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Case should be reopened Nunc pro tunc due to the way the lawyer supposed to represent -
ting the Condo Association and the Statc of Florida not bringing forth the evi(fcnce in
truth to the fact that the board members who were charged, along with the irresponsible
acts on the part of the Association, all appeared and still do, for the protection of the

developer,

Neither the state nor anyone else gave the condo owners notification to respond to the
final decision until some thirty days after the decision. The state says the Association
won, yet the Association is the one fined. As a shareholder I challenge this because the

Association is the people, not the board.

It appears the Association attorney was protecting the board members, five of whom
favor the developer and not the shareholders. It is therefore imperative that this case be
heard according to nun¢ pro tunc and also for attomeys to be responsible according to the
fourth paragraph of their oath of office.

The Division of Florida Land had the power to enforce and ensure compliance with
Chapter 718. 501(1) (c) and (d) 1, 3 and 4. It ia their duty to do so for the Association
which just happens to be unit owners and shareholders. Sce insert nunc pro tunc,
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