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PER CURIAM.



2

Affirmed.  See § 83.561, Fla. Stat. (2018) (requiring purchaser to serve notice 

of termination on tenant, such notice advising, inter alia, that tenant’s rental 

agreement is terminated on the date of delivery of the notice, and that tenant’s  

occupancy is terminated thirty days following the date of delivery of the notice); 

Igbinadolor v. Deutsche Bank Nat’l Trust Co., 215 So. 3d 192, 192 n. 1 (Fla. 3d 

DCA 2017); Redding v. Stockton, Whatley, Davin & Co., 488 So. 2d 548, 549 (Fla. 

5th DCA 1986).  See also Applegate v. Barnett Bank of Tallahassee, 377 So. 2d 

1150, 1152 (Fla. 1979) (holding: “When there are issues of fact the appellant 

necessarily asks the reviewing court to draw conclusions about the evidence. 

Without a record of the trial proceedings, the appellate court can not properly resolve 

the underlying factual issues so as to conclude that the trial court's judgment is not 

supported by the evidence or by an alternative theory. Without knowing the factual 

context, neither can an appellate court reasonably conclude that the trial judge so 

misconceived the law as to require reversal. The trial court should have been 

affirmed because the record brought forward by the appellant is inadequate to 

demonstrate reversible error”).   


