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SUMMARY

The Third District Court of Appeal of Florida affirmed the county court's ruling in favor of Citizens
Property Insurance Corporation. The court held that the appellant abandoned an issue by presenting no
argument addressing the trial court's ruling and cited statutory requirements governing assignment
agreements, including indemnification and hold-harmless provisions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the trial court's ruling should be affirmed where the appellant presented no argument explaining
why the ruling was incorrect on an issue.

2. Whether an assignment agreement that fails to comply with the statutory indemnification and hold-
harmless requirements of section 627.7152 is invalid and unenforceable.

HOLDINGS

1. An appellant who presents no argument explaining why the trial court's ruling is incorrect on an issue
abandons that issue on appeal.

2. An assignment agreement that does not comply with the requirements of section 627.7152, Florida
Statutes, including the requirement that the assignee indemnify and hold harmless the assignor, is invalid
and unenforceable.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An appellant who presents no argument as to why a trial court’s ruling is incorrect on an issue has
abandoned the issue.”

“An assignment agreement that does not comply with this subsection is invalid and unenforceable.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion does not recite the underlying material facts. It concerns an assignment agreement asserted in
litigation involving property insurance and a restoration company, including the agreement's compliance with
statutory indemnification and hold-harmless requirements.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Swift Response Restoration appealed from the County Court for Miami-Dade County. The Third District Court
of Appeal affirmed without an explanatory opinion, citing authority concerning abandonment of unargued issues,
interpretation of assignment agreements, and statutory compliance requirements.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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