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PER CURIAM.

The claimant, Emma Murray, appeals the Judge of Compensation Claims’

(JCC) order awarding an attorney’s fee in strict accordance with the guideline formula

set forth in section 440.34(1), Florida Statutes (2005).  The appellant’s constitutional



2

challenges to this statute, as significantly amended in 2003, were considered and

rejected in our recent decisions in Lundy v. Four Seasons Ocean Grand Palm Beach,

31 Fla. L. Weekly D1663 (1st DCA June 20, 2006); and Campbell v. Aramark, 31 Fla.

L. Weekly D1966 (1st DCA July 24, 2006).  Accordingly, we are constrained to

affirm the JCC’s award of a reasonable attorney’s fee based on the statutory guideline

formula.  See Wood v. Fla. Rock Indus., 929 So. 2d 542 (Fla. 1st DCA 2006),

granting motion for certification, 929 So. 2d 545 (Fla. 1st DCA 2006).

As in Wood, Lundy, and Campbell, we certify the following as a question of

great public importance:

DO THE AMENDED PROVISIONS OF SECTION 440.34(1),
FLORIDA STATUTES (2003), CLEARLY AND UNAMBIGUOUSLY
ESTABLISH THE PERCENTAGE FEE FORMULA PROVIDED
THEREIN AS THE SOLE STANDARD FOR DETERMINING THE
REASONABLENESS OF AN ATTORNEY’S FEE TO BE AWARDED
A CLAIMANT?

We AFFIRM the JCC’s order on trial attorney’s fees and costs and DENY the

motion for appellate attorney’s fees.  The issues on cross-appeal are affirmed.

WOLF, LEWIS, and THOMAS, JJ., CONCUR.


