imposing a burden-shifting spoliation

sanction and jury instruction after the parties had rested and without adequate notice.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion under Daubert by excluding Dr. Goldstein's expert opinion

concerning the possible medical cause of Chaux's fall.

3. Whether the final judgment awarding attorney's fees and costs as a spoliation sanction could stand after
reversal of the underlying judgment.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court erred by imposing a burden-shifting spoliation sanction after the parties had rested and
contrary to its prior representations that it would give only an adverse-inference instruction. The lack of
notice deprived Walgreens of the opportunity to defend against the shifted burden and denied it a fair

trial.

2. The trial court abused its discretion by excluding Dr. Goldstein's opinion that Chaux's fall was likely
caused by an alcohol-withdrawal seizure. The opinion was based on an extensive review of medical
records and other case materials and was the product of reliable principles and methods rather than

unsupported speculation.

3. The final judgment awarding attorney's fees and costs as a spoliation sanction must also be reversed
because the underlying judgment and spoliation-based trial ruling were reversed and the case was

remanded for a new trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because Walgreens had no notice that a burden-shifting sanction was in place, it was deprived of the

opportunity to meet that burden of proof.” (11)

“We conclude that together, these errors denied Walgreens a fair trial, and therefore the trial court abused its

discretion in denying Walgreens’ motion for a new trial.” (17)

“Reversed and remanded for a new trial.” (18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Chaux fell in a checkout lane at a Walgreens store and was found unconscious by an employee. She was
transported to a hospital and suffered a brain injury requiring more than three months of hospitalization. Chaux
alleged that a slippery floor or foreign substance caused the fall and that Walgreens had actual or constructive
notice of the dangerous condition. Walgreens' surveillance video was not preserved, and the trial court imposed a
burden-shifting spoliation instruction while also excluding Walgreens expert Dr. David Goldstein's opinion that

an alcohol-withdrawal seizure may have caused the fall.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Chaux sued Walgreens for negligence after falling in a Walgreens store and suffering a brain injury. After a five-

day trial, the jury awarded Chaux $5,547,733, and the trial court entered final judgment and later awarded



$179,850 in attorney's fees and costs as a sanction for spoliation of surveillance video. The trial court denied
Walgreens' motion for a new trial. The Third District consolidated Walgreens' two appeals, reversed, and

remanded for a new trial.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The cause is remanded for a new trial. The final judgment awarding attorney's fees and costs to Chaux as a

spoliation sanction is also reversed.
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