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PER CURIAM.
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Affirmed. See Case v. City of Miami, 756 So. 2d 259, 260–61 (Fla. 3d DCA 

2000) (observing that “motion to disqualify should be made with reasonable 

promptness after the party discovers facts which lead to the motion”) (quoting 

Transmark, U.S.A., Inc. v. State, Dep’t of Ins., 631 So. 2d 1112, 1116 (Fla. 1st DCA 

1994)); Zayas-Bazan v. Marcelin, 40 So. 3d 870, 872-73 (Fla. 3d DCA 2010) (“A 

party can waive his right to seek disqualification . . . by failing to promptly move for 

[it] upon learning of the facts leading to the alleged conflict.”); Lackow v. Walter E. 

Heller & Co. Se., Inc., 466 So. 2d 1120, 1122 n.2 (Fla. 3d DCA 1985) (critical point 

in time from which to assess undue delay and waiver is when movant is on notice of 

conflicted firm’s representation of opposing party in “particular case”); Balda v. 

Sorchych, 616 So. 2d 1114, 1116 (Fla. 5th DCA 1993); cf. Key Largo Rest., Inc. v. 

T.H. Old Town Assocs., Ltd., 759 So. 2d 690, 694 (Fla. 5th DCA 2000) (affirming 

grant of disqualification, “[a]lthough other trial judges may have arrived at a 

different conclusion, the ruling entered in this case is supported by the evidence, 

well reasoned, and did not offend existing statutes or case law”).


