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 PER CURIAM. 

                                           
1  Did not participate in oral argument.  
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 Concluding that there was no genuine issue of material fact in this appeal of 

a summary judgment order on the legal malpractice action below, we 

affirm.  See Weisser v. Dolan, 253 So. 3d 49, 51 (Fla. 3d DCA 2017) (“This Court 

reviews summary judgment orders de novo, and summary judgment is only 

appropriate if there are no genuine issues of material fact and the moving party is 

entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”) (citing Volusia Cty. v. Aberdeen at 

Ormond Beach, L.P., 760 So. 2d 126, 130 (Fla. 2000)).  “It is well settled that a 

cause of action for legal malpractice has three elements: ‘(1) the attorney's 

employment; (2) the attorney's neglect of a reasonable duty; and (3) the attorney's 

negligence resulted in and was the proximate cause of the loss to the 

client.’” Weisser, 253 So. 3d at, 51-52 (Fla. 3d DCA 2017) (quoting Sure Snap Corp. 

v. Baena, 705 So. 2d 46, 48 (Fla. 3d DCA 1997)). 

 Affirmed. 
 


