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SUMMARY

The Third District Court of Appeal of Florida affirmed an amended final judgment awarding damages
to Rubelina Corniel in a first-party insurance dispute. The court held that substantial competent
evidence supported the jury’s damages award and declined to reweigh the evidence presented at trial.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Universal appealed an amended final judgment entered after a jury
verdict in favor of Corniel in a first-party insurance action. Universal
challenged the denial of its motion for judgment in accordance with its
prior motion for directed verdict.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review applies to a trial court's ruling on a motion for
judgment in accordance with a prior motion for directed verdict. The
reviewing court determines whether the jury's damages award is
supported by substantial competent evidence, viewing the facts and all
reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the verdict, and
does not reweigh the evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred by denying Universal's motion for judgment in accordance with its prior
motion for directed verdict because the trial evidence allegedly did not support $4,093.18 of the jury's
$32,000 damages award.

2. Whether the jury's damages award was supported by substantial competent evidence when viewed in the
light most favorable to the verdict.

HOLDINGS

1. The denial was proper because the jury's damages award was supported by substantial competent
evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The factfinder was free to accept Corniel’s testimony. We decline – as we must – Universal’s invitation to
reweigh the evidence.” (p. 2)

“Our standard of review compels us to affirm the jury’s verdict and, therefore, also the challenged amended
final judgment.” (p. 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Corniel was insured by Universal and sustained a covered loss. After Universal paid $11,558.69 before suit,
Corniel pursued additional compensation, and a jury found that Universal had underpaid her and awarded
$32,000. The amended final judgment reduced that amount by the policy deductible and Universal's prior
payment.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury found that Universal had underpaid Corniel for a covered loss and awarded $32,000. The circuit court
entered an amended final judgment applying a $2,500 deductible and an $11,558.69 prior payment, resulting in a
$17,941.31 award. The Third District affirmed.
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