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SUMMARY:

The trial court erred in finding in favor of two neighboring landowners on their respective trespass claims: the plaintiff did not offer any evidence of substantial, noneconomic loss resulting from the defendant’s alleged conduct of indirectly trespassing onto the plaintiff’s property by way of spraying weed killer, which damaged the plaintiff’s bamboo; and the defendant presented insufficient evidence that the plaintiff had acted intentionally with regard to planting bamboo on the property line, which had then spread onto the defendant’s property.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND JUDGMENT ENTERED
JUDGES:
OPINION by DETERS, J.; CUNNINGHAM, P.J., CONCURS and ZAYAS, J., CONCURS IN JUDGMENT ONLY.
