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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not err when it failed to rule on defendant’s motion for reconsideration of its judgment overruling defendant’s objections to the magistrate’s decision because a motion for reconsideration of a final judgment is a nullity. 
The magistrate did not abuse his discretion when he admitted a form transferring responsibility over utility payments to defendant into the evidence despite defendant’s claim that her signature on the form was forged because the magistrate was allowed to compare the allegedly forged signature with defendant’s signature on other documents in the record and could have concluded that allegedly forged signature was defendant’s.
The magistrate did not err when he allowed plaintiff-landlord’s damages claim to continue after plaintiff-landlord’s eviction claim was dismissed because there is no indication that defendant-tenant requested a dismissal of the damages claim and because the damages claim was separate from, and independent of, the eviction claim.
JUDGMENTS:
AFFIRMED  
JUDGES: 

OPINION by BOCK, J.; KINSLEY, P.J., and CROUSE, J., CONCUR.
