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Plaintiff alleged Defendant sold a defectively designed trailer, which failed, causing damage to the trailer and the energy transformer being hauled. Defendant

denied liability and alleged Plaintiff’s comparative fault, but did not question the amount of Plaintiff’s damages. The jury found for Plaintiff and awarded 100%

of its requested damages ($694,550). The trial court did not award prejudgment interest, finding that Plaintiff’s claim was not certain due to the liability

dispute.

The court of appeals reversed, holding that Plaintiff was entitled to pre-judgment interest. A party with a liquidated claim is entitled to pre-judgment interest as

a matter of right. A claim is liquidated if the evidence furnishes data which if believed, makes it possible to compute the amount with exactness without

reliance upon opinion or discretion. The fact that Defendant denied liability, or in the alternative, argued that Plaintiff was comparatively negligent, did not

render the damages unliquidated, because the amount of damages was never in dispute.

40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700 |  Phoenix, Arizona 85004 |  602.263.1700 |  jshfirm.com |  Page 1

https://www.jshfirm.com/practices_industries/appeals/

