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PER CURIAM.



Although we are sympathetic to appellant’s personal tragedy, it is well-

settled that “in appellate proceedings . . . the burden is on the appellant to 

demonstrate error,” thus, we affirm.1  Applegate v. Barnett Bank of Tallahasee, 

377 So. 2d 1150, 1152 (Fla. 1979); see Steele v. Fla. Unemployment Appeals 

Comm’n, 596 So. 2d 1190, 1192 (Fla. 1st DCA 1992) (“The burden of properly 

presenting a case to this court for review must therefore remain squarely upon the 

litigant, whether represented by counsel or not.”); see also J.A.B. Enters. v. 

Gibbons, 596 So. 2d 1247, 1250 (Fla. 4th DCA 1992) (“[A]n issue not raised in an 

initial brief is deemed abandoned.”) (citations omitted).

Affirmed.

1 “In Florida, pro se litigants are bound by the same rules that apply to counsel.”  
Stueber v. Gallagher, 812 So. 2d 454, 457 (Fla. 5th DCA 2002) (citing Kohn v. 
City of Miami Beach, 611 So. 2d 538 (Fla. 3d DCA 1992)).
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