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SUMMARY

The Florida Third District Court of Appeal affirmed a final judgment entered for Alexander Piloto
after an eight-day jury trial. The court held that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying a
motion for a new trial based on closing-argument comments and that the jury’s verdict was supported
by competent substantial evidence despite conflicting evidence.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from a final judgment entered for Alexander Piloto after an
eight-day jury trial. The appellants challenged the denial of their
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The denial of a motion for new trial based on alleged improper closing
argument is reviewed for abuse of discretion. A jury verdict is not
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying a motion for a new trial based on comments
made by Piloto's counsel during closing argument.

2. Whether the jury's verdict was against the manifest weight of the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Teran's motion for a new trial based on the
challenged closing-argument comments.

2. The verdict was not against the manifest weight of the evidence because the parties presented conflicting
evidence and the verdict was supported by competent substantial evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“After reviewing the closing argument being challenged, as well as the entire record in this case, we find that
the trial judge did not abuse his discretion in denying the Plaintiffs’ motion for new trial.” (at 2)

“A jury verdict that is supported by substantial, competent evidence is not reversible on appeal. Where there
is conflicting evidence, the jury’s verdict should not be disturbed.” (at 3)

“It is neither the trial judge’s nor the appellate court’s role to disturb that determination.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The parties presented conflicting evidence during an eight-day jury trial. During closing argument, Piloto's
counsel made comments that Teran contended warranted a new trial. The jury returned a verdict for Piloto, and
the trial court denied Teran's motion for a new trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following an eight-day jury trial in the Miami-Dade County Circuit Court, judgment was entered in favor of
Piloto. The trial court denied Teran's motion for a new trial. Teran appealed, and the Third District Court of
Appeal affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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