
DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
FOURTH DISTRICT 

 
ANGELA PANOSYAN and SERGEY PANOSYN, 

Appellants, 
 

v. 
 

CITIMORTGAGE, INC., 
Appellee. 

 
No. 4D15-2508 

 
[May 31, 2017] 

 
Appeal from the Circuit Court for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit, Palm 

Beach County; Howard H. Harrison, Senior Judge; L.T. Case No. 50-2011-
CA-009908XXXXMB. 

 
Bruce Burk and Kendrick Almauger of The Ticktin Law Group, P.L.L.C., 

Deerfield Beach, for appellants. 
 
Shaib Y. Rios of Brock & Scott, PLLC, Fort Lauderdale, for appellee. 
 

PER CURIAM. 
 
 We affirm the judgment of foreclosure, but reverse and remand for a 
determination of the correct amounts owed in interest and escrow 
advances because those awards were not proven by competent substantial 
evidence. 

 The total amount of damages sought by Bank was $258,213.36, which 
included amounts for the principal balance, interest, and the escrow 
advance balance.  To prove these damages, Bank introduced two loan 
payment histories and had one of its witnesses read from the proposed 
final judgment not admitted into evidence.   

 We conclude the principal balance awarded in the final judgment was 
supported by competent substantial evidence, namely one of the loan 
payment histories.  However, neither the interest nor the escrow advance 
awards were supported by competent substantial evidence.  “The 
appropriate remedy is to reverse and remand the judgment for further 
proceedings to properly establish the correct amount due and owing.”  
Hovannesian v. PennyMac Corp., 190 So. 3d 681, 682 (Fla. 4th DCA 2016); 
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see also Peuguero v. Bank of Am., N.A., 169 So. 3d 1198 (Fla. 4th DCA 
2015).  

Affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded. 
 
CIKLIN, C.J., GROSS and CONNER, JJ., concur. 

 
*            *            * 

 
Not final until disposition of timely filed motion for rehearing. 

 


