FLORIDA THIRD DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL

Ana B. Sanz v. Barbara Mena Herrera

No. 3D24-2046 (Fla. 3d DCA Oct. 15, 2025) - No. 3D24-2046 - Decided October 15, 2025

SUMMARY

The Florida Third District Court of Appeal affirmed a final order granting summary judgment in favor

of Barbara Mena Herrera. The court discussed the standards governing summary judgment and

emphasized that unsworn or unauthenticated documents do not constitute competent evidence under
Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.510.
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Defendants appealed a final order of the Circuit Court for Miami-Dade

County granting the plaintiff's motion for summary judgment.

Summary judgment is appropriate when the movant shows that no
genuine dispute of material fact exists and the movant is entitled to
judgment as a matter of law. Once the initial burden is met, the
nonmoving party must present counterevidence establishing a genuine
dispute of material fact. The evidence and reasonable factual
inferences must be viewed in the light most favorable to the

nonmoving party.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the circuit court properly granted summary judgment under Florida's summary-judgment

standard.

2. Whether unsworn or unauthenticated documents may satisfy the procedural requirements for evidence

supporting a motion for summary judgment.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment is proper when the movant demonstrates that there is no genuine dispute as to any
material fact and that the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law; the nonmoving party must

then present counterevidence showing a genuine dispute.

2. A party cannot satisfy the procedural requirements of Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.510(e) merely
by attaching unsworn or unauthenticated documents to a summary-judgment motion. An unauthenticated

document is not competent evidence unless otherwise authenticated.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Summary judgment is appropriate where the ‘movant shows that there is no genuine dispute as to any

material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.’” (2)

“A party cannot simply attach unsworn or unauthenticated documents to a motion for summary judgment and

satisfy the procedural requirements of Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.510(e).” (2)

“Because ‘only competent evidence may be considered by the court in ruling upon a motion for summary
judgment,’ a document attached to a motion for summary judgment or a document attached to an affidavit

that is not otherwise authenticated is not competent evidence.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion does not describe the underlying substantive dispute in detail. It concerns a final order granting
Barbara Mena Herrera summary judgment against Ana B. Sanz and Yery Sanz. The appellate court evaluated the
summary-judgment record, including the competence and authentication of documents submitted in support of

the motion.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Barbara Mena Herrera obtained summary judgment in the circuit court against Ana B. Sanz and Yery Sanz. The
defendants appealed, and the Third District Court of Appeal found no reversible error and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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