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SUMMARY

The Illinois Supreme Court reversed the appellate court and affirmed the circuit court’s judgment for

the defendant in a personal-injury action arising from a rear-end collision. The court held that

postaccident photographs of vehicle damage may be relevant and admissible without expert testimony

when the jury can relate the depicted damage to the claimed injuries, subject to the trial court’s

evidentiary discretion. The court also rejected the appellate court’s conclusion that the jury’s defense

verdict was against the manifest weight of the evidence.
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reversed

Defendant appealed from the appellate court's reversal of a circuit
court judgment entered on a jury verdict for defendant in an
automobile-negligence action. The Illinois Supreme Court allowed

defendant's petition for leave to appeal.

Admission of evidence is reviewed for abuse of discretion. A circuit
court's ruling on a motion for a new trial is also reviewed for abuse of
discretion. A jury verdict is against the manifest weight of the evidence
only when the opposite conclusion is clearly evident or the verdict is

unreasonable, arbitrary, and not based on the evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether postaccident photographs of the vehicles were relevant and admissible without expert

testimony connecting the depicted vehicle damage to Peach's injuries.

2. Whether the circuit court abused its discretion by denying Peach's motion for a new trial after the jury

returned a verdict for McGovern on causation and damages.

3. Whether the appellate court improperly substituted its judgment for that of the jury and effectively

entered judgment on causation and damages under an incorrect standard of review.

HOLDINGS

1. Postaccident vehicle photographs may be relevant and admissible without expert testimony when the
trial judge determines that the jury can understand the photographs and relate the depicted vehicle
damage to the alleged injury or other material issues without specialized assistance. The circuit court did

not abuse its discretion by admitting the photographs.

2. The circuit court did not abuse its discretion in denying Peach's motion for a new trial. The jury could
reasonably reject Peach's account and find that he failed to prove that McGovern's negligence

proximately caused his claimed injuries and damages.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“whether the jury can properly relate the vehicular damage depicted in the photos to the injury without the
aid of an expert” (1 35)

“It is the jury, not the court, which is the fact-finding body. It weighs the contradictory evidence and
inferences, judges the credibility of witnesses, receives expert instructions, and draws the ultimate conclusion
as to the facts.” (1 61)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Peach's stopped pickup truck was struck from behind by McGovern's vehicle at low speed. Both parties
described only minor vehicle damage, and photographs showed a dented rear bumper on Peach's truck and a bent
license plate and cracked front bumper on McGovern's vehicle. Peach claimed immediate and continuing neck
pain, while his medical expert testified that the collision could have caused whiplash and other cervical
conditions but also acknowledged that the injuries might not have been caused by this accident. The jury found

for McGovern after hearing conflicting evidence about the impact, Peach's credibility, and causation.
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Peach sued McGovern for personal injuries allegedly caused when McGovern rear-ended his vehicle. The circuit
court directed a verdict for Peach on negligence but submitted causation and damages to the jury, which returned
a verdict for McGovern and awarded zero damages. The circuit court denied Peach's motion for a new trial. The
appellate court reversed and remanded for a new trial on damages, ruling that postaccident vehicle photographs
were inadmissible without expert testimony connecting vehicle damage to Peach's injuries and that the verdict
was against the manifest weight of the evidence. The Illinois Supreme Court reversed the appellate court and

affirmed the circuit court.
DISPOSITION

reversed
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