
Amendments to Florida Rule of Civil 
Procedure 1.510 (Summary Judgment) 
The Florida Supreme Court recently adopted amendments to Florida Rule of 

Civil Procedure 1.510 (Summary Judgment) on its own motion.  See In re Amends. 
to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510, No. SC20-1490 (Fla. Dec. 31, 2020).  The amendments 
adopt the federal summary judgment standard articulated by the United States 
Supreme Court in Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317 (1986); Anderson v. 
Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242 (1986); and Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. v. 
Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574 (1986). 

The Court invites all interested persons to comment on the amendments, 
which are reproduced in full below. All comments must be filed with the Court on 
or before March 2, 2021, with a separate request for oral argument if the person 
filing the comment wishes to participate in oral argument, which may be scheduled 
in this case. If filed by an attorney in good standing with The Florida Bar, the 
comment must be electronically filed via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal (Portal) 
in accordance with In re Electronic Filing in the Supreme Court of Florida via the 
Florida Courts E-Filing Portal, Fla. Admin. Order No. AOSC13-7 (Feb. 18, 
2013). If filed by a nonlawyer or a lawyer not licensed to practice in Florida, the 
comment may be, but is not required to be, filed via the Portal. Comments filed via 
the Portal must be submitted in Microsoft Word 97 or higher. See In re Electronic 
Filing in the Florida Supreme Court, Fla. Admin. Order No. AOSC17-27 (May 9, 
2017). Any person unable to submit a comment electronically must mail or hand-
deliver the originally signed comment to the Florida Supreme Court, Office of the 
Clerk, 500 South Duval Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1927; no additional 
copies are required or will be accepted. 

 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

 
IN RE:  AMENDMENTS TO FLORIDA RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 
1.510., CASE NO. SC20-1490 
 
RULE 1.510. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

  (a) – (b) [No Change] 
 
  (c)  Motion and Proceedings Thereon. The motion must state with 
particularity the grounds upon which it is based and the substantial matters of law 



to be argued and must specifically identify any affidavits, answers to 
interrogatories, admissions, depositions, and other materials as would be 
admissible in evidence (“summary judgment evidence”) on which the movant 
relies. The movant must serve the motion at least 20 days before the time fixed for 
the hearing, and must also serve at that time a copy of any summary judgment 
evidence on which the movant relies that has not already been filed with the court. 
The adverse party must identify, by notice served pursuant to Florida Rule of 
Judicial Administration 2.516 at least 5 days prior to the day of the hearing if 
service by mail is authorized, or delivered, electronically filed, or sent by e-mail no 
later than 5:00 p.m. 2 business days prior to the day of the hearing, any summary 
judgment evidence on which the adverse party relies. To the extent that summary 
judgment evidence has not already been filed with the court, the adverse party 
must serve a copy on the movant pursuant to Florida Rule of Judicial 
Administration 2.516 at least 5 days prior to the day of the hearing if service by 
mail is authorized, or by delivery, electronic filing, or sending by e-mail no later 
than 5:00 p.m. 2 business days prior to the day of hearing. The judgment sought 
must be rendered immediately if the pleadings and summary judgment evidence on 
file show that there is no genuine issuedispute as to any material fact and that the 
moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. A summary judgment, 
interlocutory in character, may be rendered on the issue of liability alone although 
there is a genuine issue as to the amount of damages. The summary judgment 
standard provided for in this rule shall be construed and applied in accordance with 
the federal summary judgment standard articulated in Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 
U.S. 317 (1986); Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242 (1986); and 
Matsushita Elec. Indus. Co. v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574 (1986). 
 
 (d) – (g) [No Change] 
 

Committee Notes 
 

[No Change] 
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