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CONCURRING OPINION

While I concur with the opinion of the majority of the Court in this case, I

respectfully submit that there is a lack of uniformity and certainty in the cases which

discuss the proper ratio of additurs or remittiturs to jury verdicts. [e.g. Foster v. Amcon

International Inc., 621S.W.2d 142 (Tenn. 1981); Guess v. Morrey, 726 S.W.2d 906

(Tenn.App. 1986); Anderson v. Latham Trucking Co., 728 S.W.2d 752 (Tenn. 1987)]. 

Perhaps the best way to reconcile this case with other similar cases is to place the

emphasis on determining whether or not the additur or remittitur would result in an

award not only proportionally different from the jury verdict but also substantially

different in absolute terms.  That is to say, verdicts of relatively small amounts of money

might be granted additurs or remittiturs of greater percentages than verdicts of relatively

large amounts.  The verdicts in this case were modest, so that the additurs do not

substantially alter the end result.

CONCUR:

__________________________
Lanier, Sp. J.


