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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that

a true and correct copy of the foregoing

Final Order has been provided by Certified Mail to: Yanling Wang, 5621

Kimberton Way, Lake Worth,

Orange, CA 92865; and by U.S. Mail to: F. Scott Boyd,

FIL 33463; and 2679 N Glenside Street,

Administrative

Law Judge, Division of Administrative Hearings, The DeSoto Building,

1230 Apalachee Parkway, T

e-mail to:

Chad Dunn,

allahassee, Florida 32399-3060; and by

Assistant General Counsel, at

chad.dunn@flhealth.gov; and Diane L. Guillemette, Assistant Attorney

General, at diane.guillemette@myfloridalegal.com, this ’ day

(
of % , 2019.
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