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I concur in the learned Majority’s decision to affirm in this case. Unlike
the Majority, I do not believe that Appellants have waived their argument by
failing (in the Majority’'s view) to provide legal analysis or appropriate
citation (see Majority Memorandum at 3). I believe that Appellants have
advanced an argument that is legally sufficient to enable a merits review.
Upon such review, I do, however, concur in the Majority’s result, given our

highly deferential standard of review in cases where a trial court has denied
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a weight of the evidence challenge made to a jury verdict. See generally

Commonwealth v. Widmer, 744 A.2d 745 (Pa. 2000).




