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Bernard S. Shapiro, Judge.
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Bef ore COPE, LEVY, and FLETCHER, JJ.

PER CURI AM

This is an appeal froma di sm ssal of an intervention action



for failure to tinmely file an amended conpl ai nt. Fi ndi ng the
di smi ssal too severe a sanction under the circunmstances herein,
whi ch involved the actions of the intervener’s counsel and not

his client, we reverse for reinstatenment. See e.q. Town of

Manal apan v. Florida Power & Light Co., 815 So. 2d 670 (Fla. 4th

DCA 2002); Rosenberg v. Mller, 453 So. 2d 885 (Fla. 3d DCA

1984) . Upon remand, the trial court may consider inmposing a
nore appropriate sanction upon the attorney.
Reversed and remanded with directions to reinstate the

acti on.



