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PER CURIAM.

Affirmed.  See Lago v. Costco Wholesale Corp., 233 So. 3d 1248, 1250-52 

(Fla. 3d DCA 2017); Encarnacion v. Lifemark Hosps. of Fla., 211 So. 3d 275, 278 
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(Fla. 3d DCA 2017) (“Parenthetically, we note Ms. Encarnacion's belated testimony 

that the substance on the floor was ‘oily,’ ‘dirty’ and ‘dark,’ even if true, as we must 

assume for our purposes here, is insufficient to create a jury issue.  For such 

testimony to create a jury issue, the testimony must be accompanied by a ‘plus,’ 

namely some additional fact or facts from which a jury can reasonably conclude that 

the substance was on the floor long enough to have become discolored without 

assuming other facts, such as the substance, in its original condition, was not ‘oily,’ 

‘dirty’ and ‘dark.’”).


