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SUMMARY

The Louisiana Supreme Court held that a jury's determination of the amount, if any, of damages for
lost future earning capacity is a factual finding subject to manifest-error review. Because the jury's
zero award was supported by a reasonable factual basis, the court of appeal erred by substituting its
judgment and conducting a de novo review. The court reversed the increased award for lost earning
capacity and reinstated the jury's zero award, while affirming the judgment in all other respects.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the jury's zero award for loss of future earning capacity was a factual determination subject to
manifest-error review.

2. Whether the court of appeal properly conducted a de novo review and substituted its own judgment for
the jury's determination.

3. Whether the jury's zero award was supported by a reasonable factual basis.

HOLDINGS

1. A jury's determination of the amount, if any, of lost earning capacity is an issue of fact subject to the
manifest error standard of review.

2. The jury's zero award was supported by a reasonable factual basis, and the court of appeal erred by
substituting its own credibility determinations for those of the jury.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A jury's determination of the amount, if any, of lost earning capacity is an issue of fact subject to the
manifest error standard of review.” (223)

“It is only where the fact finder is precluded from considering the amount of damages because of an earlier
finding that disposes of the case, such as lack of fault or causation, that the court of appeal should "conduct a
de novo determination of the undecided issues from the facts in the record."” (223)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marcus Ryan was injured when an eighteen-wheel truck struck his vehicle from behind on October 15, 2003.
Although he underwent treatment for neck, shoulder, and carpal-tunnel injuries, Ryan returned to work as a
carpenter and continued in that job for approximately thirteen months before being terminated after failing a
drug test. Later medical treatment and a functional-capacity evaluation resulted in restrictions against repetitive
shoulder, overhead, and forward-reaching activities, and the parties presented conflicting vocational evidence
concerning Ryan's post-injury earning capacity.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After a jury trial on damages, the jury awarded Ryan no damages for loss of future earning capacity. The
Louisiana Third Circuit upheld several other damage awards, increased the past-wage award, and conducted a de
novo review that awarded $1,188,298.00 for future earning capacity. The Louisiana Supreme Court granted the
defendants' writ application, reversed the court of appeal's future-earning-capacity award, and reinstated the
jury's zero award while affirming the judgment in all other respects.
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