STATE OF. FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL REGULATION
DIVISION OF FLORIDA CONDOMINIUMS TIMESHARES AND NMIOBILE HOMES

IN RE: PETITION FOR ARB!T.RATION :

Rebin Humphrey and

Marsha Humphrey, o
Flled with

‘ Arbiiration. Section: .

V. o Case No.'2008-04-0230

WAR 30 2009

Petitioners,

. Carriage Park Condomlnlum
Assomatlon Inc., - . Div.of FL: C@ndes, Tlmeshclres & MK
_ Bept ‘of Buslness & Professional Rag.
Respondent. ' :

FINAL ORDER

,Sfatement of the'lssues -

This case presents 'fhree separate issues. Fifst, whéﬁi.é'l" Ré'sﬁ'ohdent Carriage
Park Condorninlum Assotigtion, Ine: lmproperly removed concrete “pavers’ and lndoor -
outdoor carpetlng which, Petitioners, Robin Humphrey and Marsha Humphrey. had placed
on common elements: Seeend, whether Respondgnt jrhad_e'a waterial alférati@ns and
" additions te commioh elemients Without approval of the memb‘e'rs'hip.'. Third, whether

Respondent willfully failed toallow inspection of efficial records.

| | Procedural History _
~ Om: July 2, 2008; Roebin Humpl;[r,ey ié;n'd Marsha Humphrey filed & fF{et‘j_tim for
Arbitration -agairist Carriage Pa:fk medorﬁiniiim Ae‘;so'ciaﬁoh, Int:i..}s‘éfekinfg an erder to allew
Petitioners: to maintain, pavers and indeor-outdoer carpet on commen ‘elements; to require
removal of a coguing bou‘l,cie_r in front of unlt 601:to '_reg_‘uiré. fermoyal of coquina bo.u!‘de'rs.

 lécated along the entry. road into the condominium; to require remeval of hose racks from



cohdo,min’iﬁm bui!din’gs;-fo. requite the production of .official records and payment of
-s'tat_ut‘pry' déma"geé for failure to. éllé‘w. .i:n'spectio’m'-; ‘and gwérding I.at;tm'm'e,ys fe.eé' éﬁd costs
incu];réd in arbitréi‘tié)n. An Brder Requififig AhsWer was entered on July 22, 2008. An
Ariswer dnd Affifiative Deferises to the Petition was :'.ﬁ[‘e'd? en Septerﬁber 22, 2068. -On
Octeber 14, 2008, an Order ’.l.-liofidi"mg-ease in Abeyance was. 'en‘tgn_;a,d to alléw ﬁbr';reéqrds
production and settltjan{ehii djsfcqs‘s_iﬁnsf.i On Dece’mb:‘er 22,2008, @ Pre-Hearing Oider was -
entered scheduling a final h‘e‘arimg_'.as to all issues except-delivery of the: requested
records, and requiting the filiig of witness anci-eXhib‘it lists: and copies of all exhibits -
intended to be intiodiiced at the ﬁnalilh'e‘aﬁng. After-a.je'ir;]t' m‘é.t_i'a‘n for (-:Qn‘ninuérice_, the final
hearing was rescheduled fﬁ;&r 'Fébruary 26, 2009, with tﬁe..re,qpnir_ed ﬁ’lingst‘dué_ on February
16,2008 o - ' |
Respondent filed its. witness and exhibit ‘Iist, with copies Qf-;’th'e,"exhibits-'on F-'e:b‘mar.y
16, 2009, Petitioners did. ﬁei’t,- fiigke & similar filing of provide copies to R’e‘s_bon‘cf_ierit, Qn
February 19, 2009, Respendent fited a 'Motion 1o Dismiss for the failure of Petitisnets to
comply with the pre-heari_mg orders. This mation. was-renewed on February 23»,.‘?3200;9., On
February 24, 2008, P:ef,ifi@ﬁé;rfs: filed a compact disc fie#ﬁéSéfitéd ioﬂ"ﬁ:fc;lﬁ-fa'ih copies of
phetegraphs of;the é‘dn‘dﬁrﬁih‘l&"m' | . | |
‘A Final Hearmg was held on. February 26, 2009. At the outset of the; hearirg, the-
arbitrator conSIdered the Motlon to Dlsmiss pursuant t@ Rule 61B-45 036(1) Flonda .
Adrinistrative Code, for ,Pet_l.tt.oner-_s’ failufe to ~qomp!y:wﬁh:tb.e order for pre-heating filings.
As a sanction for '.t-h,e- vi‘dlatiem. th’e'.ar;t;)itl?at'er'ruléd ﬂj'at?che ‘compaet di‘s‘g ﬁle{j Febriiary 24,
2009, wOuid'_nqt- I::ié‘ szdmjtted info evidence or :eoj'}'éi,dened by the arbitrator, but that

Petitioners -could intreduce any documents: previously filed, ‘including Reéspeonderit's



ekhibits. Additiena'lly, 'b_aeed.upOn the: photographs -subrttitted By Respond'en't, the
arbitrator summarily ruled that Respendent had notl made migterial dlteratiops and
additions to common. elements thout approval af the membershlp The: pérties were
given until March 20, 2@09 to file written submms;ens pursuaiit 1o Rule 61B-45.039(6),
Flofida Administrative Cede. Eash 'p'arty'did file a propgsed .ﬁ@.‘a'l order.

- Stetememt of the Faiets

' Concrete Patio on Common Elefnent.

1. . Petmonere are. the gwrers of Unit 105 of Carriage Park Condomlntum in
Melbourne, Florida.

2. Respondent is fhe’ Assaciation responsible: for the operatier'r and
maintenance of Cari"iage Park Ccedcminium .

3. | Petitioners meved into their unit when the bmldmg was new: Shortiy after
'movmg in they constructed a patic: outsrde of the unit, Iabuttlng the lanai of ‘the urit, The -
patlo consisted of four rows. of ten comcrete: -squaree( pavers ) appremmetely teni inches
on each’ side. This was! dene after seeing similar patios: for other units anc;l ,lnfer_r;r_rai
disct.tssion with the site mafiagt eiployed by the developer. |

© 4. - Before the: patio was installed the ground immiediately outside the lanai's

sliding -cfl'o.erfcgc_él'eted of dfainage stones extending about twerity inches -Uutfft‘:remt the wall.
'.thre drainage stones r.en ai’t)rl'g the wall ‘fo_rrfthe length of the .‘build'ing': A.narrqweedg.e-éftﬁe-
same stones was placed Tel@ngi',the 's'ifcfies'-'ef‘_Pet"rt'i'or;tere"‘..i;'iétib_. : |

5, Qn Jine 3@ 2003, the *propert-y manager seht alettei’to Petitioners ‘ad-vis‘i'rtg'
that the cement-slab was 6n comimon property arid would have: fo be rémoved or

) approved by an archltectural committee. An appllcatlon fof approvel was rejected because



alteration of the common &lements would require: a votetiof;".'l.O‘C:)-% of the m‘étﬁbefs_hjp, A
follow-up letter of Jidly 23, 2008, :agéin advised they would bé‘irequ_i‘rjed:‘tﬁ;‘ ‘rem‘dy.‘e"tﬁé -'p'atio :
addition. | |

B. Pefitioners’ request for éh extension @f tithe was granted by‘ the property
manager because turnover from the devéloper to a mew board of directors was scheduled
for September 23, 2003. |

7. Petitioner,-Robin. Humptirey, took a seat of :fheﬁﬁs't'boafr‘d",cjf_-di‘rfeétt)rs*. While
he served on the board, .‘ijtjjél'\_&je'em‘pted to get unit oﬁn‘er-'appfr.eyal. for perch siabs on the
common elemernits adjac’e'm.t ’L@. the units. In March 2004, tfie beard was uinable to get a
quorum for mem‘b,el".st%ip approval of the slabs.

8. Robin I’.—lum'ph‘EeES( ‘ser.ve_‘d.dn the board until aanﬂy‘QOﬁ@;

9. In 2006, a corifragior painting the exterior of the building damaged
Petitioners’ patio. In approximately _Be’cehber 2006, Petitioners 'r_e-plac;e'di the éiama_ged
patio:with new. conerete squares :e,@yering' a larger area, Without e draifage stone border.

10. Before Pefit.ic;nérs :r.él:,;u'i'[t? the patio, fhéyjlié_d d disguission with the: president
of the board abolt t__he-'typef of sf;oﬁe that would be Used and eoneluded that hie did not -
dis‘égree with their proposed replacement. Trlle,l- president Was u'l'fld'ef‘fﬁ'ea?fmpi?ES'si@'mf'tﬁqy
had- gotten "wﬁﬁé_'lm-:app.roual for ‘installation éf. the initial p‘."o"..t'i'i.a and asked fo -see: the
*d'o'c»:mmén_ts:- o |

1. . OnApil 14,2007, Res‘pﬁc‘m"denf-sejn't;'a'\'/icj-l'atien Notice: requi'riﬁ‘g ihe concrete
. patio to be }e'mciv‘éd b_‘y-.»A,pnil‘ 26, 2007. The Vielation 'thf,c;;e; also .requiifed_nemoval of
carpetffiagring material that had been placed ofi the. limited fc—idfrimtan element sidewalk

leading tothe frant of Petitioners’ unit. -



12. In April 2007, ‘fh.‘e association alsé admée-a mire .oth’el?-,unit'ebv.vner.e_' that the_ir
conérete patios op the common‘element'v.vould have. to: b‘e:'removed- S—even of the.patios
were removed by the unit ewners w1thout=addrt|onai enforcement efforts

13.. On-or about May 11,, 2007 Respondents representatlves remaved the patio
and carpeting fro'm outside Petitioners’ unit. The -'co.neretef pavers. were. réturmed to
Peétitioners. | | |

Material Alteration, of Common Elements by:As,soéief’tjon. o

14, The.-associééion ‘pi'acéc:i deco'rat"ive coqniné b'oul'd'e're o'n‘ the '[and'scep'e of the
common elements, lnstalled storage 'racks for-water hoses: Also the assomation mstatled
speed bumips, traffic sigris-aleng :i‘nt’eri'or roadways of the. candominium, and smaller Wh'ite
rocks. marklng the edges ofthe-road, ‘ o

- Request'to lnspect Oﬁ" cial Reoords

15.  On May 24, 2007, Petitioners’ attorney mailed a; .r;e'qoest' to. inspect -official

records. The request quotedsubsections 718.111(12)(a)i+10, 18 and 14, Florida Statutes,

and ftems a-- d. of stbsection11. [t additionally re.quested.-—ffne?'i‘oijoir_\iing:

a. All commlttee records and minutes' '
b. Al records whiich establish any vote by: the membership: for alteratlon
of tHe:i conifrion eléements. |
C. All corfespandence, including e-malils to ar fromn all board memmbers:
. forthe past'seven years:
~d Al correSpondence e-malls to or from the Department of Business:

- and- Profgssional: Regulatlon
16. -On May 25, 2007,. Respondent-s -aﬁomey-raﬁewered -oﬁ" cial r‘eeo'rds request.
letter, whxch had been reoelved May 23, 2007. The-answer offered to allow lnspectlon by

appelntment at ap- off SIte self-storage unit,-on any Wedn'e‘sda‘y beétween 5 00 p.m. and

7:00 pm or Saturday from 9:00 a.m. to 1 00 p.m., becanse: ‘the assocnation ‘had no



manager or gnah,agement office. The letter offered .t'_o. make the: Eecords available at a first
session on May 30, 2007. . )

17, Fuirthier .cbﬂﬁr{r.éspjﬁ'(:l;ncé between the afto;?mey's, for the ‘pé‘rt__Iési scheduled
inspection for June 23, 2007. Petitioners" aﬂbmey afténded the inspection.on that date at
the home of the board secretary and at the storage faeility. In his follow-up letter, datsd

'July 12, 2007, the-aitoingy reqlicsted copies of sixteen eategories of jréfc‘o"rt?;l_s,, requested
D
copies of acgounting fecords ffom the CPA, and listed five classies. of recerds that were not

available for inspection on Jung'23. .

18.. By letter of July 20,2607, the association éﬁc%n;'eyifa-ayised' that the ‘initially
requested copies totaled ,Sc;:_fri‘é:‘ 1,600 pages and that they ‘would- be {:_I‘él_'i;\_?é"re‘cij upon
payinent ef $400.75. ) -

19= The records, n@t avallable for inspecti@n en June 23 2007 aceording td

Petitioners were listed as:
1. Minutes of all meetings of the assomatlan ef the board of-
ditecters, and of unit ewners for the years 2005, 2@04 2003 2002
and 2001 (Jung24, 2001 1o December 31; 2007). .
2. All committee recofds and.minates. . -
3. All records "which -establish any vote by the membershlp for
alteration of the cominon glements. ST
4. Al correspondence, including e-mails ‘6, or from; all -béard
members for the past.seven years: (emphasrs in @ngfnal)
5. . Gomespondence to or fromi: the Dépatthrerit -of Business. and,
. Professional Regulation. cancemmg the alferation of the-common
‘ -elements .

. 20, Minutes for the meetings of 2005 were centinuously available at the
associatior’s welyssite. No evidence was presented that minutes exist ‘or were .qre';':ited for
meetings in 2001, 2002, or2003. The tevide}ncg establishes that no minutes: for meeting's

before tum=overin "S*eptem'ber 2003, were ever delivered to .‘t‘he-b@a‘nc:f of directars.



21." " Theonfly QViQé'mﬁéafqr n:1iriut'e.s*of‘theo.me'_eﬁl{lgs 2004 i‘é*-fhét"they-‘ were l.ast
known to Be in the clistody of Petitioner; ‘Rohim"-_l—i'u?niih[é% ora ﬁa‘a‘na‘gemerit cempany
" that had been terminated. |n &ithier case, tﬁere‘ wés no evidence: the assdgiation retained
or couid recreate copies-ofisuch r;e‘eorcis. |

22, Thereis ‘nd.e.\iid,er](:é:gf reéqrds for vcités by*them‘emﬁe;rﬁhibfﬁr alteration of
commen elements. The only testimany Was that attempts te ho"l_,d such votes -failed for lack
of a quorum, | | | . | |

23.  The testimony with fespect fo e-mails was that they exist only ori the
individual home computeré of board members. The a,‘ss_c')ci"r;i_ﬁdm; dees not have any policy

with regard. to transferring records. @ fiard copies of such sxmalls to 163. assagiation, nor
| was there evidence of ‘&h ,a's':se'eiat'ie"n e-mail -address of' & compliiter owned by the

association and dedicated to the 6p.aﬁaﬁ‘o_n of the: condém‘iriiu_m‘-. .

Conclusions of Law

The'DiviSib_n h’asijuris_dic-':tiqn over 'ihié matter ﬁ;uFS“uah‘f. to section 718.1255,
. Fiorida Statutes, over d,isp.uiEas: i:_fi:”\fO:l;Viﬁg alteration. of a cemmon element and failure to

allow inspegtion of books and records. |

_ Camc»:r‘ete: Patio on Common: Element
. "‘C’;b'r,%.]‘m'dn !elements” means’ the po.ri_ti_“o,.ns“ 6f the cendominiurm 'pn@pgrty.ngi
inc-:,ludéd in fhe units. S‘.e;:‘_t]gn‘ 74 8 .103(8), Florida .-S'té,tut,es'-.-

| Except as "athemv_is,e provided in the ‘dééla'raﬁon; as eriginally recarcled, section
718.110(4), Florida Statutes, prohibits, among: other ipiﬁgjsj, arhendments to the
declaration that m_aigasfiief[ly’ glier or miodify the .appuﬁtenan'ejés to 'the: un‘it', unless, all unit

ewners and lien helders join in-or approve the amiendment. Although 718.110(4), F.S., on



its face, speaks only to amehﬂmente-te"thei declétetiti.'rt that change the ep‘p‘ljr.t'enances;
this sectien!h‘a‘s'...eeme to be :un@enetoett as _pfrdtjib'i'ti,ta_g 'u'neptave‘e!' ‘changes 1o the -
appurtenances, regardiéss ef Whethet a particilar change- s acdofipatied, by.an
amendment to the c:ie.elavﬁati‘ont Caseades of Falling Waters . Rafus.e-, Arbitnati'ohr} Case
No. 00-1625, Sumimary Fifal Order _(Ma)} 4, 20013 |

| Rafuse held that the wnit ,ow.nfer must remove & ten foot by fourteen foot patio
cansisting of con:erete paver blocks, It follswed establish‘ed,;iﬁreeede'nt‘th‘at no _L:_rj'j_t:fgtz.g;r;q,e'r
_may»' convert an area _of" the common elements irto a ;ii;r'ﬁjife_ct comion elerneit, "or
“colonize” an area for his exeluei\‘ie use. Bogikes v. Wmdmn’l Vfﬂage by the Sea
Condominium Ass™, Atb. Case Ne. 97 0159, Final Order (June 30, 1998).

A eendomlnlum board Iacks authorlty to dive away pertlens of the comimon
eiements by _appmv.mg_f_stl:uetures ‘which effectively ,app_zrepnate‘ eommon areas for the
exclusive use and enjoyment in a single owner Kamiford: v Haﬁbeur Green
Condominium Ass'n, Aib. Case N0.93-0173, Finel' Order'(.G’etoﬁer 28, 1:‘-9.93')' (es'('p'eh's"ib'n
of limited commen element patio into common area) Rensen v. Hentage Landings

Condominium Ass'h, Arb Case: No 82-0307, Final Order (May 27, 1983) (unlt-owner

reas.@nab]y rely on .-opimieh's ‘ar verbal repre;sentat'iq_ms of a single eémiber of the, board
df‘ctire'cters to a_pﬁ‘rove'-fa patio, “

Petitien'er's have raised the equitable‘f-defen‘se of Iacihe'e based upon 'the lapse of
time the assomat:on has' allowed patios to remain on cendomlnlum' common elements .
Laches is an eqwtable defense which weighs the tetallty of the clrcumstances to

determine -whe_ther if. wiolild be fair to grant affirmative reliefte a party. Petlt:onets knew



that modification of the patio in- 2006 reqtiifed a voie of the membership, because
"Petitioner, Robin Humphrey, had. tried to obtain suth a viote for .t'hgé first patio.in 2004. In
light of Petitioners' knowlédgednd pattern of biehavior; it cannot be coricluded that it is
now unfair to enforce thie law fand the .'goverﬁihé documents. In any-event, because
Petitioners seek affirhative relief, they. cannot raise: a defense of‘laches
Material Alteration of Gomrmion Elements-by Assosiation
Photographs of the 'allggjedj alterations require, the cenclusion that they did not
interfere with the function of the common elements but. .G_Cimﬁlgeﬁjented the landscape
maintenance and road funetions. Thus, they were not material alterations: which:
_ required membership 'ap’ﬁf‘gwéi’. ‘S, Girsch v. Whisper Walk 8ection E Ass'h,, Ine., Arb,
. f . B 1
Case No. 97-0305, Order.Dismissing Arbitration Pefition (November 26, 1997). In
G{‘fsch, the arbitrator held that landscape managemerit decigions aré properly left to
business judgment .of board of directors. The sarie 'Ib'g'i'c: applies 'to- maintenance: of
- traffic-and safety on interiot road_wéysof the condominium.
R_éqw'e's’f'to Inspect Official Recards;
Sectlon 718, 111(12)(b) Florlda Statutes, prowdes
The official records of tHe association shall bie mamtalned wnthln the.
state. The records. of the assotiation shzll be made avallable to. a
unit ownek within 5 working days after receipt of a written request.__
by the board or its deSIgnee This paragfaph.may be- compllec! withy
by taving. a. copy of the official records of the asscolation available
for inspecfion or copying on the condomlnlum ‘property: or
association preperty
- Seetion 718.11{12)(c), Florida Statates, provides, in pertinent part:
" The official tecords of the asseciation are-epei fo inspegtion by any
assaciation miember or the authorized representative of such

member at all reasonable tines, The rlght 1o mspect the: records
ineludes the right to make or obfain COp[ES' at the reasonable



expense, lf any, of the association member The assomatson may
make reasenable rules regardmg the: frequeney, time, location,

notice, and mariner of record inspections: afid cepying. The failure,
of an assodiation 1o provide: records ‘within 10 workmg days after
receipt of :a written, request‘ shall create a rebuftable presumption
that the :assoeiation wHIfully failed fo cemp]y with this paragraph: A
unit owner wha is:denled access to official récords is entltled to the
actual: damages of mifimdim damageSn for the asseciation®s; wilffuil
failure to comply with this. paragraph. The miinimum-damages. shall
be.$50 per ¢alendar day up to 10 days; the calguiation fo begin on'
the 11th working day after receipt of the written request.

Because the statute: p,rbxﬁi’dés for a mgnetary penalty, it must be strictly
construed. The peﬁa!ty provision applies onl-y b(c) fa'ii,e_re {6 makg available afficial
records described i_n‘sec;t.ien 718111 (12) Florida: A‘Sta_’tu't'es-, It does not epp[y to réco:nds
that have not been erested, or doclihents the ‘Associatien :ﬁni‘ght’ obtain but would not
normally receive, such as copies: of negotiated checks. | )

Resp_oﬁdeﬂt made available a date and place for inspection within ten. days after
receipt of the request to inspect efficial recerds., Pefitioners ;sfel;ééfed»ea later daté: so that |
they could be accompanied by' their -attorney.. The -'eVide'n'e'e" fdils to establish that
Respondent wdlfully failed o3 prowde access for inspection 'of records within the $tatutorily
required time. See, Gosseliit v. Sand Casﬂe Condominium, Ass., Inc Arb, Case No. 02-
5465, Final Or.{:ler(.Dﬁeeer;m’ber '1;’8_7 2002) (association did sontact .c‘o‘Un‘s'eI for the-petitioner
-a’ﬁd'-at’femif -fci:=st-‘;r'1'e'du|ejfa 'tim'e“for-l"l'im. to revie\.n_'i the raécords in a timely manner). |

' 'Tﬁ‘e. e\iiﬁe'ﬁe'e' did ret establish the .éxi‘s,te,ﬁee_. of official reeords iri the félio‘Wiﬁg
categories; ' |
1. Minutes of \én meetings of fie assdciation, of the board of
direetors, and of Unit ewners for the years. 2005, 2004, 20083, 2002
and 2001 (June 24, 2001 to December31, 2001). -
2. All committee:recotds and minutes. :

3. All records which establish any ‘vote: by the membershlp for
alteratlon &f the gbmmoen elernents .

" 10



5. Cerrespondence to. or from- the Department of Busxness. and
Professional Regulatlen concernlng the alteration of the commen
elements.

Although fallure to have and mamtam these records, may bea \nolatlon of section
718.111(12), Florida Statutes ’that Viclation is net anissue in. thls arbltratlon case. In the
ordinary case fall'Ure-to' maintain a record does not give rise 'tfa & claimfor money damages
. for failure to produce the non-emstent fecard. Br@wn V. Wel!mgton L Condommtum Assn.,
Inc., Arb. Case No. 94-0363 Final Order (February 20, 1995) ifrihis case, thie ewdence of
changes of management and of Bodrds of directors explains the Jack 't_:),f such records in
such a way thaf failure to pt@‘du:ce ithém cannot be fotifid to be a Wwillful refusal te- comply
witH the statute. |

E‘—M';ails

The ‘ermails. requested in. this :case are ‘those eﬁi’étih'g‘, if at all, '@nrthe- p.e.rs,onnai '
computers. of individual diféttérs., ‘These -are not official records of the ‘cbﬁd_ﬂo‘min'iu'm
association. The property of an individual director does: At bé;c_::(:_tﬁé the. preperty of the
associatiory because of.his-OfﬁC,e-om? the board. | ‘

Justas a 'stgtg'tnjeﬁt by an 'individual directar caﬁn@t-..ﬁ,iﬁé-‘fha-'bQé’r‘d_, ane-mafl from
orto a difector, |s ot afre'cr:érct Qf.tt]e_ association.” Even if directors communicate amoeng -
themsalyes by e-riail strings' or chains; about .thg, "aéé_fafi@ﬁ ofthe 'a’s's‘oéiati'o‘_rt,,_'th‘e-!s'tatl.‘ls
of the-electronic:commu rjicat_t.n an t_hétr*pe‘r‘.sen.etl ;cbtnpufer:weuid' '{:tptfc'tt_ange..

Si'rni[érly; an. ‘e-'mait to an indivfdual director ot to. all directors étS' a':grouﬁ,-'ad_dressed

must be us,o be.c—:,a_mise thefe is ho obligation fora. direttor to tum Yelg :pe[soga_i compuf't_er’with

any-regularity, arto apen and read e-mails before delefing them.

11



Because there is no. evideniee the esmails requested by ;P—et‘ifin‘er's _e_yer b_ecame
official reeords, there can be. no ‘pena[ty-for'failurezto allow inspeetitn 03;'thei’.ﬁ'-1

Based én the foregeing, it is ORDERED *'tin"at-. i?et‘itie_h‘ets requests for relief ‘are
denled ' . | .

DONE AND ORDERED this: 30th day of March 20@9 at Tallahassee L.eon

7/ w/ /

7 -f_/fri,///
BruceA Campbell (Ibitrator
Dept. of Bus. &.Pref: Reg
Arbitratiori Section. .

1940 North Mohntoe Stiaet
'Tallahassee F!@nda 32399- 1@29

Co.umty, Florida.

Trlal de movo and Attorney’s Fees
Thls dECISIOI'I shall be blnding on the partles unless a 'cempialnt for trlal de

Statutes. As prowded by sectlon 718 1255 Flonda rStatutes 'the prevallmg party in
this proceeding is entitled 't have the other party pay reasonable costs and
attorney's fees. Any stich feqiiest inust-be f' led wrthln 45 days, ih aceordarice with
Rule 61 B-45 048, F. AC

G_ertiﬁcate of Service

| hereby certrfy that'a trie and. correct copy of the-feregeing final erder on default
has been sent by U. 5. Mail'to the followmg persons on thrs 30th day of March 2009

~ John A. Leklem, Esq.
1800 North Orange Averiue:
.Surte C

. Oflando,FL 32804

James E. Olsen; Esq .
Wean & Malchew

646 East Colonial Drive:
Orlando, FL 32803 -

Bruce A, Campbel[ L" '

! The canclusion may be different i the assoclatzan owRs a, computer an which management
conducts business’ mcludlng g-iails (analogous to governmerit public rec:ords) ar if e-marls are
printed up and passed .aroundfor discusswn at-a board meeting.
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