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PER CURIAM.

Tesoro Property Owner’s Association, Inc. appeals an order granting a
temporary injunction in favor of Tesoro Commons, LLC (“the property
owner”). Because the trial court failed to make sufficient factual findings
to support the injunction, we reverse.

Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.610(c) mandates that “[e]very
injunction shall specify the reasons for entry.” This Court has held that
strict compliance with rule 1.610(c) is required. Eldon v. Perrin, 78 So. 3d
737, 738 (Fla. 4th DCA 2012). Before granting a temporary injunction,
the trial court must make clear, definite, and unequivocally sufficient
factual findings showing that (1) the movant will suffer irreparable harm
unless the injunction is entered; (2) there is no adequate remedy at law;
(3) there is a substantial likelihood that the movant will succeed on the
merits; and (4) entry of a temporary injunction will serve the public
interest. Am. Learning Sys., Inc. v. Gomes, 199 So. 3d 1076, 1082 (Fla.
4th DCA 2016); Concerned Citizens for Judicial Fairness, Inc. v. Yacucci,



162 So. 3d 68, 72 (Fla. 4th DCA 2014); Eldon, 78 So. 3d at 738. Failure
to make specific findings as to each of these four elements is reversible
error. Wade v. Brown, 928 So. 2d 1260, 1262 (Fla. 4th DCA 2006).

Here, the property owner concedes that neither the oral ruling nor the
written order contains sufficient findings to support entry of a temporary
injunction. The trial court failed to make any findings that the property
owner will suffer irreparable harm unless an injunction is entered, that
the property owner does not have an adequate remedy at law, or that the
entry of an injunction will serve the public interest.

Accordingly, we reverse the temporary injunction and remand for
further proceedings.

Reversed and remanded.

GERBER, C.J., CIKLIN and LEVINE, JJ., concur.

* * *

Not final until disposition of timely filed motion for rehearing.



