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SUMMARY

The Florida Third District Court of Appeal affirmed the circuit court's judgment in an appeal involving
Eric Dickstein and Owen Trepanier against Richard C. Walker and others. The court cited Florida's
amended summary-judgment standard and principles governing interpretation of contractual
covenants.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from a circuit-court judgment, apparently involving summary
judgment and interpretation of a contractual covenant.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The opinion applied the amended Florida Rule of Civil Procedure
1.510 summary-judgment standard: summary judgment is proper when
there is no genuine dispute as to any material fact and the movant is
entitled to judgment as a matter of law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the circuit court properly entered or otherwise sustained summary judgment under Florida Rule
of Civil Procedure 1.510.

2. How the contractual covenant should be interpreted, including whether its language must be read as part
of the entire agreement.

HOLDINGS

1. The circuit court's disposition was affirmed under the amended Florida summary-judgment standard.

2. A contractual covenant must be interpreted from the expressed intent shown by the language of the
entire instrument; an individual contractual term may not be read in isolation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under the amended rule, summary judgment is appropriate where ‘there is no genuine dispute as to any
material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.’” (at 1)

“the correct test for the existence of a genuine factual dispute is whether ‘the evidence is such that a
reasonable jury could return a verdict for the nonmoving party.’” (at 1)

“When interpreting a contract, the court must first examine the plain language of the contract for evidence of
the parties' intent.” (at 2)

“Moreover, it is well settled that a single contractual term must not be read in isolation.” (at 2-3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion contains no substantive factual recitation. It indicates that the appeal involved interpretation of a
contractual covenant and the application of the amended summary-judgment standard.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The appeal was taken from the Circuit Court for Monroe County, where Timothy J. Koenig presided. The Third
District Court of Appeal affirmed the circuit court's disposition without a separate factual analysis.
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