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IN THE COUNTY COURT OF THE ELEVENTH JUDI Cl AL Cl RCU T,
IN AND FOR M AM - DADE COUNTY, FLORI DA
CASE NO.: 2020-021636-CC-0
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VS.
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requires transcript of copies to be obtained
fromthe Court Reporter unless the Court rules
ot herw se.
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(Thereupon, the follow ng hearing was hel d:)

THE COURT: Okay, 175 Northeast 55th Streer
versus Franklin Dale, et al, case nunber
2020- 021636- CC-05. Woul d you pl ease announce your
appear ance?

MR. BRADFORD: Qmar Bradford with the law firm
of Genovese, Joblove & Battista. | amhere with ny
associ ate, Elizabeth McIntosh and we are here on
behal f of the Defendants, District Live Agency and
Franklin Dal e.

THE COURT: Thank you. And on behalf of the
Plaintiff?

M5. ZALMAN. Good afternoon, Hillary Zal man on
behal f of plaintiff, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC
| am acconpani ed by attorney Arnaldo Velez. And ny
client is here as well representing the Plaintiff,
Danita Levitt.

THE COURT: Ckay, good afternoon. And | see we
have Ms. Lisa WIson our court reporter, good
afternoon to you as wel | .

THE COURT REPORTER  (Good afternoon.

THE COURT: Okay. So we are here today on --
Defense has filed a notion to determ ne rent, the
amount of rent due. It is the defense notion, so

what | wll do is allow --
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(Audi o | ost due to technical issue.)

(Audi o resuned.)

M5. ZALMAN. -- and at l|ast hearing | thought
this was Defendant's notion to determne rent in
response to our notion, not to change order, just for
procedural posture.

THE COURT: Wait, let nme see. Let ne go back
here. So this was previously heard?

M5. ZALMAN: Yes, we continued to today to all ow
nore tine.

THE COURT: Oh, okay. Hold on. Let ne refresh
ny nenory then. G ve ne one second. So | have here
that the last tine it was notion for default? W
were trying to get a default in the case?

MR. BRADFORD: That is correct, your Honor.

That is what was previously heard. And that notion
was deni ed.

THE COURT: Right, | don't have any indication
that we dealt with the notion to determ ne rent.

MR. BRADFORD: No, we have not, your Honor. And
the notion that Counsel just referenced is not set
for hearing today, her notion for funds to be put
into the court registry.

THE COURT: Ckay. Let ne see.

M5. ZALMAN: | think we discussed at the |ast
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hearing though, was it not? That we needed the
evidentiary, or Orar, am| mxing the two?

MR. BRADFORD: |'mnot sure, | just know that
your notion is not set for hearing today, but mne
I S.

THE COURT: Yeah, the only notes -- |'mjust
going back to the notes that | have fromthen in the
MOD, | just have the notion for default is what we
heard. kay, so the Court has not nade any rulings
regarding to the to determne rent. | just wanted to
make sure. Ckay, so if that is the case, then I'I|
all ow the Defense to proceed with the notion. And
t hen --

M5. ZALMAN.  We propose that it's the same, for
us the sane argunent.

THE COURT: Wat do you nean, the sane argunent?

M5. ZALMAN. The notion to determ ne rent,
versus the notion to order funds. For us, it's the
sane argunment so | have no issue. Just bringing it
to the Court's attention. | thought his nption was
In response to ours as a piggy-back.

MR. BRADFORD: Well, to be crystal clear, and
that's not conpletely incorrect, but our notion to
determine rent, the full subject or style of that is

a notion to determne rent to be zero, or a notion to
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dism ss. So, you know, functionally our argunment is
that for a variety of reasons, which I'll express
here today, that there is no rent and accordingly
this matter should be dismssed. The issue of funds
being paid into the Court registry is a separate

| ssue for which Counsel has filed a notion, but that
notion is not set for hearing today.

THE COURT: And | understand that, but | think
in determning the rent anmount, the Court would be
det erm ni ng how nuch should go into the court
registry, if any.

MR BRADFORD: Right --

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: And to the extent your Honor
wants to consider that issue here today, we have no
objection. Utimtely, they are very nuch rel ated.
But, if | may, may it please the Court?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. BRADFORD: Ckay, this is Omar Bradford,
Genovese, Joblove & Battista. You know, the
I nteresting thing here and we have submtted it in
our notion is that this case is, your Honor,

i nextricably intertwined with another circuit court
action, or with a circuit court action that is styled

5501 Nort heast Second Avenue, LLC V. District Live
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Agency and there is a counterclaimthere that we
filed that is District Live Agency and Beverage G oup
versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC and Little
Hai ti Devel opnent Partners, and Mallory Kauderer.
The Plaintiff here, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC,
their parent conpany or closely related conpany,
could be one or the other, they do a | ot of
sw tcheroos here with the conpanies, but we'll say
It's the parent conpany, is the counter-defendant in
that other action, Little Haiti Devel opment Partners.
Now, | raise that because Little Haiti Devel opnent
Partners and Mall ory Kauderer are being sued in
counterclains to evictions in the aforenenti oned
circuit court action, as well as two other actions
based upon noneys owed to ny client, Franklin Dale,
who is here in the court today, not only for services
rendered, which are well docunented, but pursuant to
these entities theft o absconding or taking of funds
back or based on their representations to the federal
governnment to be applied to the business of
Churchill's Pub.

This case, you Honor, just |ike the other
rel ated cases really all center around Churchill's
Pub. Churchill's Pub is the ol dest bar in M am - Dade

County. |It's a place that pursuant to | ease
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agreenents, so ny client is the | essee at the pub and
there are agreenents that his status as | essee of the
pub make hi m not just the operator of the pub, but
have an ownership interest in the pub as well.
Everyt hi ng was noving along with a collective plan to
devel op out a live nusic sort of venue district where
the parties were working together and had been
wor ki ng together for years, and part of that working
t oget her were agreenents that the noneys that were
owed by Plaintiff, inthis case Plaintiff's
principals to ny client would be -- could be paid in
one of two ways. One, they could be paid in cash,

but if not based on the fact that ny client |eased
mul tiple properties in this area, they would serve as
prepaynent on rents. There is no confusion as to

t hat what soever.

Well, then unfortunately for all of us the
pandem ¢ happened. And particularly unfortunately
for those in the live nusic, you know, venue
operation business. As we all know that they were
hit al nost the hardest, and continue to be hit very
hard. The subject business of Churchill's Pub
remai ns unopened today. Now, we know that bars have
reopened, but there has been a canpai gn of

restraining nmy client's trade by violating the
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subj ect lease with respect to the liquor |icense,
letting it |apse, detaching it fromthe property.
There has been just a series of retaliatory acts that
have taken place here, your Honor, after ny client
provided to -- or provided and provided authority to
Mal | ory Kauderer to utilize debts owed to it for
purposes -- so debts owed to ny client to the extent
of $128, 000, which is basically as a vendor to the
business. My client is owed $128,000, and agai n,
that coul d have been paid in one of two ways, cash or
t he prepaynent of rents, but instead it was utilized
to receive funds fromthe governnent under the Cares
Act .

So the Plaintiff in this action's principal
applies for Cares Act funding, used -- specifically
notating that it's getting these funds to pay back ny
client. Instead -- now, they are successful as to
that, and they received the funds into their account,
but the day they received, it June 12, 2020, they
went in and then they went out. Were did they go,
your Honor? They actually did not go to the
busi ness, they went to the parent conpany, the Little
Haiti Devel opnment Partners of the Plaintiff here
today. Accordingly, ny client nade witten demand

for those funds to cone into the business or to
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otherwi se get a use of -- a recitation of how those
funds woul d be used, and that is [argely what brings
us here today. In retaliation for that demand, ny
client's have been evicted across properties.

Now, that's just sone background for you, your
Honor, sort of about the big picture here, but the
smal l er picture here, the nore narrow picture here
I's, the reason that | say that this case inextricably
intertwwned with that circuit court action is because
-- again, that case is styled 5501 Northeast Second
Avenue, LLC. V. District Live Agency, that the | ease
underlying that action, your Honor, which I have here
today and we've submtted to your Honor to the extent
that this is an evidentiary hearing, even though it
was not previously noticed as an evidentiary hearing,
but in any event, you know, we are prepared either
way because we know that we've got the docunents and
exhibits that reflect a very easy and narrow fact,
which is 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC., as you wl|
see does not have a |ease. They did not attach a
| ease to any of their pleadings. The reason why
there is no | ease, your Honor, is ny client was not
specifically leasing from 175 Northeast 55th Street,
LLC. And in fact nmy client was not | easing the
property at 175 Northeast 55th Street. M client
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only cane to be operating an office out of that space
after the properties, one of the properties that is
subject to this | ease was condemmed by the City of
Mam .

So again, Franklin Dale is the operator,
owner/operator at Churchill's Pub, he is | essee and
there is a lease that reflects such. Reflects that
the only business that can be done at the property is
t he operation of Churchill's Pub. Adjacent to the
pub -- so basically, just to the back, was a separate
structure whose address is 215 Northeast 55th Street.
That separate address where the operator of the
busi ness used as an office was condemmed by Cty of
Mam . Mllory Kauderer also owns the property at
175 Northeast 55th Street. It was agreed that while
the property for which is under a different |ease,
right, for which they are paying rent, while that is
condemmed that they would nove the office operations
over to 175 Northeast 55th Street. Now, that doesn't
mean that suddenly a separate anount of rent is owed
there. No. They were already paying rent at,
essentially at 5501, so accordingly to the extent
that any rent would ever be charged at 175, then that
woul d be doubl e dipping. Then that would be two --

applying two rents for one purpose, right, because
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the office was behind the pub, it got condemed, so
the new office was across the street.

And they know this. And this is just part of
retaliatory, sort of notive that is going on here.
But in any event, your Honor, there is evidence of
this obviously because there is no | ease, right,
there is no agreenent that ny client signed, and you
know we have reviewed the affidavit by Ms. Danita
Levitt, which is just chock full of inconsistencies
and things that are just sinply inaccurate. There is
no tenancy agreenent with ny client on a
nont h-to-nonth basis here, there is only the | ease at
5501, and that |ease -- so just yesterday, your
Honor, and | want to nmake this clear at the onset,
just yesterday, your Honor, we began a hearing in
circuit court for a notion the deposit funds into the
court registry, slash, notion to determ ne rent, and
in that hearing -- it was an evidentiary hearing and
Danita Levitt, the person that provided the affidavit
that is before your Honor, she testified in direct
exam nation as to these circunstances. Utimtely,
and you know what, | want to nake this clear while
we're on the topic, she testified in direct
exam nation as to circunstances that are again

i nextricably intertwwned with this action, so they
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all relate to the sane | ease, yesterday and today,
circuit court and here in county court, but | want
the Court to be aware that following nmy nultiple

obj ections to her being coached in a Zoom heari ng,
the judge abruptly recessed the hearing and it's set
to be continued tonorrow in person in court.

M5. ZALMAN: | object to that whol eheartedly.
There is no evidence Ms. Levitt was being coached. |
do know t hat Counsel indicated that because it was
Zoom he thought she was taking to soneone and M.
Levitt responded |'m | ooking over at mny conputer
screen. She has a double screen. So | do object to
t hat .

MR. BRADFORD: | appreciate to that Counsel, but
just to be clear, | said | objected to her being
coached and then the judge abruptly recessed the
hearing, which is unobjectionabl e because that's what
happened. But the only point that I'"mmking to the
Court right nowis -- and I'mnot certain again if we
are proceeding with an evidentiary hearing here today
or not. W are prepared either way, but it wasn't
noticed as an evidentiary hearing, but | believe the
Court nust closely nonitor the Plaintiff's w tness
because it's certified fact that she is not in that

roomalone and it's ny position and with the
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obj ection of Counsel noted, that she was being
coached al ong the way yesterday. So after what
occurred yesterday | don't believe that their w tness
or their deponent can be trusted in a zoom setting.
But that's neither here or there.

THE COURT: Al right, M. Bradford, just really
qui ckly, this affidavit that you're tal king about,
the affidavit that | see on the docket is -- | see an
affidavit as to |l oss sumons, but in this case is
there another affidavit that |I'm not seeing?

M5. ZALMAN. M. Bradford is referring to
Plaintiff's affidavit of nonpaynent.

MR. BRADFORD: It was filed June 23rd, your
Honor .

THE COURT: GCkay. Wit, hold on. Oh, it was
just filed. Go ahead, you can proceed. | just
wanted to nake sure | had the right docunent.

MR. BRADFORD: No, thank you, your Honor. So,
you know, the reality is we don't believe that this
heari ng shoul d proceed today because it's our firm
position that it is beyond question that the property
that is the subject of today's hearing in fact part
and parcel to the |lease that is the subject of the
circuit court action. And because we're in the

m ddl e of an evidentiary hearing as to whether or not
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-- or to what extent rent should be paid into the
court registry, it is not appropriate for us nove
forward here until it is determ ned how nuch, if any,
rent is to be paid in that circuit court action. And
we'll also seek a specific determnation fromthe
Court that this property at 175 Northeast 55th Street
is a part of the |ease, or should be considered a
part of the | ease pursuant to the condemati on of the
office at the pub and the replacenent for purposes of
operating the pub into the property at 175. To the
extent that both courts were to order ny client to
pay into the court registry, we just believe that
woul d essentially result in a windfall to the
Plaintiff here, which would be inappropriate.

THE COURT: kay, and let ne nake sure, does
5501 circuit court case, is that the address of the
pub?

MR. BRADFORD: That is in fact the address of
t he pub, your Honor, yes.

THE COURT: GCkay. And you're saying is at that
address where the pub is at, that's the property that
was condemed?

MR. BRADFORD: Correct.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: There is an associ ated property
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-- it's all on the sane sort of plot of |and, but
there was a separate, yet adjacent space that was --
that served as the office. And the address for that
I's 215 Northeast 55th Street, but it's essentially
all the sane right there.

THE COURT: kay --

MR. BRADFORD: The City of Mam -- and we're
prepared to provi de your Honor --

THE COURT: Ckay, because of that condemmed
property, the office he's using there, you're saying
that is why he's using the 175?

MR. BRADFORD: That is exactly right, your
Honor .

THE COURT: GCkay. And so the 175, the sane
owners of 175 are the owners of 55017

MR. BRADFORD: That is correct, your Honor.

THE COURT: (kay.

MR. BRADFORD: That is why --

THE COURT: (kay.

MR. BRADFORD: Yes, your Honor. So the |ease at
5501 covered the operation and ownership interest at
Churchill's Pub, but also to the adjacent buil ding of
the pub that served as the office. Now, In
April 2019 the building across the street |ocated at
175 Northeast 55th Street was conpl etely del api dat ed.

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o~ W DN P

N D N N NN BB P P P PP PR
g A W N P O © 0 N O 0o A W N P O

HEARING June 30, 2021
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 18

In fact, it was occupied by a drug-addict vagrant,
squatter named Dexter d over. However, the building
| acked el ectricity, air conditioning, water, you
know, functioning plunbing. It was essentially a
nere sheller. So while | wish | could tell you, your
Honor, that this was sone sinple eviction matter,
it's far fromit. This is in fact a cultural war and
In many ways a sign of the times. Sone, not nost --
and probably only a fraction of landlords during this
pandem ¢ have | et greed and perceived desperation get
t he best of them

THE COURT: GCkay. Let ne ask you this, so at
t he 5501 property that has the office that your
client was in, was there -- there was an agreenent
that he would use the 175 spot -- property, because
of bei ng condemed?

MR. BRADFORD: That is correct, your Honor.

THE COURT: | just wanted to nake sure that |
was right about that -- or that is what | heard you
say. (kay, and so the hearing in the circuit court
case is to determ ne how nuch rent is due at the
condemmed property?

MR. BRADFORD: Well, it's the lease -- it's how
much noney id due to paid, if any, to the court

regi stry under the subject |ease. That |ease, your
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Honor, covers -- yes, it covers the condemmed
property, as well as the pub.

THE COURT: Ckay --

MR. BRADFORD: So the answer to -- the sinple
answer to your question is, yes.

THE COURT: And for this 175 property, you're
saying there is no | ease because | guess it's nore of
a tenporary property while this other property is
condemmed?

MR. BRADFORD: That is exactly right, your
Honor, it's a tenporary property while the property
I s condemn. Now, again renenber the property in and
of itself was -- at 175, was conpletely dil api dat ed,
conpl etely uninhabitable. The fact that they are
suggesting in their affidavit that they were charging
rent during the tine that this place was a conplete
den of iniquity is --

THE COURT: And you're tal king about the 175
spot ?

MR. BRADFORD: Yeah.

THE COURT: You're saying also, this is a
di | api dated property?

MR. BRADFORD: Yeah. Again, so renenber, these
are folks that are doing business wth one another in

vari ety of ways. So what happened after the -- what
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happened was determ ned after the property was
condemmed over here is that okay, they needed sone
place to work out of, but the place at 175 was
conpletely dilapidated. So ny client actually
perfornmed renovation services as to that property at
175 to the extent of $76,000, which resulted in
further rent credits, prepaid rent credits. There
was never an invoice for any rent due at 175. There
was never any notice that -- of sone expectation of
rent being paid, because everyone knew that this was
not only a replacenent, so therefore the rent that
was being paid at 5501 covered the rent at 175, but
also ny clients were doing 75 -- you know, ultimately
in what resulted in $76,000 in renovations to that
property. The fact they are turning around know ng
that this isn't even its own individual property
subject to its own |lease, they know that it's subject
to the 5501 property. They know that ny client did
$76,000 in renovations for property that he doesn't
own. Certainly, he's not in the business of doing
pro-bono work or charity work for these folks. The
fact they turned around and tried to evict him
separately out of this place shows you the
retaliatory nature, and shows you why this is not

just a sinple eviction unfortunately.
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And it all goes back to, again, ny client's
bl ow ng the whistle to the m sappropriation of the
Cares Act funds. |t began when Ml |l ory Kauderer,
ai ded and abetted by Danita Levitt, the M dguard
G oup and others on ny list, used ny clients, the
defendants, District Live Agency and Franklin Dale's
financial information listing the debts owed to him
and his entities in the amount of $128,000, not to
mention the 75,000 for purposes of getting snal
busi ness fundi ng. Taking advantage of the governnent
in a once-in-a-lifetinme pandem c.

Now, had they accurately utilized the funds for
which they reflected in the application, well then at
that point the 128,000 owed to ny client could have
been applied as rent credits, and again, all of this,
your Honor, we're tal king about a different case.

"' mactually nmaking argunents to you that are
actually the argunents in a different case, but in
any event, they've sort of forced us to do this. But
in any event, those funds woul d have been applied to
rents and they woul d have gone back to the business.
So it's really, the level of brinksmanship here is
remar kabl e the fact that they would go to these

| engths to retaliate against my client, shooting

t hensel ves dead in the knee for what reason | don't
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fully understand. But in nay event, this is the path
t hat they have chosen and this is why we are here
t oday.

U the bottomline is, you know, naturally ny
client put it in witing, conplained about the fact
t hat Kauderer, Levitt and the Mdguard G oup sought
to use his financial information for purposes of
enriching thensel ves through fraudul ent refinancing
schenmes with the bank, and again as a result it was a
summary eviction cross properties.

THE COURT: kay.

MR. BRADFORD: Today we're prepared to go
forward either evidentiary or non-evidentiary. This
has not been set as an evidentiary hearing. W
actually think that it would be inappropriate to do
so, but we defer to your Honor as a result, but you
know one thing is clear, the Plaintiffs and their
principals are towing the line of crimmnality, or at
the very least, a real estate broker, such as Mllory
Kauderer is violating Florida statutes and rul es and
regul ations regul ating the departnent of Business and
Prof essi onal Regul ation with these sorts of acts.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR BRADFORD: And --

THE COURT: Hold on, you -- is your notion --
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you just made the comrent that you think it would be
| nappropriate to go forward. To go forward on what?
MR. BRADFORD: To go -- we believe that, and | et
me be clear, thank you for that. W believe that
this case should be dism ssed, period. W believe
that this is -- there should be a dism ssal because
this is duplicative of a different action. But to
t he extent that your Honor was inclined to order any
funds to be placed into the court registry today, we
bel i eve that should be continued to a |ater date
because we need to understand what the circunstances
are in the 5501 action, and we wll| seek a
determination fromthe judge in this case and
counsel, Ms. Zal man, can work with ne, you know, we
can work together to nmake sure that the judge knows
that we are seeking such a determ nation as well.
And once we get a determ nation we believe that it's
going to be beyond question that the judge is going
to determne that the 175 property is a replacenent
for the office; but if the judge, you know, sort of
rul es otherwise, well then we can sort of go forward
because then this is an appropriate, separate action,
even though there is no | ease, and even though, you
know, ny clients are owed 128,000 in services, as

well as the 76,000 in renovations which woul d cover,
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you know, any anmounts potentially due and ow ng
anyway. But it would be nost appropriate for that to
be Crystal clear or we have duplicative results here
to the detrinent of ny client.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: So that is sort of our position
as to the possibilities here, but you know, we are
ready really for anything.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: The reality --

THE COURT: Ckay, at this point let nme hear from
Ms. Zal man.

MR. BRADFORD: Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT: Certainly. kay.

M5. ZALMAN: Ckay. Good afternoon. | respect
nmy cocounsel on this case, it has been pending over a
year. This is the very first time |'ve heard this
specific argument played out. |I'mglad that opposing
counsel just filed a copy of the 5501 |lease, it's
their evidence adm ssion 1, because that is a
different case, and if we're, you know, telling a
story, this is a story for separate evictions for a
failing tenant and this one has nothing to do with
the related -- unrelated properties.

We are tal king about other evictions that are
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happeni ng down the street, across the street, and
several buildings away, different property. The
| ease that opposing counsel filed just about half an
hour ago shows there is a 5501 |ease. There is no
mention of 175 in there. This issue of a very, small
condemed property on the back of the lot which is,
|"mnot going to testify for nmy client, was to --
Def endant chose to tear down, it was al ways a
condemmed, snaller property and they wanted nore
courtyard space. Unrel ated, separate entities,
separate actions. |If this was a shopping center, one
evi cti on happeni ng at address nunber one has not hi ng
to do wth an eviction happening at address nunber
four.

The other three evictions have bound-conmmerci al
| eases because they are larger properties. One is a
ni ghtclub, et. cetera, but none of three nention this
property across the street, 175, which is a separate
commercial lease. And honestly, if | refer this back
to just Florida statutes, first of all under Chapter
83, there is no requirenent that a | ease between
| andl ord and tenant has to be in witing. They can
have a verbal tenancy, and | can refer your Honor to
that portion. And pursuant to 83.232, if we are

tal king about determning rent, a determ nation of

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o~ W DN P

N D N N NN BB P P P PP PR
g A W N P O © 0 N O 0o A W N P O

HEARING June 30, 2021
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 26

rent is only supposed to be |imted under subsection
2, to tw factors. Factor one, is if the tenant has
been properly credited for any paynents made. And in
subsection2, which is little B, is what properly
constitutes rent between the agreenent between the
parties.

The 83.232 goes on that if the Defendant has
filed counter-clains, and here they're arguing other
clains, other actions, that in no way waives a
tenant's requirenent to put rent into the registry to
preserve those defenses and go forward. This again
has been pending for over a year and we vehenently
di sagree that there is a relation between these
properties.

THE COURT: Ms. Zalman, let me ask you this,
because |'m | ooking at the conplaint here, and | see
here it says, they entered into a nonth-to-nonth
t enancy.

M5. ZALMAN:  Yes.

THE COURT: What is the terns of the tenancy?

M5. ZALMAN: So back in April 2019, M. Dale and
the office conpany used this and they originally
agreed to make repairs and upgrades instead of paying
what woul d be | ess than nmarket rental rate. So that

was the agreenent, and then once those were
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conpl eted, they would still get to continue to pay
| ess than market rental rate. And | believe, and |
have ny client here to testify, that was supposed to
| ast about year and a half of repairs and upgrades
and then the discounted rate woul d conti nue
nont h-to-nonth. And what has occurred here is, they
did commence, there is no -- there is no di sagreenent
here that M. Dale did commence with repairs and
upgrades, which is fantastic, but at sone point
ceased. And upon requesting for any receipts, any
I nvoi ces which still haven't een filed today, they're
stating over 70,000 were done, we don't even have one
contractor agreenent, one proof of anything. So the
question is, how long do you think you are going to
stay? Wiat's really hard is, we have for evictions
pendi ng because they've just failed, these are failed
busi nesses, and ny client who has nortgages on all of
themis suffering. W haven't had rental incone on
any of themfor a long tine.

And the second --

THE COURT: Well, wait a mnute, for the 5501
property, there is no rent being paid?

M5. ZALMAN: There is no rent being paid, and in
fact the second nortgage for ny client, who is also

here today, is in default. The landlord is really

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com




© 00 N o o~ W DN P

N D N N NN BB P P P PP PR
g A W N P O © 0 N O 0o A W N P O

HEARING June 30, 2021
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 28

facing a hardship of |osing these properties and they
have been -- these cases have been pending for a | ong
time. They got stuck in the system You know, it
was hard to get evidentiary hearings or even extended
hearings. The courts are bogged down, | do not have
to tell you, and we are here today and to keep
extending this out, ny client could face foreclosure.

The fact is, and ny question is to the
Def endant, what date does he feel that he has to
vacate? But there is no end in sight.

THE COURT: kay.

M5. ZALMAN: W have term nated the
nont h-to-nonth, we sent a letter and he still has not
provi ded possessi on or any proof or invoices of what
has been spent on this property. | don't have one
I nvoi ce.

THE COURT: And so, just to make sure, | know
you said April 19th of 2019, that is when this
repai r/ upgrade agreenent --

M5. ZALMAN:. Yes, and he definitely did start.

THE COURT: Okay, so April of 2019, no rent has
been paid since then?

M5. ZALMAN. No. He was getting a
nmont h-to-nonth credit at bel ow market rental rate of

3,000 per nonth and the credit stops at about 45,000
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when ny client repeatedly asked, can you show us the
status of any permts pulled, any repairs, and
not hi ng was provided. So then they said, we are
going to swtch back to the 3,000 a nonth. The

mar ket rental rate is about 5,500, he didn't pay that
either and they said, we are going to term nate the
nont h-t o- nont h because nothing i s happening on this
property and we are financially suffering here.

THE COURT: Ckay, all right. | get it. | get
what you are saying, both sides. So what |I'm going
to do now, |'"mgoing to go back to M. Bradford, and
| believe you want to put on evidence as far as your
position? Because right now | just realized |'m
|l etting the attorneys talk, but you can put on
what ever testinony or evidence you want the Court to
consi der.

MR. BRADFORD: Ckay, just a couple quick
responses to what Counsel just nentioned. Again,
first of all, she is laying out the standard for the
Statute 83.232 as if to say her notion is at issue
today, it's not. W are here on our notion to
dismss, just to be crystal clear.

THE COURT: Well, | think that we have to be
clear, we are here on a notion to determ ne rent.

And | know that it says in the alternative, a notion
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to dismss. But renenber, to dismss | can only | ook
at the four corners of the A formand would have to
say that this case has to be dismssed. And if |

| ook at just the four corners of the Aform | can't
consi der anything else. So all this other stuff you
are tal king about would not be considered. So | do
not think that the Court would be in a position to
dism ss at this point.

MR. BRADFORD: And that is fair, your Honor --

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: We appreciate that.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. BRADFORD: And just for clarity, you know,
ours is a notion to determne rent to be zero, so
it's sort of, you know --

THE COURT: (kay.

MR. BRADFORD:. -- essentially a notion to
dismss. But with that in mnd, and | appreciate
that, your Honor, Counsel just suggested that
| medi atel y upon beginning the repairs to this
conpl etely dil api dated, uninhabitable, no water, no
el ectricity, no plunbing space that rent was supposed
to have been paid, and that ny client received sone
reduced anmount as to the rent, and that nmy client

actually agreed to that --
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THE COURT: Well, M. Bradford --

MR. BRADFORD: Yeah --

THE COURT: And | don't nean to cut you off, but
the only reason | say it here is now |'m goi ng back
and forth. | let M. Zalman speak because | gave you
an opportunity to speak. Right now you are naki ng
argunents that is not in evidence yet. So that is
why | am saying we can |let the witnesses testify so
t hen you can argue based off the evidence that is
before the Court.

MR. BRADFORD: Ckay, and that is certainly
understood. | did just want to nake sure that --
well, I'lIl just let ny client testify to it.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. BRADFORD: (Ckay. So at the nonment we will
call Franklin Dale.

THE COURT: Ckay, so M. Dale, would you raise
your right hand?

THE WTNESS: (Wtness conplies.)

THE COURT: Do you swear or affirmthat the
testinony you are about to give will be the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help
you God? You are nuted, sir.

THE WTNESS: Yes, | do.

THE COURT: (Ckay, you may proceed.
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MR. BRADFORD: Thank you.
Ther eupon,
FRANKLI N DALE,
was duly sworn and testified as foll ows:
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR BRADFORD.

Q Good afternoon, M. Dale.

A Good af t ernoon.

Q So are you -- you are famliar that you have
been |isted as a defendant in this case, which is styled
175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC versus District Live
Agency, LLC, and yourself, correct?

A That is correct.

Q And you also in nmy open | made reference to a
different case styled 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.
versus District Live Agency and the counterclains there
which is District Live Agency and the Beverage G oup
versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC., and Little
Hai ti Devel opment Partners. Can you tell the Court what
the nature of that action is, and specifically which
properties it involves?

A The action at 5501, is that correct?

Q Yes?

A It involves 215 Northeast 55th Street as well.

Q Ckay, but could you tell the Court all of the
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properties that are involved in that litigation?

A It’s 5501, 215 and 175, 55.

Q Ckay, so can you explain to the Court -- this is
a sinple, direct question. Wat is 5501 Northeast Second
Avenue?

A Churchill"s Pub.

Q Ckay. And what is, or what was | should say 215
Nor t heast 55th Street?

A That was the office, the working office for
Churchill's Pub.

Q Ckay. Can you pull up Exhibit 2?

MR. BRADFORD: Your Honor, | am going to have ny

associ ate share her screen for purposes of

i ntroduci ng a docunment into evidence that is rel evant

to this portion of ny client's testinony. |If that is

okay w th your Honor?

THE COURT: That's fine. It"'s show ng.

BY MR BRADFORD

Q Ckay. | amshowi ng you, M. Dale, what has been
pre marked as defendant’s Exhibit 2. Are you famliar
with this docunent?

A Yes, | am

Q How are you famliar with this docunment?

A | discovered this document while going through

the history of the unsafe structure |ocated at 5501
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Nort heast Second Avenue. \Wat | found is this is a notice
of unsafe structure that was actually delivered in 2018,
prior to me leasing the property. So they didn't share
the unsafe structure that our staff worked out of daily,
our pronoters our guests came into daily, they were
notified of this property being an unsafe structure in
2018 and never notified us of the building being unsafe.

Q Did you sign a | ease at 5501 Northeast Second
Avenue and this place 215 Northeast 55th Street on or
about April of 2019?

A Yes, | did.

Q And as a part of that |ease, or included in that
| ease were you able to occupy and utilize both the pub
space and the adjacent office?

A We did occupy it, but in July of 2019 we were
served with a notice of unsafe structure fromthe Gty of
Mam . | then becane aware that the property was unsafe
and, you know, | was quite upset about it for the fact
that we were also paying rent on an unsafe structure.

Q (kay, so at the tine that you signed the |ease,
Is it your testinony today here, sir, that you had not
been provi ded any notice as to the unsafeness of the
bui | di ng, which is addressed at 215 Northeast 55th Street?

A | was not aware of the condition of the

property.
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Q Wul d you have entered into this | ease under
these ternms had you known the unsafeness of this
structure?

A | would not. And it's worth noting, your Honor,
they also failed to conplete the 40-50 year
recertification, not just for that unsafe structure, but
also for the entirety of the property that | |eased. And
when | notified themthat | got this, you know unsafe
structure, that is when they decided to start taking
action in doing the 40-50 year recertification

MS. ZALMAN.  Your honor, for a noment |'mj ust
going to object. | don't understand the rel evance to
this Iine of questioning for this.

THE COURT: Sustained. You can go to your next
questi on.

MR, BRADFORD: Ckay, but | guess before we do
that, your Honor, we would Iike to nove what was
premar ked as Defense Exhibit 2 into evidence, and it
can be our Exhibit 1.

MR. VELEZ: Seens |ike hearsay. |'msorry, your
Honor .

THE COURT: Al right, is there any objection?

MR, VELEZ: Yes, hearsay.

THE COURT: M. Bradford?

MR. BRADFORD: This is a business record, your

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com




© 0 N oo o1 B~ w N

N N N N NN B PP PP PR R R
ol A W N P O © ® N o 0o A W N L, O

HEARING June 30, 20
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

21
36

Honor, relative to the business is the subject of

this action.

MR, VELEZ: That is a docunent issued by the
Gty of Mam, not his business record. So that is
not -- that does not qualify under the business
record exception to the hearsay rule.

THE COURT: So |I'mgoing to sustain the
objection. He's testified to the docunent, so the
information is there.

MR. BRADFORD: (kay. No problem your Honor
Can you pull up our Number 37?

BY MR BRADFORD:

Q Ckay, | am show ng you what we had premarked as
Exhibit 3. M. Dale, do you -- you have made nention of
Jul'y 2019 receiving notice of an unsafe structure, do you
recogni ze this docunment to be that notice that you
referenced?

A Yes, it is.

Q Ckay. And this docunent also reflects the need
for the 40-50 year recertification that you just mentioned
as well, right?

A That is correct.

Q Ckay, so what happened after you received this
notice in July of 2019 concerning this unsafe structure?

MR, VELEZ: Your Honor, | nust object to the
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formof the question it, it doesn't say it's an
unsafe structure. Besides, the docunent is not in
evi dence, so he is not able to ask questions fromit.

THE COURT: | think, M. Velez, | believe if |
remenber the |ast question, it was after receiving
t hi s docunent what happened next?

MR. VELEZ: That is about all he can testify to.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. BRADFORD: That's all we're asking.

MR. VELEZ: But his characterization saying that
the building is unsafe, that's Counsel's words, that
I's not actually what the docunent says.

MR. BRADFORD: It's beyond question that the
bui l ding i s unsafe.

THE COURT: Well, I'"'mgoing to sustain --
listen, | just need you all to stick with the facts
of the case here, okay. The question is, for M.
Dal e, after you received this notice, what happened
next? Let's go fromthere.

THE WTNESS: Understood. | notified the owner
Mal | ory Kauderer. Mallory Kauderer too
responsibility -- can you hear ne? Am| nuted?

THE COURT: | can hear you.

THE WTNESS: GCkay. Mallory Kauderer took
responsibility for the failure of the 40-50 year
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I nspection, and then requested that the 40-50
I nspection happen at the |ocation
THE COURT: Any other questions for hinf
MR. BRADFORD: Yes.
BY MR BRADFORD:

Q So once that happened, M. Dale, what was the
decision as far as renedying the office space that was a
part of the | ease?

A Wl |, we decided to nove to 175 Northeast 55th
Street to have that |ocation substitute the condemed
bui | ding, the unsafe structure as we continued to pay rent
full use of the property at 5501

Q Did you ever enter into any tenancy agreenent
with the Plaintiff in regards to the property at 175
Nor t heast 55th street?

A No we did not.

Q Was there -- Strike that.

Did you understand that you were paying rent,
vis-a-vis the |ease, at 5501?

A Yes, | did.

MR, VELEZ: ojection. H's nental inpressionis
immaterial, that is what he's being asked.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR VELEZ: And | nove to strike it.

THE COURT: Re-ask the question, M. Bradford,
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so | can hear.

MR. BRADFORD: |'mcurious. W are here in
county court, so I'mnot certain that the rules of
evidence apply, nor did we stipulate to such just to
be crystal clear.

THE COURT: Wait, wait, excuse ne? The rules of
evi dence apply in county court.

MR. BRADFORD: (kay, | apol ogize. But, in any
event, | will rephrase the question

THE COURT: Do you still need screen share?

MR. BRADFORD: No, you can take this down.

THE COURT: Ckay, thank you.

MR. BRADFORD: We will have other docunents to
put up in a bit.

THE COURT: Ckay.

BY MR BRADFORD:

Q But in any event, what was the agreenent between
yourself and the landlord with respect to your noving from
the building that had been noticed as condemed to 1757?

MR. VELEZ: | object to the formof that
question. There is no condemmation notice. This is
| mproper of Counsel using that term nol ogy.

THE COURT: We'll strike the condemmation notice

and just ask the question, please.
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BY MR BRADFORD

Q \What was the agreenent between the parties when
you noved from 215 Northeast 55th Street to 175?

A The agreenent was 175 woul d be replacing the
of fice under the [ ease of 5501 Northeast Second Avenue.

Q And what did that nmean in regards to any rent
that you mght pay with respect to 175 Northeast 55th
Street?

A We were already paying rent at 175 through the
Churchill"'s pub lease. W continued with the full rent
payment, not a reduced rent for the condemed -- or,
excuse, sorry about that, for the office area.

Q Ckay. Now, Counsel nade reference earlier to
sone renovations that were nmade to 175, can you speak to
those renovations that you made? Absolutely. You know
the property was, it was uninhabitable. It was, you know,
floor to ceiling trash and dog feces on the walls, no
running water, no electricity, no plunbing, no doors, no
copper, nothing. Absolutely nothing. But the building
was, you know, being squatted in by a vagrant and, you
know, we undertook making inprovements in order to even be
able to office out of there. So when we agreed to cone
over here, our landlord said they had an infestation of
termtes and they were going to tent to building. They

said that they would put air-conditioners into the
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building in order for us to make the transition, but when
the time cane, they welshed on ne and they didn't do
anything. They didn't put one dollar, not one dollar in
I nprovenents into naking this a capable space to
substitute for our office at Churchill"'s.
THE COURT: Ckay, if | could. | want to make
sure | get what | need. M. Dale, when you noved to
the 175, you said you continued to pay rent for the
pub whi ch included the office that you were paying
rent for; is that correct?
THE WTNESS: That is correct.
THE COURT: Gkay. Al right, go ahead.
MR. BRADFORD: |'mgoing to -- we are going to
share our screen. |'msorry bear with us, it's
| oadi ng at the noment.
BY MR BRADFORD

Q "1l show you premarked as Defense Exhibit 4.
M. Dale, are you famliar with the pictures that are
being scrolled on the screen right now?

A Yes, | am

Q And how are you famliar with these pictures?

A | took the pictures.

Q Ckay. And are these picture that you took of
the property which is the subject of this action here

today, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC ?
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A ['msorry, can you repeat it? | was focused on
the pictures.

Q Are these -- do these pictures fairly and
accurately depict the property that is subject of this
action at 175 Northeast 55th Street?

A They do.

Q When were these pictures taken?

A Approxi mately, between -- | want to say June and
July of 2019.

Q Bet ween June and July of 2019?

A Yeah, it was -- you know, there is sone ongoi ng
photos as we got area by area. You know, we started with
having to rent, you know, |arge dunpsters. You know, we
spent a lot of noney and a | ot of labor just trying to
clear their property, just trying to clean the property,
just trying to disinfect the property how bad and where it
was with |eaking water through the ceilings. | nean, we
have some videos that | didn't have -- you know, | don't
know that |'ve uploaded to show all the water |eaks com ng
fromthe second floor into the first floor. Al stuff
that, you know, the landlords are well aware of.

THE COURT: If | could ask, M. Bradford, from
what was stated prior to his testinmony | didn't think
that there was any dispute that M. Dale had nade

| mprovenents to the property and that he was supposed
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to be given credit for the inprovenents that were
made, am | wong?

MR. BRADFORD: | can't speak to the positions
that ny opposition takes here --

THE COURT: Well, hold on, M. Zal man, am||
correct?

M5. ZALMAN: Correct.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. ZALMAN. W stipul ate and agree and do not
object to the fact that M. Dal e has nade
I nprovenents and repairs to the prem ses and credits
wer e provided.

MR. BRADFORD: But the purpose of this, your
Honor -- |I'msorry.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MR. BRADFORD: The purpose of this, your Honor,
is to reflect the condition when he first began
maki ng the repairs. Counsel has nade the argunent
that rent, a separate anount of rent was sonehow
I mredi ately due and ow ng despite the fact that the
building's condition is conpletely dil api dated and
uni nhabitable. And this is being put into evidence,
your Honor --

THE COURT: No, but | thought Counsel said --

Ms. Zalman, correct nme if I’mwong, |let ne go back,
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was that when he noved in, in April of 2019, there
was the agreenent that he would be credited, it was
at a belownmarket rate for the work that he was doing
at the 175 |l ocation?

M5. ZALMAN:. Yes, your Honor, for about a
year-and-a-half’'s tine.

THE COURT: Right, for a year-and-a-half’s tine.

MR. BRADFORD: Right, but the point, your Honor,
Is that they cannot -- it is beyond reason to be
assessing rent. My clients would not have agreed to
t he assessnent of rent to be paid on sonething that
I s uni nhabitable. He was then at that point paying
rent to repair the Plaintiff's property. That
doesn't make any sense. M client was not paying any
rent sinply for the privilege to repair property that
he didn't own. That's their argunent, and that is
what | want to make clear, and that is what these
pi ctures are being put up to reflect, your Honor.

M5. ZALMAN:.  Your Honor, | think that if the
testinony that wll be provided is that the tenant
t ook possession a little bit before April 2019,
before the | edger started accruing. So they actually
were provi ded keys, which is standard in comerci al
properties, to start repairing even before. And I

don't have the exact date he was handed the keys, but
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we can ask, you know, on testinony about that.

MR. BRADFORD: Well, for starters, your Honor,
we would like to nove to enter what has been
premar ked as Defense Exhibit 4 into evidence.

THE COURT: Ckay, is there any objection to the
pi ctures?

MS. ZALMAN.  No, your Honor.

THE COURT: (kay, the pictures will be admtted
wi t hout any objection. So this wll be Defendant’s
Conposite 1.

MR. BRADFORD: Thank you, your Honor

(Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into
evi dence.)

BY MR. BRADFORD:

Q M. Dale, we've just scrolled through pictures
t hat have been entered as Defense Conposite Exhibit 1, can
you | et us know -- can you let the Court know whether or
not at the time that you received the keys, whatever date
that was, if that was pursuant to a separate |easing
agreenent that had ever been agreed upon by the parties.

A Can you repeat the question, Omar?

Q Sure. WAs there a separate |ease agreenent that
was agreed to for purpose of you beginning to have the
keys --

A No.
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Q -- at this location?

A No, there was not.

Q Can you repeat that, your answer?

A No, there was not. There was no separate
agreenent .

Q Wiy was there not a separate agreement? Because
Counsel is arguing that you had the keys and under
standard commercial real estate practice that once you
have the keys you, by definition, should have started
paying rent; isn't that right?

A | was already paying rent at Churchill's pub for
the office.

Q And therefore, what did -- when you were given
the keys for what purpose were you giving these keys?

A Well, | agreed to help clean up the property
first off because of the condition that it was in and our
need to have an office space for business. W had a
| arger strategy for growth of the area, we needed an
office area so | knew it could substitute for the
structure that we were in with the violation until we
renedi ed that, and then we could figure out what we were
going to do as far as a lease regarding 175 if we chose to
wite a lease at 175. But we first had to remedy our
of fice situation which we were paying our full rent on

Q We are going to share the screen to reflect sone

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com




© 0 N oo o1 B~ w N

N N N N NN B PP PP PR R R
ol A W N P O © ® N o 0o A W N L, O

HEARING June 30, 2021
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 47

additional pictures. | amshow ng what we have nmarked for
identification as Defense Exhibit 5, are you famliar wth
t hese pictures?

Yes, | am

And how are you famliar with these pictures?

| took the pictures.

O > O >

\WWhat are these pictures of ?

A Pictures of the office. Pictures of, you know,
the full renovation, exterior, interior.

Q When were these pictures taken?

A Over the course of 2019 into 2020.

Q I's this what the office |ooks |ike today?

A Yes, it is. You'll notice plunbing, from
toilets, to doors, to air conditioning units, to drywall,
you know, absol utely everything needed for the renovation.

Q And these pictures fairly and accurately depi ct
that, right?

A Yes, sir.

MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, we would like to nove
what was pre marked as Defense Exhibit 5 into

evi dence as Defense Conposite Exhibit 2.

THE COURT: Any objection?
MS. ZALMAN.  No, your Honor.
THE COURT: Ckay, so this will be admtted as

Def ense Number 2.
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( Thereupon, the exhibit was noved into
evi dence.)
BY MR BRADFORD

Q M. Dale, how nuch did you and your partners
expend for purposes of taking us fromthe pictures in
Def ense Conposite Exhibit 1 to the pictures in Defense
Composite Exhibit 2?

A Appr oxi mately $76, 000.

Q And how are you -- how do you know that that is
fair and accurate anmount of what you have expended?

A Because of our |edger.

Q Ckay. Have you provided your |edger reflecting
that amount to Mallory Kauderer and/or Danita Levitt?

A | have not.

Q Ckay, have you nmde them aware that the anount
that you guys spent in these renovations is $76,0007?

A Ch, | have.

Q And how did you make them aware of that?

A | submtted an affidavit with nmy |edger. |
believe it was part of the menmo of understanding as well.
When | | ooked to, you know, try to cone to the resol ution
W th these guys.

Q Ckay, let's back up. You nentioned a meno of
under st andi ng; what is that?

A That is correct. After, you know, finding out
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that Mallory had absconded the A funds and we had, you
know, some very contentious conversations where he
actual ly demanded ny financial records of not only 175 but
5524 Northeast Second Avenue, 5528 Northeast second
Avenue, and 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, so he demand the
four properties that | had that | provide himall of ny
financial records frominprovenents, for nmy concept,
renderings of my concepts, nmy pro forma budget; he
demanded all of that. And he stated that the purpose of
it was for himto refinance the package portfolio of al
the properties to the banks and represent ny inprovenents
as his own and to be credited into his opportunities own
fund program
Q Did you believe that he had admtted to you that
he was seeking to enrich hinmself based on your documents?
MR VELEZ: (bject to the form
MS. ZALMAN.  bj ecti on.
THE COURT: Sust ai ned.
MR, BRADFORD: |'Il restate the question.
BY MR BRADFORD:
Q What did you believe that to nean after M.
Bauderer told you that?
MR. VELEZ: ojection. H's state of mnd is
i mmaterial for purposes of this hearing.
THE COURT: Sust ai ned.
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MR. BRADFORD: Al right. ['ll nove on from

t hat .

BY MR BRADFORD:

Q But in any event -- so he let you know that he
was using this for purposes of refinancing, correct?

MR VELEZ: (bjection. Your Honor, this is the
same question. | object as being repetitious.
THE COURT: Ckay. Al right. Overruled. M.

Bradford ask the next question.

BY MR. BRADFORD:

Q What else was -- well, you just nentioned an
affidavit and a | edger, what in what court was the
affidavit and | edger laying out the expenses related to
this property, in what court was that affidavit filed?

A That was submtted for 5501 Northeast second
Avenue.

Q Right. Wy did you file an affidavit and a
| edger reflecting the work at 175 Northeast 55th Street in
the 5501 litigation?

MR. VELEZ: Your Honor, we are going -- this is

-- | object. W are going far beyond the scope of

this hearing. This is all irrelevant.

MR. BRADFORD: That's not.
MR VELEZ: He's trying to try his case. W are

not here to try the case, we are here to try the
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| ssue of rent.
THE COURT: Overruled. [1'Il let himanswer this
qguesti on.
MR, BRADFORD: Omar, could you repeat the
guestion? |'msorry.
BY MR BRADFORD:

Q Wy did you file your affidavit and | edger that
refl ects what you spent on the renovation at 175, why did
you file that in the 5501 action?

A Because the inprovenents at 175 were reflective
of our office which was part of the | ease at 5501.
They' re hand-i n- hand.

Q \What el se did you address in your nmeno of
under standi ng that you just referenced that was served on
M. Bauderer?

MR VELEZ: (bjection. The best evidence of
that is the so-called nmeno of understanding. Now
we' re going far outfield.

THE COURT: |'msorry, what was the question,
M. Bradford?

MR. BRADFORD: M. Dale had nmade reference to a
menmo of understandi ng, and he had expl ai ned some of
whi ch was contained in that --

THE COURT: Right, | want to --

MR. BRADFORD: -- | was just asking for the
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r emai nder.

THE COURT: Ckay, the question is what el se was
in the neno?

MR. VELEZ: Testifying froma docunent not in
evi dence.

MR. BRADFORD: Ckay, well then we will cone back
to that.

THE COURT: Wait, wait. Isn't this a statenent

he gave, M Dale? You're talking about a statenent

he gave?
MR BRADFORD: That is correct, your Honor.
THE COURT: GCkay. Go ahead. 1'Il overrule and

al l ow you to ask the questi on.

THE W TNESS: The nenorandum of under st andi ng
| aid out nunerous things, your Honor. First,
rendition of all the properties that | |eased from
the landlord, you know. W also have a property
under | ease at 5528 Northeast Second Avenue that is
adj acent to 175.

THE COURT: Anything el se about the 175
property?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, we asked for inprovenents to
be made to be brought up to code so that we could
have the office operational. So we nade a | ot of

renovations to the property, but a | ot of renovations
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are still needed. R ght now bat hroons don't work,
electricity doesn't work in areas of the building --

THE COURT: M. Dale, M. Dale, let ne ask this
because, okay, you said you noved into this property
because the other one was -- because of the notice
you got fromthe Gty of Mam in the other one; so
by noving into this one, you nmade renovations, but
there is no agreenent about you maki ng these
renovations; is that correct? That is what | thought
you sai d.

THE WTNESS: No, we had an agreenent. Qur
agreenent was that we woul d nmake renovations and we
woul d be provided with rent credits.

THE COURT: And when | asked that about 20
m nutes ago and | was told, no, that was not what
happened, it was that you were paying rent through
the pub. So then there was no expl anation of
anything at this property --

THE WTNESS: Future, you Honor, future rent
credits.

THE COURT: At what point was this agreenent
made?

THE WTNESS: Well, this went hand-in-hand with
ny agreenment with the landlord that any of ny

services that were provided would either be paid in
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full, the balance paid in full, or I would see

prepaid rent credits. Oherwse, | would not have

entered into the rental agreenents.
THE COURT: Wen was this agreenent nade?
THE WTNESS: | would say after July when we had

the initial conversations in 2019.

THE COURT: In July of 2019, that is when the

agreenent was raised that the renovations you did

woul d be used for -- either you would be paid the

amount for the work you did, or you would get future
rental credits?

THE WTNESS: That is correct.

THE COURT: (kay, any other questions for hinf

Ch, you're nuted M. Bradford.

MR. BRADFORD: | apol ogi ze.
BY MR BRADFORD:

Q So you made the agreenent at that tinme that you
woul d receive rent credits; for what property was it
contenpl ated that you woul d receive these rent credits
for?

A 175 Northeast 55th Street, or any of the
properties, 5524, 5528, or 5501.

Q Ckay.

A We had an outstandi ng bal ance, a |edger of

dollars owed to nme that | could utilize across properties

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 0 N oo o1 B~ w N

N N N N NN B PP PP PR R R
ol A W N P O © ® N o 0o A W N L, O

HEARING June 30, 2021
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 55

in prepaid rent credit, your Honor
MR. BRADFORD: Ckay. And when you say, 175
Nort heast 55th Street, again just for clarity, what
| ease governs that property?
A 5501 Northeast Second Avenue and District Live
Agency.
MR. BRADFORD: (kay. No for the questions for
now, your Honor.
THE COURT: Thank you. Any questions for M.
Dale fromthe Plaintiff?
MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, your Honor
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. ZALMAN:
Q M. Dale, do you currently have possession of
the prem ses?
A That is correct.
Q What is your understanding of when this tenancy
agreenent is to end for the 175 prem ses?
A We have the anticipation that we would | ook at
175 | ease separately of the 5501 | ease when the buil ding
was renovated at Churchill's pub at 5501. So, you know,
honestly you know, we shoul d have never gotten derailed --
THE COURT: M. Dale, | understand your
frustration with having to nove properties, but |

just need to know -- answer the question so we can
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move on, please.
THE WTNESS: |'mdoing ny best. Can you repeat

t he question?
BY M5, ZALMAN

Q \What date do you feel is the termnation date
for the premses, for your possession of the prem ses?

A W -- we're trying -- we -- ny expectation was
that it was synchronized with the 5501 | ease, which was
synchroni zed with the 5524 and the 5528 | eases to have a
gl obal synchronized | ease for all properties for years,
ten years from now.

Q You nentioned 5524 and 5528 | eases, have those
| eases not expired?

A Well, we are currently in litigation regarding
t hose | eases.

Q But the terns of the date on those | eases, have
they not already expired a few nonths ago?

A Yeah, they've expired now.

Q \What date do you intend on vacating the 175
prem ses?

A Say that again?

Q What date do you intend on vacating or turning
possessi on over, back over for the 175 prem ses to the
| and| or d?

A At the conpletion of the 5501 Northeast Second
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Avenue, LLC. |ease.
MS. ZALMAN. M. Bradford, | know you filed

Def endant’s Exhibit Number 1, can | ask you kindly if

you can share the screen to that since it's your

filing connected to the PDF we were just using.
MR. BRADFORD: Sure, no problem
MS. ZALMAN. Can we just go to Page 2? Thank
you so much. Up one page to the face page, thank
you.
BY MS. ZALMAN

Q M. Dale, do you recognize this agreenent?

A Yes, | do.

Q Is this the | ease agreenent to 5501 you have
been referring to?

A Yes, it is.

Q To your know edge, based on this, is the 175
prem ses |isted anywhere in disagreenent?

A No, it's not.

Q I'mgoing to refer you to section 29 of this
exhibit. Section 29 Anendnent of Lease, can you take a
moment and review that section?

A Ckay.

Q \What does this section nmean to you?

A That the | ease may not be altered.
Q

And does it continue by, "except by an
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instrument in witing signed by the parties", is that your
under st andi ng?

A Mn hnm

M5. ZALMAN: | would like to admt Defendant's

Exhibit 1 into evidence?

THE COURT: Is there any --
(Thereupon, the exhibit was noved into
evi dence.)
BY MS. ZALMAN:

Q M. Dale, is there anything in witing that
connects 175 to this | ease?

A We had expressed witten consent?

Q And where is that docunent?

A We have, you know, a series of, you know, |
woul d say, | mean it was verbal. | nmeant express verbal,
not expressed witten. | apol ogize.

Q Understood. You testified that you spent over
76,000 in repairs for the prem ses at 175?

A That is correct.

Q My question to you is, why not in this case or
any case have you filed any docunentation with receipts or
I nvoi ces for noneys spent for 1757

A Well, we could have. W were never requested
to, except under the demand to provide ny financial

docunents for the purpose of refinancing for M. Kauderer.
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Q So --

A To represent our inprovenents, our businesses
spend as his own for applications to the banks, and |
refused to do it.

Q Have you hired licensed contractors to nmake
these inprovenents to the prem se?

A We did not do any inprovenents that required
permtting.

Q Do you have contract with any contractor
regardi ng how much work you paid out to do work at 1757

A No, | do not.

Q Okay, so just to follow up on your other answer,
you did not need to pull any permts or work with the City
on your repairs for the 175 prem ses?

A Correct.

Q And follow ng up on ny prior question, you did
not provide me a specific date when you intend on
vacating. Can you provide a date when you intend on
gi ving up possession of the 175 prem ses?

A We never intended on -- we intend on all of our
| eases to be synchronized and us to be leaving all of the
properties at the exact same tine. That is what was
al ways promsed to us. That's what we al ways agreed upon

that we entered into nultiple |eases and nmade inprovenents
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to multiple properties all based on a ten-year plan and
put together our financial forecast and our RO schedul e.
And the entire tine this property of 175 Northeast 55th
Street was considered in those plans to always be
synchroni zed, you know, for | think it was nine years,

ni ne-year termwhen we entered into Churchill's.

Q So do you think its fair to remain at the
prem ses indefinitely, or wthout paying rent?

A Certainly not. | Dbelieve that we should not
have been retaliated against. | don't think we should
have been stopped from maki ng progress on any of the
properties. But your client's actions fromthe SBA funds,
to demands of ny financials, to not repairing, you know,
roofs on 5528 and instructing the real landlord there, the
real owner of the property not to inprove our roof at that
property. So their actions have changed what our future
| ooks |ike, and what ny expectation of ending the |ease
I'S.

Q You ever -- earlier in your testinony you
I ndicated at 175 you were seeking landlord to al so make
repairs, have you ever sent a 7-day notice to cure or
other notice to cure to landlord for the 175 prem ses?

A We sent a nmeno of understanding.

Q Do you have a copy of that with you?

A | don't believe we put it into exhibits, but
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it's --
Q Approxi mately -- when what is the nmeno of

under st andi ng i ssued?

A | believe August of 2020.

Q Do you currently use the prem ses as your office
space for --

A Churchill's? Yes, we do.

Q District Live Agency?
A District Live Agency is the parent conpany of
Churchill's
Q Do you currently use the office space at the 175
premses for the District Live Agency?
A W -- it's co-utilized. It's the same ownership
for Churchill's Pub and District Live Agency.
Q Are you there on a daily basis?
A Yes, I'd say | cone here on a daily basis, yes.
MS. ZALMAN. M. Velez, did you have anything?
MR. VELEZ: No. No, | don't.
BY M5, ZALNMAN
Q (kay, so in conclusion ny final question is,
have you paid out of pocket any rents for the 175 prem ses
in the year 20217
A Have | paid any noney out of pocket since 20217
Q For the 175 prem ses?

A No, we've still been acting as if it's operating
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under the 5501 Northeast Second Avenue | ease.

Q And again, you have nothing in witing
connecting those two properties? | apologize, | did say
that was the |ast question, but | thought of one nore.

Was it your idea to demolish this side building, the
condemmed buil ding on the 5501 property?

A Was it ny idea to demolish -- was it ny idea to
remedy the unsafe structure? Yes, you're correct about
that. | stepped in for your client to handle that for
safety.

MS. ZALMAN. Thank you for your cooperation, M.
Dale. That is all | have.

THE WTNESS: M pl easure.

MR. BRADFORD: Can | have a brief redirect, your
Honor? Unl ess, your Honor has sone questions you
would like to ask the witness first?

THE COURT: Well, let me ask real quick. | saw
the lease, it started April 1st of 2019, when does
that |ease end? |s there an end date in the |ease?
| didn't see that.

MS. ZALMAN.  For the 55017

THE COURT: Yes, M. Dale. Was there an end
date in the | ease?

THE WTNESS: | believe we had a three-year

renewal comng up at the end of 2022, so 2025.
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THE COURT: So from April 2019 to April 2025 is
the | ease?

THE WTNESS:. It was a three-year lease with a
one-term renewal .

THE COURT: Ckay, so the first termwould be --
the first ending would be in 20227

MS. ZALMAN: March 31, 2022 is what is stated on
the face page of Defendant’s Exhibit 1. | would
state there is no renewal in effect, obviously
bet ween parti es.

THE COURT: |'msorry, say that again.

MS. ZALMAN. | would say there is no renewal in
effect after the expiration date as the parties are
not in agreenent.

THE COURT: Ckay, okay. Go ahead, M. Bradford.

MR. BRADFORD: Just a brief redirect.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BRADFORD

Q Counsel asked you the question, M. Dale, how
| ong you should be able to stay in the property w thout
paying rent; do you believe that you owe any rent under
the [ ease at 55017

A Absol utely not.

Q And what is your basis for not ow ng any rent

under the | ease at 55017
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A | would say there is two conponents to that,
your Honor. One would be the value of ny prepaid rent
credits that | worked tirelessly for over the course of
t he past seven years; and the other would be the fact
that, you know, the pandem c closed our business, right?
And as a small| business owner, you know, | was proud to
close ny doors and | knew the chall enges that we were
going to face. But in doing so, | closed ny doors for the
safety of, you know, Anerican |lives and the unknown wth
this pandem c. But what | did understand as a smal
busi ness owner is that our governnent will cone to the aid
of small business owners to support not only us, but our
enpl oyees, famlies, vendors, and we rightfully have the
right to getting that governnent aid. And the governnent
did what was right, they distributed funds to the use of
our business to be utilized for rents, and to be utilized
to pay our staff, and pay our vendors, and pay the
utilities, you know. The government stepped in to help
t he businesses that held our country when the tine was
needed. Those prograns were not established by Congress
in order for people to make | oans of those funds intended
for the business for their real estate devel opnent
conpanies. That is not -- that wasn't why these prograns
wer e intended.

So the amount of noney that we requested in our
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meno of understandi ng of $150, 000, your Honor, that's what
we received. Qur total aid was $192,500 for Churchill's
Pub, your Honor, and nothing has been credited for the
rents. | haven't been able to pay any of ny staff. |
haven't been able to pay any of ny utilities. | haven't
been able to pay any of ny vendors. And while that
happened, this is worth noting, your Honor, when the
pandem ¢ started in March, simultaneously our |iquor
license expired, the liquor |icense owned by the Plaintiff
here today. And that liquor |icense expired on March 31st
of 2020. Now, the |andlord decided that they were not
going to renew that liquor license allowing us to operate
our business. The only thing -- we are nandated by the
| ease in front of you to make sure that we only operate as
a bar, and | can only use that, their liquor license, | am
bound to only using their liquor license, which they did
not renew.
MR. VELEZ: Your Honor, | object to this. This
I s beyond the purview of the question and it is a
conpl ete nonologue. And it's irrelevant to this
case.
THE COURT: Sustained, okay it's sustained. |
have a question, the |ease, how much is the amount of
rent that is paid for 55017
THE WTNESS. G eat question, your Honor, at the
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begi nning of the pandemc -- in totality it's about
10,500. It's an $8,800 base rent, but I'll have you
know - -

THE COURT: |'msorry, what was the rent again?

THE WTNESS: At the tinme it was an $8, 800 base
rent. Now, the landlord offered us a rent reduction
for the entirety of the pandenic to be $5, 000, okay,
$5, 000 from March 2020 until the reopening of the
pandem c and | do have that in witing. GCkay, so
when we entered the beginning of the pandemic it was
ny understanding that ny rent would be an adjusted to
$5, 000, which was manageable to us. Qur business
wasn't in debt, we were doing great. The --

THE COURT: M. Dale, M. Dale, hold on. And so
on March 20th, $5,000 -- going with what you are
sayi ng, March 20th, $5,000 is your rent that is to be
pai d every nonth?

THE WTNESS: That is correct.

THE COURT: kay, and was that rent being paid?

THE WTNESS:. Yes, it was your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay, and when was the | ast paynent
made?

THE WTNESS: On the books I think we have it
t hrough July. It got conplicated when | confronted

the landl ord on June 12th about taking the noney --
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M5. ZALMAN. Just to correct, it's July 2020 for
t he record.

THE COURT: July 2020, was that the |ast day
that rent was pai d?

THE WTNESS: | believe. | don't have the
| edger in front of nme, your Honor.

THE COURT: Well, let's be clear because we are
here for a rent determ nation hearing.

THE WTNESS: | understand that. | don't have
ny ledger for -- oh, yes | do, yes | do. | have ny
affidavit. Going into the nonth of August, $19, 300
has been paid by DLAto the landlord. At that point
$8,000, a PPP fund still remained so --

THE COURT: |'m confused, what are you sayi ng?

THE WTNESS: [I'mtrying to | ook at exactly the
paynents that were nmade in 2020. So |'m I ooking
t hrough and I am seeing that June, July -- wait
March, April, June, July, | believe is the last tinme
out of pocket, not taking into consideration SBA
funds or the prepaid rent credits.

THE COURT: Gkay, so what | amasking is, July
was the | ast nonth the paynent was nade.

THE WTNESS: That is correct.

THE COURT: Ckay. Any other questions?
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BY MR BRADFORD

Q To follow up on your question, just for absolute
clarity; do you believe your rent to be prepaid?

A Absol utely, zero dollars owed.

Q (kay, so just stay with me for a second. It is,
you know, presunptively your response to your Honor's
question was accurate with respect com ng out of pocket,
but just for clarity, how are you defining payment com ng
out of pocket?

A Actual, not ny prepaid rent credits, physical
dol lars fromny bank account to the landlord, but --

Q Do you believe that the value of your prepaid
rent credits is greater than the anmounts you woul d owe
under the lease if no prepaid rent credits were applied
since July 2020?

MR, VELEZ: Your Honor, that is an argunentative
questi on.

THE COURT: So I'll sustain it. That wll be
argunent for you to nmake, M. Bradford. Any other
question for M. Dale?

MS. ZALMAN.  Wé do not.

THE COURT: And Ms. Zalman, you said there was a
W tness you wanted to call?

M5. ZALMAN:  We do. W have Ms. Levitt, Danita
Levitt for the Plaintiff.
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THE COURT: GCkay. And one of the questions |
woul d just like to know is what does she reflect as
the last rental paynment? |If you could for ne?

M5. ZALMAN. For the 175 prem ses?

THE COURT: Both, the 5501 and 175.

M5. ZALMAN. (kay, soO --

THE COURT: No, |'m asking you for the w tness
to testify to.

M5. ZALMAN. Onh.

THE COURT: [|'Ill have sone testinony on it. So
|"msaying if you could nmake sure to ask that
guesti on.

M5. ZALMAN. Yes, we'll start right there.

THE COURT: Al right, so, would you pl ease
rai se your right hand, m'anf

THE WTNESS: (Wtness conplies.)

THE COURT: Do you swear or affirmthat the
testinony you're about to give will be the truth, the
whol e truth, and nothing but the truth so help you
God?

THE WTNESS:. | do.

THE COURT: Ckay, thank you. You may proceed.

(Thereupon, the wtness was duly sworn)

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
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BY Ms. ZALMAN:

Q Good afternoon, can you state your nane for the
record.

A Danita Levitt.

Q And what is your position -- can you advise the
Court what your position is regarding the Plaintiff, 175
Nort heast 55th Street, LLC?

A I'mthe manager for 175 Northeast 55th Street,
LLC.

Q If you could raise you voice just a little bit

because the hearing on your end is a little | ow

A Ckay.

Q You said you are the manager?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And how | ong have you held that position?
A Since acquisition of that property in 2014.

Q And as manager do you maintain the | edger for
the prem ses, the 175 prem ses?

A Yes.

Q What is Plaintiff's role for, I'msorry, 175
Nort heast 55th Street's role in regard to the prem ses
address 175 Northeast 55th Street, if any?

A Landl or d.

Q You're the landlord. Do you personally have the

care, custody, and control of business record for the
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prem ses?

A For ny records, yes. For 175 Northeast 75th
LLC.

Q Ckay. And what is relationship with the
Def endants, if any? The Plaintiff's relationship, not
yours personally.

A The Plaintiff is the landlord.

Q And do you have an agreenment with the Defendants
inthis matter, as they testified, a tenancy agreenment?

A There was a verbal agreenent.

Q And what are the ternms of that agreenent?

A That the tenant would and coul d take possession
to begin clean up and repairs to the prem ses. And at
sone point further down the Iine there would be a rent
agreenent for themto pay rent.

Q So the repairs and the inprovenents, were these
to beinlieu of rent?

A Yes.

Q For how | ong?

A It wasn't stated, | guess on ny part | assuned
maybe about a year-and-a-half.

Q | don't want you to make an assunption. | just
want you to testify to what was agreed to.

A There was no strict date of when rent woul d

start.
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Q So it's your recollection it was about a

year - and- a- hal f ?

A Approxi mat el y.

MR. BRADFORD: (njection. That was a
m scharacterization of the wtnesses testinmony. She
didn't say that. She said that there was no date
certain. \Wy are you putting words in her nouth,
Counsel ?

M5. ZALMAN:  Well, she said about a
year - and- a- hal f before.

MR. BRADFORD: After you told her to say that.

THE COURT: Ckay, okay, okay. Let the witness
do the testifying, please.

MS. ZALMAN. | don't have, | can try to share
the screen, but | want to bring forth the question at
| ssue, which is the affidavit you filed wth the
Court on June 23, 2020, does everyone have t hat
present in front of then? And Ms. Levitt, do you
have that present in front of you?

THE WTNESS: Let me find it

THE COURT: And what is the affidavit attached
to.

MS. ZALMAN.  Plaintiff's Affidavit, nonpayment
affidavit.

THE COURT: Ckay. | have it.

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 0 N oo o1 B~ w N

N N N N NN B PP PP PR R R
ol A W N P O © ® N o 0o A W N L, O

HEARING June 30, 20

21

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE 73
BY Ms. ZALMAN:

Q | would like to refer you to the |ast page of
the affidavit, which is tenant |edger?

A Ckay.

Q What is the total balance due from Def endants
t hrough June 20217

A $66, 000.

Q What is nmonthly rent due fromtenants in
accordance with your |edger?

A.  $3,000 up to August.

Q And why did the $3,000 -- why do you say up to
August ?

A Because then we term nated our nonth-to-nonth
tenancy. The tenant then becane a hol d-over tenant, at
whi ch point the rent doubl ed.

Q I'"mgoing to refer you to Exhibit Bin this
affidavit, which is the termnation notice, Exhibit B of
your affidavit. |Is this termnation notice you are
referring to?

A. Yes.

Q What date did Plaintiff termnate the tenancy?

A August 31, 2020.

THE COURT: Ckay, if you will excuse ne. |'m
sorry, | need to interrupt. Can we go off the record

for a nonent?
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(Thereupon, a short recess was taken.)

( Thereupon, the proceedings continued.)

THE COURT: | believe when | left off M. Zal man
was still questioning her witness. And | just want
the parties to keep in mnd that the court reporter
has another hearing at four o'clock; is that right,
Ms. WIson?

THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. ZALMAN. |'mgoing to do ny best to really
make this brief.

THE COURT: Ckay.

BY M5. ZALMAN:

Q Let's return back to the affidavit filed on
June 23rd, which | would like to admt into evidence
starting on our docket, but it's Plaintiff's Exhibit A

THE COURT: |s there any objection?

MR. BRADFORD: No obj ecti on.

THE COURT: Ckay. Affidavit will be admtted
W t hout objection. And that will be Plaintiff's 2.

(Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into
evi dence.)

MS. ZALMAN. Ch, yes, yes. Because | brought

the lease in as 1. Yes, thank you. | apologize.
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BY Ms. ZALMAN:

Q Ms. Levitt, let us know when you're ready and
I'"mgoing to pull your attention again back to the
termnation notice we were |ooking at attached to the
affidavit. M question to you is, what date did the
amended termnation notice termnate the tenancy. And
you' re on nute.

A | apol ogi ze. The effective date of term nation
I's Septenmber 4, 2020.

Q Thank you. Follow ng issuance of this notice,
did the tenant provide possession?

A No.

Q Did the tenant respond in witing to you
regarding this notice, as far as you are aware?

A No.

Q Did the tenant contact you regarding this notice
of term nation?

A No.

Q Is the Plaintiff, 5501 -- I"'msorry, 175
Nort heast 55th Street, LLC., is the Plaintiff suffering a
hardship as a result of nonpayment of rent?

A. Yes.

Q Wy ?

A We are unable to pay our nortgage.

Q I'mgoing to refer you quickly to Exhibit A of
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the same affidavit, a three-day notice to pay rent.

A Yes.

Q What is the amount of the three-day notice?
A, $6, 000.

Q And what date was this issued?

A Served Septenber 2, 2020.

Q And this $6,000, can you tell us what nonths
this represents?

A That woul d be for July and August 2020.

Q | want to call your attention to, | wll see if
| can share ny screen, Plaintiff's affidavit filed in the
5501 natter. One nonent, |'m having unfortunate technical
problems with nmy sharing.

THE COURT: Is this a document that's --
M5. ZALMAN. Did that work?

BY M5. ZALMAN
Q Are you famliar with this docunent, M. Levitt?
A Yes.
Q What is this docunent?
A This is ny anended updat ed nonpaynent affidavit.
Q And for what case is this affidavit relate to?

A For 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.,
plaintiff versus District Live Agency, LLC, defendant.
Q And what is your position, if any, with 5501

Nort heast Second Avenue?
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A Manager for the LLC

Q Are you also in the care and custody and control
of ledgers for that prem ses as well?

A Yes.

Q I'"'mgoing to refer to the | ast page, can you
identify if rent credits at all were provided to the
tenant in this matter?

A Yes.

Q How nmuch in rent credits were provi ded?

A Appr oxi mat el y, $15, 000.

Q And where does that reflect that on this |edger?

A In paid/credited colum, comrencing April 1,
2020.

Q So approxinmately 3,000 a nonth for five nonths,
Is that also what you are |ooking at, Ms. Levitt?

A Yes.

Q When is the last time the tenant paid out of
pocket for the 5501 property?

A He paid a portion in March 2020.

Q Are you referring to the 58007

A Yes.

Q Have you received any out-of-pocket rent from
the tenant since that date for 55017

A No.

Q Have you received any rent out of pocket fro any
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properties fromthe Defendant in this action?

A No.

THE COURT: And, if | could, just on that
docket, it said rent 1 and rent 2, what is the

di fference there?

BY M5. ZALMAN

Q Ms. Levitt, can you clarify what the category
rent 1 is? And what the category rent 2 is?

A Yes. Rent 1, is the rent for Churchill's Pub,
rent 2 was a property 206 Northeast 55th Terrace that was
al so being utilized.

THE COURT: (Ckay, so it's a separate property?
THE W TNESS:. Yes.
BY MS. ZALMAN

Q Ms. Levitt, there has been discussion in today's
heari ng about a condemmed building that is near the 5501
property, are you aware of this building?

A Yes.

Q What was the purpose of this building, if any,
when the 5501 property was rented out?

A At the time it was being used for storage and
of fice.

Q When the prem ses were rented out, were you
aware if this building needed to be condemmed? If you

don't recall, that's fine.
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A It required its 40-year recertification,

Q Was there ever an agreenent with the tenant to
use this building as an office space?

A It's part of the |ease.

Q Was there ever an agreenment that the tenant,
Franklin Dale woul d substitute use this storage space for
1757

A No.

MS. ZALMAN. That is all | have.

THE COURT: (Ckay. Let ne ask a question, Ms.
Levitt, | think you said it was a 40-year
certification needed to be at the office at 5501; did
| hear that correct?

THE WTNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: So because of that, that office
space was not, | guess usable, because they needed to
do the work there; is that correct?

THE WTNESS: The office space was usable. The
notification was fromthe City for us to get the
bui | di ng recertified.

THE COURT: Right, and so what |'ve heard is
that M. Dale noved today 175 building -- property,
correct?

THE WTNESS:. At sone point, yes.

THE COURT: And so why did he need to nove to
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the 175 property?

THE W TNESS: Because it was his intention to
denol i sh the buil di ng.

THE COURT: Denvolish what buil di ng?

THE WTNESS: The small building on the prem ses
at, there are three prem ses at 5501 Northeast Second
Avenue, that was one of the buil dings.

THE COURT: GCkay, so what was going to be
denol i shed, was that the office?

THE WTNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: kay. So the office was going to be
denol i shed?

THE W TNESS: Yes, because | believe he wanted a
| arger outdoor courtyard area for stagi ng and bands
to play outside.

THE COURT: kay. Al right. And so how did
the 175 property, | guess, cone into discussion?

THE WTNESS: He wanted to have a | ocation for
bands to practice, for visiting bands to stay as |ike
an Airbnb. He also wanted to have an office for
District Live Agency, his business.

THE COURT: And I forgot to ask, the 5501
buil ding, the office that was going to be denvolished,
that was sane office that the Gty of Mam had given

t he notice about?
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THE W TNESS: Yes, correct.

THE COURT: Wre there, | guess, any intentions
to bring that up to code?

THE WTNESS: It could have been, but | believe
It was decided that taking it down would be the best
result at that |ocation.

THE COURT: So the 5501 rent that was being paid
there, that was the pub and for that office that was
bei ng used?

THE WTNESS:. For the entire prem ses.

THE COURT: So if the office is no |onger there,
how -- | guess, howis the rent adjusted, or if it is
adj ust ed because now the full property is not
avai | abl e?

THE WTNESS: He did sonme work on buil ding two,
which is a small building on prem ses and got it
ready to be used as an office for that prem se.

THE COURT: At 55017

THE WTNESS: Correct, for 5501

THE COURT: Ckay. But still though, you said
there is three properties at 5501, so now one of
t hose properties is no longer available to him
correct? Because City of Mam said it has to be --
| think you said, inspection or recertification

needed to be done?
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THE W TNESS.  Yes.

THE COURT: Ckay, so now a portion of what's
being rented is not available to him correct?

THE WTNESS: Not necessarily, no. Because his
Intention was to tear it down and have it open-air
space for ands, so he would not have | ost the real
estate had he done that.

THE COURT: GCkay. And then | wanted to ask you
about, the affidavit of nonpaynent, | am |l ooking at
Exhibit C. here there is an anount of $3, 000 being
charges every nonth, where does the $3,000 cone fronf

THE WTNESS: That is an under-nmarket val ue that
we as the landlord determned would be a fair rent.

THE COURT: So this wasn't the agreenent, this
I's what you all decided should be the anount?

THE WTNESS: We had -- prior we had verba
di scussions with Franklin Dale that at sonme point
rent would need to be paid.

THE COURT: Well, what |'mtrying to --

THE WTNESS: W were going to allow a year for
t he renovation, not charge himrent while he was
doi ng that renovation and then we needed to conmence
a | ease.

THE COURT: But what |I'mtrying to figure out
I's, so the nunber, the $3,000 that is here, is this a
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nunber that you all agreed to, or this is a nunber
that the landlord says is appropriate for the
property?

THE WTNESS: This is a nunber we felt was
appropriate for the property.

THE COURT: And then, is that the sane thing
when it doubles then it goes to 6,0007?

THE WTNESS: Correct that is when the
nont h-t o-nonth tenancy was term nated and he did not
vacate the prem ses, then by Florida statute it
doubles in rent for the hold over. It's ny
under st andi ng of the | aw?

THE COURT: So | want to make sure |'m foll ow ng
you. So when he noves to the 175 property, what is
t he agreement when he noves there, initially?

THE WTNESS: Initially, we allowed himaccess
early in 2019 to start clearing and repairing for
future use.

THE COURT: As far as paynent, what is
di scussed? O what is determ ned, agreed to?

THE WTNESS: At the beginning we did not have a
determ nation of what the rent woul d be, other than
we did state it would be under market.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. ZALMAN.  Your Honor, can | ask a question
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here? Because it was ny understandi ng that Ms.

Levitt was handling the finances behind the scenes
and her partner was actually handling the negotiation
with the tenant; | mght be in error.

MR. BRADFORD: (bj ecti on.

THE COURT: Wait, hold on.

M5. ZALMAN. Yeah, | think she is trying to
answer outside the scope of -- | don't knowif she's
actual ly had any discussions with --

THE COURT: Right, but Ms. Zalman, there is a
way to ask that. You can't just say that to her kind
of thing. Like if there was a question to be asked
about her involvenent, that is one thing; but then it
conmes across that you're telling her what to say and
that is why he is objecting |like that.

M5. ZALMAN. I'msorry. | wanted to establish
if she's actually had conversations with M. Dale,
because ny understandi ng she was witness here to
testify to the accounti ng.

MR. BRADFORD: Your Honor, | nove strike,
Counsel is attenpting to testify on behalf of her
client.

THE COURT: | nean, that's fine. |It's just the
Court, | know what the witness has said. Hold on, |

| ost nmy train of thought. Okay, so Ms. Levitt, as
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far as when M. Dale initially noved into the
property, is this April 2019? | see the first entry,
IS that when he noved to 1757

THE WTNESS: He took possession of the property
prior to April 1st, clearing it out and it getting it
to the point where he could start his repairs. And
at sonme point in early 2019, he did start, | don't
know, started putting furniture in there. | can't
tell you the exact date, but that is that date that
we agreed as it coincides with other |eases.

THE COURT: Gkay and when you say, we agreed,
are you part of this discussion regarding himnoving
into this property.

THE WTNESS: | was part of the discussion at
concepti on when he was handed keys and given the
ability to go in and start worKking.

THE COURT: GCkay. And at that point, that is
when you are saying the anount that would be paid
hadn't been determ ned yet?

THE WTNESS: Correct.

THE COURT: And so then, at what point then is
there a di scussion and agreenent regardi ng the anpunt
to be paid?

THE WTNESS:. | personally did not have a

conversation with Franklin Dale of D strict Live
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Agency as to a dollar anount.

THE COURT: Gkay. Ckay, let ne see if | have
any ot her questions. GCkay, and then |et nme ask you,
at the 5501 building, the I edger that | saw in that
affidavit it said the rent was $8,800 a nonth, was
the rent ever reduced in that -- related to that
property?

THE W TNESS: Yeah, we did a reduction during
CoOvl D

THE COURT: GCkay. And how nuch was t hat
reduction for, or what was the anount after --

THE WTNESS: W credited him $3,000 per nonth
for five nonths.

THE COURT: Ckay, so 5,500 a nonth is what he
woul d be paying in March, starting March of 20207

THE WTNESS: It started April. |'mjust trying
yo find it here.

THE COURT: Yeah, no problem And it stayed at
t hat amount? Wen did that anount change? O is it
still that amount?

THE WTNESS: No, it went back up to the
original amount. | want to say it's April, My,
June, July, August he was given the rent credit
relief. And then Septenber it went back to the

origi nal anount.
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THE COURT: And | think you said -- and for the
5501 building, what was the nonth of the |ast
paynent .

THE WTNESS: | want to say March, I'mtrying to
find the docunent on ny conputer.

THE COURT: No problem take your tine.

THE W TNESS: GCkay, |'m showi ng March, | believe
he made the paynent in March -- excuse ne, in Apri
but it was applied to the March rent that was stil
out st andi ng.

THE COURT: GCkay. So the March rent was the
| ast that was paid for the 55017

THE W TNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: And then for the 175 property, no
rent was for that one, right?

THE WTNESS: No rent was paid.

THE COURT: kay, all right. GCkay | -- was
there any other questions for Ms. Levitt?

MR. BRADFORD: On direct? You're asking on
direct?

THE COURT: Onh, I'msorry. M. Bradford, |
didn't give you an opportunity to question her.

MR. BRADFORD: | have not begun nmy cross, no.

THE COURT: Ckay, go ahead, sir. | forgot --

THE COURT REPORTER:  Your Honor. [It's two
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m nutes until 4 o' clock.

THE COURT: Gkay. The best | can do is Friday
if you all are avail abl e.

MR. BRADFORD: |'mnot avail able, your Honor.
I"mtraveling on Friday and | will be unavail able for
a week's tinme there.

THE COURT: Well, we can do this tonorrow then?
Ms. WIlson, we can go off the record for scheduling
pur poses, and you can go ahead and get to your next
heari ng.

THE COURT REPORTER: Thank you, your Honor.

(Ther eupon, the hearing concl uded.)
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CERTI FI CATE OF REPORTER
STATE OF FLORI DA
COUNTY OF BROWARD

I, LISA WLSON, Florida Professional Reporter
and Notary Public for the State of Florida, do hereby
certify that | was authorized to and did stenographically
report and transcribe the foregoi ng proceedi ngs, and that
the transcript is a true and conplete record of ny
st enogr aphi ¢ not es.

| further certify that | amnot a relative
enpl oyee, attorney or counsel of any of the parties, nor
am| a relative or enployee any of the parties' attorney
or counsel connected with the action, nor aml| financially
Interested in the action.

Wtness ny hand and official seal this 30th day
of June, 2021.

1/

LI SA WLSON, FLORI DA PROFESSI ONAL REPORTER
NOTARY PUBLI C, STATE OF FLORI DA

Comm ssion No.: GG 261176

Comm ssion Exp: Septenber 23, 2022

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: $128,000..40-year

$

$128, 000
10: 8,9
21: 8

$15, 000
77:10

$150, 000
65:1

$19, 300
67: 11

$192, 500
65: 2

$3, 000
73:10, 11
82:10, 11,
25 86:12

$5, 000
66:7, 8,
12,15, 16

$6, 000
76:4,7

$66, 000
73:7

$76, 000
20: 6, 14,
19 48: 8,
16

$8, 000
67: 13

$8, 800
66: 2,5
86: 5

24: 20
35:19

45: 10, 16
48:6 57:3
58:5 63:8
74: 24
77:12
78:4,8,9

10, 500
66: 2

12
10: 19

128, 000
21: 14
23: 24

12t h
66: 25

175
4:2, 14
8.5
11: 19, 23,
25 12: 15,
19, 23
16: 6, 10
17: 11, 14,
15, 25
18: 15
19: 6, 13,
18 20: 3,
6,8,12
23: 19
25:5,18
32: 11
33:2
38:9, 14
39: 19
40: 3,4, 7,
9,14
41: 8, 25
42:5 44: 4
46: 22, 23
49: 3
50: 18
51: 8,10
52:19, 20
54: 21

55:
20

23

58:
22

15,
60:
22

21,
69:
70:
18,
71:
75:
79:
80:
83:
85:
87:

19t h
28:

1st
62:
85:

2,18,
56: 19,
57:16
11, 18,
59: 11,
20

3, 20,
61: 11,
24
4,5

6, 8,
20, 22
2

19
7,22
1,17
14

3

14

26:
33:
35:
47:
48:
74.
76:
78:

53:

2014
70:

2018
34:

2019

11, 20
18
21, 25
7 577
20

4,8, 10

14

17

26:
28:
34.
36:
42:
44.
47
54.
62:
63:
83:
85:

2020

10:
47
61:
65:
66:
67:
68:
72:
73:
75:
76:
17
86:

124

21
18, 21
10, 15
15, 24
9,10
1,21
11
6,7
18

1

17
2,7

19

11

4

11

8

1, 3,16
15

17

22

9

6,9
13,19
15

2020-
021636- CC-

05

4: 4

2021

61:
73:

2022

62:
63:

2025

62:
63:

206

78:

20t h

66:

10

15, 16

215
12: 11
17: 4
32:24
33:2,7
34:9, 23
40: 3

23
72:17

23rd
15: 13
74: 15

29
57:19, 20

3
36: 11, 14

3, 000
28: 25
29: 4
77:14

31
63:7
73: 22

31st
65: 10

4
41: 17
45: 4 75:
88:1

40- 50
35:5,10
36: 20
37:25
38:1

40-year

9

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com




HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: 45,000..adjusted

79:1,11

45, 000
28: 25

5
47: 2,20

5, 500
29:5
86: 14

55
33:2

5501
7:25 8:3
11:10
12: 22
13:13
16: 16
17: 15, 21
18: 13
20: 12,18
23:12
24:19
25: 4
27: 21
32: 15, 18,
22 33: 2,
4,25 34:8
38:12,19
40:5 49:5
50: 15, 19
51: 9,11
54: 22
55: 5, 20,
21 56: 8,
25 57:13
62:1,6, 21
63: 22,25
65: 24
69: 5
75:19
76:12, 22,
24 7718,

23 78: 16,
20 79:12
80: 6, 22
81:7, 18,
19, 21
86: 4
87:2,12

5524
49: 4
54: 22
56: 9,12

5528
49: 4
52:18
54: 22
56:9,12
60: 14

55t h
4.2, 14
8:5
11: 19, 23,
25 12:11,
15, 19
16: 6
17: 4, 25
32:11, 24
33:8
34:9, 23
38:9, 15
40: 3,7
41: 25
42:5
50: 18
54: 21
55:3 60:3
70:7, 8,
21, 22
75: 20
78: 10

5800
77:20

6, 000
83:7

7- day
60: 21

70, 000
27:12

75
20: 13

75, 000
21:9

75t h
71:2

76, 000
23: 25
58:18

83
25: 21

83. 232
25: 24
26:7
29: 20

A

abetted
21: 4
ability
85:16

abruptly
14: 5,16

absconded
49: 1

abscondi ng
8:18

absol ut e
68: 2

absol utely
40: 15, 19
47: 15
63: 23
68: 4

access
83:16

acconpani ed
4:15

accor dance
73:9

account
10: 18
68: 11

accounti ng
84: 19

accrui ng
44. 22

accurate
48: 10
68: 7

accurately
21:12
42: 4
47: 16

acqui sition
70: 16

Act

10: 13, 15
21:3

acting
61: 25

action
7:24

8:10, 14
11: 9,12
13: 25

15: 24
16: 4
23:7,12,
22 32: 20,
22 35:10
36: 2

41: 24
42:5 51:9
78:1

action's
10: 14

actions
8:14
25: 11
26:9
60: 12, 16

act s
10: 3
22: 22

Act ual
68: 10

addi ti onal
47: 1

addr ess
12: 11,12
16: 16, 18,
21 17:3
25:12,13
51:13
70: 22

addr essed
34: 23

adj acent
12:9
17: 2, 22
34: 14
52:19

adj ust ed
66: 11
81:12,13

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: admission..argue

adm ssi on
24: 20

adm t
58: 4
74: 15

adm tted
45: 8
47: 24
49: 14
74:19

advant age
21: 10

advi se
70: 5

af fidavit
13:8, 19
15:7, 8,9,
10,12
19: 15
48: 19
50: 12, 13,
14, 17
51:7
67:11
72:16, 21,
23, 24
73: 3,17,
18 74: 14,
19 75:5
76:1, 11,
20, 21
82:9 86:5

affirm
31: 20
69: 17

af orenenti o
ned
8:13

af t ernoon
4:13, 18,
20, 21
24: 15
32:7,8

70: 2

Agency
4:9 8:1,2
11:11
21:6
32:12, 16,
17 55:6
61: 8,9,
12,14
76: 23
80: 21
86:1

agree
43:9

agr eed
12: 15
26: 23
30: 25
40: 22
44:10
45: 20, 23
46: 15
59: 24
71: 23
83:1, 20
85:10, 11

agr eenent
13: 7,11
18: 14
26:5, 25
27: 13
28:19
38: 13
39: 17
40: 2,4
44: 2
45: 20, 22
46:5,6
53:8, 11,
12,21, 24
54:4,8,17
55: 18
57:11, 13
63: 14
71:8,9,

10, 11, 15
79:2,5
82: 14
83: 15
85: 22

agreenents
9:1,2,9
54:3

ahead
15: 16
41:12
43: 15
52:12
63: 15
87: 24
88: 9

aid
64: 11, 14
65: 2

ai ded

21: 4
air

18: 3

47: 14
air-
condi ti oner

[
40: 25

Al rbnb
80: 20

al | oned
83:16

al | owi ng
65: 12

altered
57: 24

alternative
29: 25

amended
75: 6
76: 20

Anmendnent
57: 20

Aneri can
64: 9

anmount
4:24 7:9
12: 20
21:8
30: 24
43: 19
48: 10, 13,
15 54:10
64: 25
65: 23
76: 3
82:10, 15
85:18, 22
86:1, 11,
19, 20, 22,
25

anmount s
24: 1
68: 13

and/ or
48: 13

ands
82: 6

announce
4: 4
anticipatio
n
55:19

apol ogi ze
39:8
54: 15
58: 16
62: 3
74: 24
75: 8

appear ance
4:5

application

21:13

application
s
59: 4

applied
8: 20
21: 15, 20
68: 14
87:9

applies
10: 15

apply
39:4,7

appl yi ng
12: 25

appr oxi mat e
l'y
42:8 48:8
61:2 72:3
77:10, 14
Apri |
17: 24
26: 21
28:18, 21
34:10
44: 1, 21
62: 18
63:1
67:18
77:12
85:2,5
86: 16, 22
87:8

area
9:14
40: 12
42:12
46: 18, 19
80: 14

ar eas
53: 2

ar gue

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: arguing..Bradford

31:9

ar gui ng
26: 8 46:7

ar gument
6: 15, 16,
19 7:1
2418
43: 18
44:. 16
68: 19

argunent at i
ve
68: 16

argunents
21:17,18
31:7

Ar nal do
4: 15

assessing
44: 10

assessnent
44: 11

associ ate
4:8 33:13

assuned
71: 20

assunption
71: 22

attach
11: 20

attached
72: 21
75: 4

attenpting
84: 21

attention

6:20 75:3
76: 10

att or ney
4:15

attorneys
29:14

audi o
5:1,2

August
61:4
67:11

73:10, 12,

22 76:9
86: 23

authority
10: 5

Avenue
7:25 8:3
11:11
32:15, 18
33:5
34:1,9
40: 5
49: 4,5
50: 16
52:18

55:5 57:1

62:1
76: 22, 25
80:7

awar e
14: 3
34:17, 24
42: 21
48: 15, 18
75: 14
78:17, 24

back
57 6:7
8:19
10: 16
12: 10
21: 1,21
25: 6,19
26: 21

29: 4,11
31: 4

43: 25
48: 23
52: 6

56: 23
74:. 14
75: 3

86: 21, 24

backgr ound
11:5

bad
42:16

bal ance
54:1, 24
73:5

bands
80: 14, 19

bank
22:9
68: 11

banks
49: 11
59: 4

bar
8: 24
65: 15

bars
9: 23

base
66: 2,5

based
8:15,19
9:13 31:9
49: 15
57: 16
60: 1

basical |y
10: 8
12: 10

basi s

13:12
61: 15, 16
63: 24

bat hr oonrs
53:1

Battista
4:7 7:20

Bauder er
49: 22
51: 15

bear
41: 14

began
13: 15
21:3
43: 17

begi n
71: 13

begi nni ng
30: 20
45: 23
66:1, 10
83: 21

begun
87: 23

behal f
4:9,11, 14
84: 21

bel ow

nmar ket
28: 24
44: 3

Bever age
8:2 32:17
bi g
11: 6
bi t
39:14

44: 21
70: 10

bl owi ng
21: 2

bogged
28:5

books
66: 23

bott om
22: 4

bound
65: 16

bound-
commer ci al
25: 15

Br adf ord
4:6 5:15,
20 6: 3,22
7:12, 14,
19 14:14
15: 6, 11,
13,18
16: 18, 23,
25 17:7,
12, 16, 18,
20 18:17,
23 19: 4,
10, 20, 23
22:12, 24
23: 3
24: 6, 10,
13 29: 11,
17 30: 9,
11, 13,17
31:1, 2,
11, 15
32:1,6
33:12, 18
35: 16, 24,
25 36:10,
12 37:9,
13 38: 4,
5,25
39: 2, 8,
11, 13,16
40: 1

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: bring..claims

41:13, 16
42: 22
43: 3, 13,
16 44:8
45: 2,11,
14 47:19
48: 3

49: 19, 20
50:1, 3,9,
10, 23

51: 4,6,
20, 21, 25
52:6,11
54: 14, 15,
16 55:2,7
57:2,6
62: 14

63: 15, 16,
18 68: 1,
19 72: 4,
11 74:18
84:5, 20
87:19, 21,
23 88: 4

bring
72: 15
81:3
bri ngi ng
6:19
bri ngs
11: 2
bri nksmansh
ip
21: 22

br oker
22:19

br ought
52: 23
74: 23

budget
49: 8

bui | di ng
17: 22,24

18: 2
34:7, 23
37:11, 14
38: 11
39:19
40: 19, 24
41
55: 20
62:5,6

78:16, 17,

19, 24
79: 3, 20,
22 80: 3,
4,5, 23
81: 15, 16

86:4 87:2

buil ding's
43: 21
bui I di ngs

25:2 80:7

busi ness
8: 20
9: 20, 22
10: 9, 22,
25 12: 8,
13 19: 24
20: 20
21:10, 21
22:21
35: 25
36:1,4,5
46: 17
64:5, 6,

11,12, 16,

22 65:13
66: 12
70: 25
80: 21

busi nesses
2717
59: 3
64: 19

C

1 53:2

cal l
31:16
68: 23
76: 10

canpai gn
9:24

capabl e
41: 4

care
70: 25
77: 2

Car es
10: 12, 15
21: 3

case

4:3 5:14
6:11 7:22
8:22 9:10
11: 8,10
15: 9

16: 16

18: 21
21:16, 18
23:5, 13
24:16, 21
30: 3
32:10, 15
37:17

50: 24, 25
58: 20, 21
65: 21

76: 21

cases
8:23 28:2

cash
9:12
10: 10

cat egory
78:7,8

ceased
27:10

ceiling
40: 17

ceilings
42: 17

cent er
8: 23
25: 11

certificati
on
79: 12

certified
14: 24

cetera
25: 17

chal | enges
64:7
change
5:5 86:19

changed
60: 16

Chapt er
25: 20

characteriz
ation
37: 10

char ge
82:21

char ged
12: 23

char ges
82: 11

char gi ng
19: 15

charity
20: 21

chock
13: 9

chose

25
46

08
122

chosen

22

12

Churchill's
8: 21, 23,

24

12:
17:
33:
40:
41
46.
55:
60:
61:

14

78:

9: 22
6,9
22
10
10

5

11
21

6

7, 10,
65: 2
9

Churchill’s

33

' 6

circuit
7: 23,24

8:

13
14
15
16
18

14 11:9
116

D2

1 24
14,16

: 20

ci rcunst anc

es
13
23

City

12:
17:
34:
36:
59:
79:
80:
81.:

121, 24
(11

3,13

-

16

4 53:6
14

19

24

23

cl ai ns

26

' 9

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

Index: c

June 30, 2021

larify..continued

clarify
78:7

clarity
30: 13
55:3
68: 3, 8

cl ean
42: 15
46: 15
71:13

cl ear
6: 22
13: 14, 22
14: 15
22: 17
23:4 24:3
29: 22,24
39:5
42: 15
44: 17
67:7

cl earing
83: 17
85:5

client
4:16 8:15
9:1,11, 13
10:4,7,9,
17, 24
11: 22, 24,
25 13:7,
11 16:11
18: 14
20: 4, 18
21: 14, 24
22:5 24: 4
25:7
27: 3,17,
24 28:7
29:1
30: 23, 24
31:13
44: 14
62: 9

84: 22

client's
9:25 11: 4
21:1
33:15
60: 12

clients
20:13
21:5
23: 24
44: 10

cl ose
64: 7

cl osed
64:5, 8

cl osely
8:6 14:23

co-utilized
61: 13

coached
14: 4, 8, 16
15: 2

cocounsel
24: 16

code
52: 23
81:3

coi nci des
85: 10

col |l ective
9:5

col umm
77:12

commence
27:7,8
82: 22

comenci ng
77:12

conmment
23:1

conmer ci al
25:19
44: 23
46: 8

conpani es
8:8 64:23

conpany
8:6,9
10: 22
26: 22
61:9

conpl ai ned
22:5

conpl ai nt
26: 16

conpl ete
19: 16
35:5
65: 20

conpl et ed
27:1

conpl etely
6: 23
17: 25
19: 13,14
20: 4
30: 21
43: 21

conpl etion
56: 25

conplicated
66: 24

conmplies
31:19
69: 16

conponent s
64:1

Conposi te
45:10, 16
47: 21
48: 6,7

conput er
14: 11
87:5

concept
49: 7

concepti on
85: 15

concepts
49: 8

concl usi on
61: 20

condemn
19: 12

condemati o
n

16: 8

39: 21, 23

condemed
12: 3, 13,
18 13:1
16: 22
17:9
18: 16, 22
19: 1,9
20: 2
25:6,9
38: 10
39: 19
40: 11
62: 6
78: 16, 24

condi tion
34: 24
43:17, 21
46: 16

conditionin
g

18: 3

47: 14

confront ed
66: 24

conf used
67: 14

conf usi on
9: 15

Congr ess
64: 20

connect ed
57:5

connecting
62: 3

connects
58: 11

consent
58:12

consi derati
on
67: 19

consi der ed
16:7 30:6
60: 4

constitutes
26:5

cont act
75: 16

cont ai ned
51: 23

contenpl ate
d
54:19

contenti ous
49: 2

conti nue
9:21
27:1,5
57: 25

cont i nued
5:9 14: 6
23:10
38: 11
40: 10

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com




HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: contract..credited

41:8 74:2

contract
59:10

contractor
27:13
59:10

contractors
59: 6

contr ol
70: 25
77: 2

conversati o
n
85: 25

conversatio
ns
49:2 54:6
84: 17

cooperati on
62:11

copper
40: 19

copy
24: 19

60: 24

corners
30:2,4

correct
5:15
16: 23
17: 16
18: 17
32:12, 13,
22 36:22
41:10, 11
43: 6,7, 25
48: 25
50: 5
52:11
53: 9
54:12
55:16

58: 19

59: 16
62: 8

66: 18
67:1, 23
79:13, 17,
23 81:1,
19, 23
82:3 83:8
85: 20

counsel
5:21 7:6
14: 9, 14
15:1
23: 14
24:19
25:3
29:18
30: 19
39: 22
40: 13
43: 18, 24
46: 7
63: 19
72:8
8421

Counsel 's
37:11

count er -
cl ai ns
26: 8

count er -
def endant
8:9
countercl ai
m
8.1
count ercl ai
ns
8:13
32:16

country
64: 19

county
8.25 14:2
39:3,7

coupl e
29: 17

court
4.2, 11,
18, 19, 21,
22 5:7,
11, 18, 23,
24 6:6,9,
16 7:5,8,
9,10, 13,
17, 18, 23,
24 8: 14,
16 11:9
13: 16, 17
14: 2, 3, 6,
19, 23
15: 6, 15,
24 16: 2,
4,6,12,
15, 16, 20,
24 17: 6,
9,14, 17,
19 18:12,
18, 20, 24
19: 3, 6,
18, 21
22:11, 23,
25 23:9
24:5,9,
11, 14
26: 15, 20
27: 21
28:11, 17,
21 29:09,
15, 23
30:7, 10,
12,16
31:1, 3,
10, 14, 17,
20, 25
32:19, 25
33:3,17
35: 14, 22,

24 36:7
37: 4,8,
15, 23
38: 3, 23,
25 39: 3,
6,7, 10,
12, 15, 23
41:6,12
42: 22
43:5, 8,
15, 24
44: 7
45:5, 8, 17
47:. 22, 24
49: 18, 25
50: 8, 12,
14 51: 2,
19, 24

52: 2,8,
12, 20
53: 3, 14,
21 54: 4,
7,13
55:9, 23
58: 6
62:17, 22
63:1, 5,
11, 15

65: 22
66: 4, 14,
19, 21
67:3,7,
14, 21, 24
68: 18, 22
69:1,5,7,
10, 14, 17,
22 70:6
72:12, 17,
21,25

73: 23
74:. 3,5, 8,
9,12, 17,
19 76: 14
78: 3,12
79: 10, 15,
21,25
80: 4, 8,

11, 16, 22
81:2,7,
11, 18, 20
82: 2, 8,
14,19, 24
83: 6, 13,
19, 24
84: 6, 10,
23,24
85:11, 17,
21 86: 2,
10, 14, 18
87:1,6,
11, 14, 17,
21, 24, 25
88:2,7,11

Court's
6: 20

courts
16: 11
28:5

courtyard
25:10
80: 14

cover
23: 25

covered
17: 21
20: 12

covers
19:1

Ccovi D
86: 9

credit
28: 24, 25
43:1 55:1
86: 23

credited
26:3 44:2
49: 12
65: 3
86: 12

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: credits..determining

credits
20: 7
21: 15
43: 11
53:13, 20
54:2,11,
18, 19
64: 3
67: 20
68: 10, 13,
14 77:6,9
crimnality
22:18
Cross
22:10
87: 23

CROSS-
EXAM NATI ON
55:12

crystal
6:22 24:3
29: 22
39:5

cultura
18: 7

cure
60: 21, 22

curi ous
39: 2

cust ody
70: 25
77:2

cut
31: 3

daily
34:4,5
61: 15, 16

Dal e

4:3,10
8:15 12:5
26: 21
27:8
31:16, 17
32:3,7
33:19

36: 14
37:18
38: 6
41:7,18
42: 24

43: 10

45: 15
48: 4

51: 21
52:9 53:3
55:10, 14,
23 57:11
58: 10
62:12, 22
63: 19

66: 14

68: 20
79: 6, 22
82: 17

84: 17
85:1, 25

Dal e' s
21: 6

Danita
4:17
13:8, 19
21: 4
48: 13
68: 24
70: 4

dat e

23: 10
28: 9

44: 25
45: 18
56: 5, 16,
19, 22
59: 18, 19

62: 19, 23
63: 13
71: 24
72:6
73:21
75:5,8
76:5
77:23
85: 9

day
10: 19
67:3

dead
21: 25

deal t
5:19

debt
66: 13

debt s
10: 6,7
21: 7

deci ded
35:9 38:9
65: 11
81:5
82: 15

deci si on
38:7

def aul t
5:13,14
6:8 27:25

def endant
25:8 26:7
28: 9
32:10
76: 23
78: 1

Def endant' s
5.4 58:4

def endant s
4:9 21:6
71:5,8

73:5

def endant’ s
33: 20
45:9 57: 3
63: 8

def ense
4: 23,24
6:12
35:18
41: 17
45: 4,16
47: 2, 20,
21,25
48: 6

def enses
26: 11

def er
22:16

defining
68: 8

definition
46: 9

del api dat ed
17: 25

del i vered
34: 2

demand
10: 24
11: 3 49:5
58: 24

demanded
49: 3,9

demands
60: 13

denol i sh
62:5,7
80: 3,4

denol i shed
80:9, 12,
23

den
19: 17

deni ed
5:17

depart nent
22: 21

depi ct
42: 4
47: 16

deponent
15: 4

deposi t
13: 16

derail ed
55: 22

desperati on
18: 10

det achi ng
10: 2

det erm nati
on
16: 5
23:13, 16,
17 25:25
67:8
83: 22

det erm ne
4: 23 5:4,
19 6:10,
17, 24, 25
13: 17
18: 21
23:19
29: 24
30: 14

det erm ned
16: 3 20:1
82: 13
83: 20
85: 19

det er mi ni ng

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: detriment..establish

7:9,10
25: 25

detri nent
24: 4

devel op
9:6

devel opnent
8:4,10,11
10: 23
32:19
64: 22

Dext er
18: 2

di fference
78: 5

di | api dat ed
19: 13, 22
20: 4
30: 21
43: 21

di ppi ng
12: 24

di rect
13: 20, 23
32:5 33:4
69: 24
87:19, 20

di sagree
26: 13

di sagr eemnen

t
27:7
57:17

di scount ed
27:5

di scover ed
33: 24

di scussed
5:25
83: 20

di scussi on
78: 15
80: 17
85:12, 14,
22

di scussi ons
82: 17
84: 9

di si nf ect
42: 16

di sm ss

7:1 29:22
30:1, 8,18

di sm ssal
23: 6

di sm ssed
7:4 23:5
30: 3

di spute
42: 24

di stri but ed
64: 15

district
4:9 7:25
8.2 9:6
11:11
21:6
32:11, 16,
17 55:5
61: 8,9,
12,14
76: 23
80: 21
85: 25

DLA
67:12

docket
15:8
74: 16
78: 4

docunent
15: 17

33: 14, 21,
23,24
36: 3, 8,
16, 19
37:2,6,12
52:4

58: 13

76: 14, 17,
19 87:5

docunent at i
on
58: 21

docunent ed
8:17

docunent s
11:17
39: 13
49: 15
58: 25

dog
40: 17

dol | ar
41:3 86:1

dol |l ars
54: 25
68: 4, 11

doors
40: 18
47: 14
64:7,8

doubl e
12: 24
14: 12

doubl ed
73: 15

doubl es
83:7,11

dr ug- addi ct
18:1

drywal |
47. 14

due
4:24 5:1
18: 21, 24
20:8 24:1
43: 20
73:5,8

duly
32: 4
69: 23

dunpsters
42:13

duplicative
23:7 24:3

E

earlier
40: 13
60: 19

early
83: 17
85:7

easy
11:18

een
27:11

ef f ect
63: 9, 13

effective
75: 8

el ectricity
18: 3
30: 22
40: 18
53:2

El i zabet h
4:8

enpl oyees
64:13

end

28:10
55:18
62:19, 22,
25 70:11

endi ng
60: 17
63: 6

enrich
49: 15

enri ching
22: 8

enter
38:13
45: 3

ent ered
26: 17
35:1
45:12, 16
54: 3
59: 25
60: 6
66: 10
74: 21

entire
60: 3
81: 10

entirety
35:7 66:7

entities
8:18 21:8
25:10

entry
85:2

error
84: 4

essentially
12: 22
16: 13
17:4 18: 4
30: 17

establ i sh

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com




HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: established..filed

84:16

est abl i shed
64: 20

estate
22:19
46: 8
6422
82:7

et al
4: 3
event
11: 16
13:5
21: 19, 20
22:1
39:9, 17
50: 4

evi ct
20: 22

evi cted
11: 4

evi ction
18: 6
20: 25
22:10
25:12,13

evi ctions
8:13
24: 22,25
25: 15
27:15

evi dence
13:5 14:8
24: 20
29: 12,15
31:7,9
33: 14
35: 18
37:3
39:4,7
43: 22
45: 4,13
47: 21

48: 2
51:16
52:5
58:5,8
74: 15, 22

evidentiary
6:2
11: 14, 15
13: 18
14: 20, 22
15: 25
22:13,14
28: 4

exact
44: 25
59: 23
85: 9

exam nati on
13: 21, 24
32:5
63: 17
69: 24

exception
36: 6

excuse
39:6
40: 12
73: 23
87:8

exhi bi t
33:11, 20
35:18, 19
36: 14
41: 17
45: 4,12,
16 47: 2,
20, 21
48:1,6,7
57:3, 20
58:5,7
63: 8
73:16, 17
74:16, 21
75: 25

82: 10

exhibits
11: 18
60: 25

expectation
20:9 56:7
60: 17

expend
48: 5

expended
48: 10

expenses
50: 13

expiration
63: 13

expired
56:13, 17,
18 65: 9,
10

expl ai n
33:3

expl ai ned
51: 22

expl anati on
53: 17

expr ess
7.2 58:15

expressed
58:12, 16

ext ended
28: 4

ext endi ng
28: 7

ext ent
7:14 10:7
11:13
12: 22
16: 1,11
20:6 23:8

exterior
47: 9

face
28:7 57:8
63:8 64:8

faci ng
28:1

fact

9:13

11: 18, 24
14: 24
15: 22
16: 18
18:1,7
19: 14
20: 15, 22
21: 23
22:5

27: 24
28:8
34:18
43: 10, 20
64: 4

Fact or
26: 2

factors
26: 2

facts
37:16

failed
27:16
35:5

failing
24: 23

failure
37:25

fair
30:9
48: 10

60: 7
82:13

fairly
42: 3
47:16

fam liar
32:9
33: 20, 23
41: 18, 21
47:2,5
76: 17

fam|lies
64: 13

fantastic
27: 9

f eces
40: 17

f eder al
8: 19

f eel
28:9 56:5

felt
83: 4

figure
46: 21
82: 24

file
50: 17
51:7,9

filed

4.23 7:6
8:2

15: 13, 16
24:19
25:3 26:8
27:11
50: 14
57:2

58: 21
72:16
74: 14
76: 11

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: filing..hand-in-hand

filing
57:5

final
61: 20

nances
84: 2

nanci al
21:7 22:7
49: 3,7
58: 24
60: 2

f

f

f

nanci al |y
29: 8

nanci al s
60: 13

find
72: 20
86: 17
87:5

findi ng
48: 25

fine
33: 17
78: 25
84: 23

firm
4:6 15: 20

f

fl oor
40: 17
42: 20

Fl ori da
22: 20
25: 20
83:10

f ocused
42:1

f ol ks
19: 24
20: 21

foll ow

59:13
68: 2

forced
21: 19

f or ecast
60: 2

f orecl osure
28: 7

forgot
80: 22
87: 24

form
30:2,4
37:1
39: 20
49: 16

forma
49: 8

forward
16: 3
22:13
23:2,21
26: 11

f ound
34:1

fraction
18: 9

Franklin
4:3,10
8:15 12:5
21: 6
31: 16
32:3 79:6
82: 17
85: 25

f raudul ent
22:8

Fri day
88:2,5

fro
77:25

front
65: 14
67:6
72:18,19

frustration
55: 24

full
6:24 13:9
38:12
40: 10
46: 24
47:9 54:1
81:13

fully
22:1

functional |
y
7:1
functi oni ng
18: 4

fund
49: 13
67: 13

f undi ng
10: 15
21:10

funds
5:22 6:18
7.4 8:18
10: 12, 16,
18, 25
11: 2
13: 16
21: 3,12,
20 23:9
49: 1
60: 12
64: 15, 21
67: 20

furniture
85: 8

future

53:19
54:10
60: 16
83:18

G

gave
31:5
52:9,10

Genovese
4:7 7:20
gi ve
5:12
31: 21
69: 18
87: 22
gi vi ng
46: 14
59: 20

gl ad
24: 18

gl obal
56: 10

d over
18: 2

God
31: 23
69: 20

good
4:13, 18,
19, 21
24: 15
32:7,8
70: 2

gover nient
8:20
10: 12
21:10
64: 11, 14,
18

gover ns
55: 4

gr eat
65: 25
66: 13

great er
68: 13

greed
18: 10

G oup
8.2 21:5
22: 6
32:17

growt h
46: 18

guess
19: 7
35:16
71: 20
79: 16
80: 17
81:2,12

guest s
34:5

guys
48: 16, 22

Haiti
8:4,10,11
10: 23
32:19

hal f
25:3 27: 4

hand
31:18
69: 15

hand-i n-
hand
51:12

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: handed..initia

53: 23

handed
44: 25
85: 15

handl e
62: 9

handl i ng
84:2,3

happen
38:2

happened
9:18
14: 18
19: 25
20: 1
36: 23
37:6,18
38: 6
53: 16
65:7

happeni ng
25:1,12,
13 29:7

har d
9: 22
27:15
28: 4

har dest
9:21

har dshi p
28:1
75: 21

hear
24: 11
37: 22,23
39:1
79: 13

heard
5.8,16
6:9 18:19
24: 17
79: 21

heari ng
5:3,22

6:1,4 7:7

11: 14, 15
13: 15,18
14: 4,5,
17, 20, 22
15: 20, 22,
25 18: 20
22: 14
49: 24
50: 22
67:8

70: 11
74:. 6

78: 16
88: 10

heari ngs
28:4,5

hear say
35: 20, 23
36: 6

hel d
64: 19
70: 15

Hillary
4:13

hired
59: 6

hi story
33: 25

hi t
9:21

hol d
5:11
15: 15
22: 25
43:5
66: 14
83: 11
84:6, 24

hol d- over
73: 14

honest |y
25:19
55: 22

honor
5:15, 20
7:14, 22
8: 22
10: 4, 21
11: 6,12,
13, 22
13: 5, 14,
15, 20
15: 14, 18
16: 19
17:8, 13,
16, 20
18:6, 17
19: 1,11
21:16
22:16
23:8
24: 13
25: 23
30: 9,19
33:12, 16
35:4,11,
17, 21
36:1, 10,
25 43: 14,
16, 23
44:5, 8,
18, 19
45:2, 7,11
47: 19, 23
50: 6, 20
52:11, 15
53:19
55:1, 8,11
62: 15
64: 2
65:1, 3,7,
18, 25
66: 20
67:6
68: 16
74: 8

83: 25
84: 20
87:25
88: 4,11

Honor's
68: 6

hour
25: 4

id
18: 24
i dea
62:5,7

i dentificat
i on
47: 2
identify
77: 6

i mmat eri al
38: 22
49: 24

i medi ately
30: 20
43: 20

i mpression
38: 21

i mproper
39: 22

i mprove
60: 15

i mpr ovenent
S
40: 21
41: 4
42: 25
43:1, 11
49:7,11
51:10
52: 22

59:3,7, 8,
25 71:16

i naccur at e
13: 10

i nappropria
te
16: 14
22: 15
23: 2

i nclined
23:8

i ncl uded
34:12
41: 9

i ncone
27:18

i nconsi sten

cies
13: 9

i ncorrect
6: 23

i ndefinitel

y
60: 8

i ndi cation
5:18

i ndi vi dua
20: 16

i nextricabl

y
7:23 11:8

13: 25

i nfestation
40: 23

i nformation
21:7 22:7
36: 9

iniquity
19: 17

initial

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: initially..lease

54:6

nitially
83: 15, 16
85:1

nspection
38:1,2
81: 24

nstructing
60: 14

nstrunment
58:1

nt end
56: 19, 22
59: 18, 19,
21

nt ended
59: 21
64: 21, 24

ntention
80: 2 82:5

ntenti ons
81: 2

nt er est
9:4 17: 21

nt eresting
7:21

nterior
47:9

nt er r upt
73: 24

ntertw ned
7:23 11:9
13: 25

nt r oduci ng
33:14

nvoi ce
20: 8
28: 16

nvoi ces
27: 11

28:14
58: 22

i nvol ved
33:1

i nvol vement
84: 13

i nvol ves
32: 21, 24

irrel evant
50: 22
65: 20

i ssuance
75: 10

i ssue
5:1 6:19
7:4,6,15
25:5
29: 20
51:1
72:16

i ssued

36:3 61:3

76:5
It’'s

33: 2
I''m

43: 25

66: 24
67:1, 3,
17,18, 21
68: 15
76:9

86: 23

June

10: 19
15: 13
42: 8, 10
66: 25
67:17,18
72: 17
73:6
74:15
86: 23

K

Jobl ove
4:7 7:20

j udge
14: 5,16
23:13, 15,
18, 20

July
34: 15
36: 15, 24
42:9,10
54:5,7

Kauder er
8:4,12
10: 6
12: 14
21: 3
22:6, 20
37: 21, 24
48: 13
58: 25

keys
44: 23, 25
45: 18, 24
46:7,9,14
85: 15

ki nd
84: 11

ki ndl'y
57: 3

knee
21: 25

knew
20: 10
46: 19
64:.7

knowi ng | ar ger
20: 15 25: 16
know edge 46j18
57: 16 80: 14
| aw
4:6 83:12
L
| ayi ng
| abor 29519
42: 14 50: 13
| acked Ieaking
18: 3 42: 17
. | eaks
| ai d
52 15 42:19
| and | ease
171 8:25 10:1
11: 11, 20,
| andl ord 21, 22
25: 22 12:3,7,16
27: 25 13: 6, 12,
39:18 13 14:1
40: 23 15: 23
52: 17 16:7,8
53:24 17: 20
56: 24 18: 23, 25
60: 14, 20, 19:7
22 65:11 20: 17
66: 6, 25 23: 23
67:12 24: 19
68: 11 25: 3, 4,
70: 23, 24 19, 21
717 34:8,12,
82:13 13, 20
83:2 35:1
| andl or ds 38:8, 19
18: 9 40: 5, 10
42: 21 45: 22
46: 22, 23
| apse 51: 11
10: 2 52:18
| ar ge 55: 4, 20
42: 13 56: 8, 10
57:1, 13,
| argely 20, 24
11:2 58: 11

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING June 30, 2021

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE Index: leased..making
60: 17 | essee 4:19 | oans 40: 13, 14,
62:1, 18, 9:1,2 li st 64: 21 15 42: 24
19, 23 12: 6 215 | ocat ed 43: 2,10,
63: 2, 3, . 18 48: 15

letter . 17: 24
22,25 28 13 listed 33 25 51: 21
65: 14, 23 ' 32:10 ' 52: 23, 24
68: 14 letting 57:17 | ocati on 53:7, 22
74: 24 10: 2 listen 38:2,10 54: 4,17
79: 4 29: 14 37 16 44: 4 46:1 590: 25
82: 23 | evel _ _ 80: 18 66: 22
| eased 21: 22 ";&igg 81: 6 255;6,22
9:13 35:7  |avitt o _ | ong :
52:16 417 litigation 27:14,19  maintain
j 33:1 : .
| eases 13: 9,19 . 28:2 70: 17
50: 19 63: 20
25: 16 14:8, 11 56 14 70- 15 make
56:9, 12, 21:4 22:6 _ 71:19 6:11 9:3
13, 15, 16 48:13 live ' 13: 14, 22
59: 22, 25 68: 24, 25 4:9 7:25 | onger 15: 17
85: 10 70: 4 8:2 9:6, 81:11, 22 16: 15
: 19 11:11 .
| easi ng 72:18 : | ooked 18:18
11: 23 24 75: 2 21:6 48: 21 23: 15
34:3 ' 76 17 32:11, 16, .' 26: 23
45:19 77: 15 17 55:5 | osi ng 28: 17
' 78: 7,15 61:8, 9, 28:1 31: 12
| eavi ng 79: 11 12,14 | 0SS 41: 1,6
59: 22 84: 2,25 76: 23 159 44: 14,17
87: 18 80: 21 48: 18
| edger . '
_ 85: 25 | ost 53:12
44 22 i cense . . '
. 5:1 82:6 59 6
48:11, 12, 10: 1 l'ives 84: 25 :
19 50: 12, 65: 9, 10, 64: 9 60: 20
13, 18 12,15,16 || ¢ | ot 64: 21
51: 7 ) 414 7 25 8:7 25:6 65: 14
54: 24 i censed 635 42: 14 68: 19
67:6,10 59:6 o 52:24, 25 69: 11

" . 11:11, 19, 71: 22
70: 17 lieu . | :

. 117 24 32:11, low 24- 11
rs:s9 ' 12,15, 18 70:11 83: 13
il limted 41: 25 _

86: 4 26: 1 57: 1 " maki ng
. 14: 18
| edgers i quor 70:7,9 o1 17
77: 3 10 1 71:3 :

: 75: 20 nmade 31:6
left 65:8, 9, 76: 22, 23 6:9 10: 24 40: 21
74:3 12712,157 77:1 23:1 26:3 41: 4
32:14 43:18

'egﬁfgi Li sa I oadi ng 36: 14 53: 8

) 41: 15

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: Mallory..named

60: 11

Mal | ory
8:4,12
10: 6
12: 14
21:3
22:19
37:21, 24
48: 13
49: 1

manageabl e
66: 12

manager
70: 8, 13,
17 77:1

mandat ed
65: 13

Mar ch
63:7
65: 8, 10
66: 8, 15,
16 67:18
77:19
86: 15
87:4,7,8,
9 11

mar ked
33: 20
47: 1, 20

mar ket
26: 24
27:2 29:5
83: 23

mat t er
7.4 18:6
71:9
76: 12
77:7

Mci nt osh
4:8

meant
58:15

nmeno
48: 20, 23
51:13, 17,
22 52:3
60: 23
61: 2 65:1

menor andum
52: 14

menory
5:12

nment al
38: 21

nention
21:9
25:5,17
36: 14

nenti oned
29:18
36: 20
48: 23
50: 11
56: 12

ner e
18: 5

M ami
12: 4, 14
17:7
34: 17
36:4 53:6
80: 24
81: 23

M am - dade
8:24

m ddl e
15: 25

M dguard
21:4 22:6
m nd
30: 18
49: 23
74:5

m ne
6: 4

m nut e
27: 21

m nut es
53: 15
88:1

M sappropri
ation
21: 2

m schar act e

rization
72:5

m Xi ng
6: 2

MM hnm
58: 3

MOD
6:8

nmonent
31: 15
35:11
41: 15
57:21
73: 25
76: 12

noney
18: 24
42: 14
61: 23
64: 25
66: 25

noneys
8:15 9:9
58: 22

nmoni t or
14: 23

nonol ogue
65: 20

nmont h
28: 25

29: 4

66: 17
67:11, 22
77:14
82:11
86: 5, 12,
14 87:2

nmont h-t o-

nont h
13:12
26: 17
27:6
28:13, 24
29:7
73: 13
83: 9

mont hl y
73:8

nont hs
56: 17
76: 7
77:14
86: 13

nor t gage
27: 24
75:. 24

nor t gages
27: 17

not i on

4: 23, 24
5:4,5, 13,
16, 19, 21,
22 6:4,8,
12,17, 18,
20, 23, 25
7:6,7,22
13: 16, 17
22: 25

29: 20, 21,
24, 25

30: 14, 17

notive
13: 4

nmout h
72:7

nove

12: 18
16: 2
35: 17
38:9, 24
45: 3
47:19
50:1
55: 24
56:1
79: 25
84: 20

noved
40: 3 41:7
44:1 48:1
53:4 58:7
79: 22
85:1,3

noves
83:14, 15

nmovi ng
9:5 39:18
53:7
85:12

mul tiple
9:14 14: 3
59: 25
60: 1

nmusi c
9:6, 19

mut e
757

mut ed
31: 23
37:22
54: 14

named

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: narrow..operator

18: 2

narr ow
11: 7,18

natural ly
22: 4

nature
20: 24
32: 20

nay
22:1

necessarily
82: 4

needed
6:1 20:2
46: 18
47: 15
53:1
64: 20
78: 24
79:12, 16
81: 25
82: 22

negoti ati on
84:3

ni ght cl ub
25: 17

ni ne-year
60: 6

non-
evidentiary
22:13

nonpaynent
15: 12
72: 23
75: 21
76: 20
82:9

Nor t heast
4: 2,14
7:25 8: 3,
5 11: 10,

19, 23, 25
12: 11, 15,
19 16:6
17: 4, 25
32: 11, 15,
18, 24
33:4,8
34:1, 8,9,
23 38:09,
15 40: 3,
5 7 41: 25
42:5

49: 4,5
50: 15, 18
52:18

54: 21
55:3,5
56: 25
60: 3 62:1
70:7,8,
21, 22
71:.2

75: 20

76: 22,25
78: 10
80: 6

not ati ng
10: 16

not ed
15:1

not es
6:6,7

notice

20: 9
34: 1, 16,
22 36: 15,
16, 24
37:18
39: 21, 23
47:13
53:5

60: 21, 22
73:17, 18
75: 4, 6,
10, 14, 16

76:1,3
80: 25

noti ced
11: 15
14: 22
39:19

notificatio
n
79: 19

notified
34:6,7
35:8
37: 20

noti ng
35:4 65:7

nunber
4:3
25:12,13
36:11
47: 25
57:3
82: 25
83:1,4

nuner ous
52:15

O

obj ect
14: 7,12
35:12
36: 25
39: 20
43: 10
49: 16
50:7,21
65: 18

obj ect ed
14: 15

obj ecti ng
84: 15

obj ecti on
7:16 15:1
35: 22
36: 8
38:21
45:5,9
47: 22
49:17, 23
50: 6
51: 16
72: 4
74:17, 18,
20 84:5

obj ecti ons
14: 4

occupi ed
18:1

occupy
34:13, 15

occurred
15: 3 27: 6

of fered
66: 6

of fice
12:1, 13,
18 13:1,2
16: 9
17: 3, 10,
23 18:13
23: 20
26: 22
33:9
34: 14
38: 7
40: 5,12,
22 41:5,9
46: 12, 17,
19, 24
47:8,12
51: 11
52: 24
61:5,11
78: 22
79: 3,12,

15, 18
80: 9, 11,
20, 23, 24
81: 8,11,
17

ol dest
8: 24

Qmar
4.6 6:2
7:19
45: 21
51: 4

once-i n- a-
lifetinme
21:11

one-term
63: 4

ongoi ng
42: 11

onset
13: 14

open
32: 14

open-air
82:5

oper at e
65: 12, 14

operating
12:1
16: 10
61: 25

operati on
9:20 12:9
17: 21

oper ati onal
52: 24

operati ons
12: 18

oper at or
9:3 12:5,

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: opportunities..pictures

12

opportuniti
es
49: 12

opportunity
31:6
87: 22

opposi ng
24: 18
25: 3

opposi tion
43: 4

order
5.5 6:18
16: 11
23: 8
40: 21
41:1
64: 21

ori gi nal
86: 22, 25

originally
26: 22

out - of -
pocket
7722

out door
80: 14

outfield
51:18

out st andi ng
54: 24
87: 10

overrul e
52:12

Overrul ed
50: 8 51:2

owe
63: 21
68: 13

owed
8:15 9:10
10:6,7,9
12: 20
21: 7,14
23: 24
54: 25
68: 4

oW ng
24:1
43: 20
63: 24

owned
65: 9

owner
37:20
60: 15
64:6, 11

owner /
oper at or
12: 6

owner s
17: 15
64: 12

owner ship
9:4 17:21
61: 13

owns
12: 14

P

package
49: 10

pai d

7:5 9:11,
12 10:10
16:1, 4
18: 24
20:10, 12
27: 22,23
28: 22

30: 23
44: 11
53: 25
54:1,9
59:11
61: 21, 23
65: 24
66:17, 19
67:4,12
77:17, 19
81:7
82:18
85:18, 23
87:12, 16

pai d/
credited
77: 12

pandem ¢
9:18
18: 10
21:11
64:5, 10
65: 8
66:1,7,9,
10

par cel
15: 23

par ent
8:6,9
10: 22
61:9

part
9:8 13:3
15: 22
16: 7,8
34:12
38:8
48: 20
51:11
71: 20
79: 4
85:12, 14

parties
9:7 26:6

40: 2

45: 20
58:1

63: 10, 13
74:5

part ner
84. 3

partners
8:4,10,12
10: 23
32:19
48: 4

past
64:. 4

pat h
22:1

pay
10: 16
16: 12
27:1 29:5
38: 11
40:7 41:8
64: 17
65:4,5,6
71:15
75: 24
76:1

payi ng
12:17,21
26: 23
34:19
38:18
40:9 41:9
44:12,14
46: 10, 11,
24 53:16
60: 8
63: 21
86: 15

paynent
40: 11
66: 21
67: 22
68:8 69:3

83:19
87:3,8

paynent s
26: 3
67: 16

PDF
57:5

pendi ng
24: 16
26: 12
27: 16
28: 2

peopl e
64: 21

per cei ved
18: 10

per f or ned
20: 5

peri od
23:5

permts
29: 2
59: 14

permtting
59: 9

per son
13: 19
14: 6

personal | y
70: 24
71: 6
85: 24

phot os
42:12

physi cal
68: 10

pi cture
11:6,7
41: 23

pi ctures

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com




HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: piggy-back..programs

41: 18, 21,
22 42: 2,

3,7 44:18
45: 6, 8, 15
47:1, 3, 5,
6,7,8, 10,
16 48:5,6

pi ggy- back
6: 21

pl ace
8:25 10: 4
19: 16
20: 3, 23
34:9

plaintiff
4:12, 14,
16 8:5
9:10
10: 14, 23
16: 14
38: 14
55:10
65: 9
68: 25
70:6 71:7
73: 21
75:19, 20
76: 23

Plaintiff's
9:10
14: 23
15:12
44: 13
70: 20
71:5
72:23
74: 16, 20
76: 11

Plaintiffs
22:17

pl an
9:5 60:1

pl ans
60: 4

pl ay
80: 15

pl ayed
24:18

pl eadi ngs
11: 21

pl easure
62: 13

pl ot
17:1

pl umbi ng
18: 4
30: 22
40: 18
47: 13

pocket
61: 21, 23
67:19
68:7,9
77:18, 25

poi nt
14: 18
21:14
24:11
27:9 30:
448,12
53: 21
67:12
71: 14
73: 15
79: 24
82: 17
85:6, 7,
17, 21

portfolio
49: 10

portion
25: 24
33: 15
77:19
82: 2

position

14: 25

15: 21
24:6

29: 13
30:7
70:5, 6, 15
76: 24

positions
43: 3

possessi on
28: 14
44 21
55: 14
56: 6, 23
59: 20
71:12
75:11
85: 4

possi biliti
es
24: 7

posture
5:6
potentially
24: 1

PPP
67: 13

practice
46: 8
80: 19

pre
33: 20
47: 20

pr enmar ked
35:18
36:13
41: 17
45: 4

prem se
59: 7
81:17

prem ses
43: 11
55: 15, 18
56: 6, 20,
23 57:17
58: 18
59: 15, 20
60: 8, 22
61: 5,12,
21, 24
69: 4
70: 18, 21
71:1,13
77:3
78: 23
80:5,6
81: 10, 16
83: 10

prepaid
20:7 54:2
55:1 64:2
67: 20
68: 3, 10,
12,14

pr epar ed
11: 16
14: 21
17:8
22:12

pr epayment
9:15
10: 11

pr esent
72:18, 19

preserve
26:11

presunptive
ly
68: 6
previously
5:8,16
11: 15

princi pal

10: 14

princi pal s
9:11
22:18

prior
34:3
42: 23
59:17
82:16
85:5

privilege
44: 15

pro
49: 8

pr o- bono
20: 21

pr obl em
36: 10
57:6
86: 18
87:6

probl ens
76: 13

pr ocedur al
5:6
proceed
6:12
15: 16, 20
31: 25
69: 22

proceedi ng
14: 20

pr oceedi ngs
74:2

Pr of essi ona
[
22: 22

program
49: 13

pr ogr ans

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: progress..raise

64: 20, 23

progr ess
60: 11

prom sed
59: 24

pronoters
34:5

pr oof
27: 13
28: 14

properly
26: 3,4

properties
9:14 11: 4
12: 2
22:10
24: 24
25:16
26: 14
28:1
32:21
33:1
44 24
49: 6, 11
52:16
54: 22,25
55: 24
56: 10
59: 23
60: 1, 12
62:3 78:1
81: 21, 22

property
10: 2
11: 25
12: 8, 14,
16 15:21
16: 6, 10,
21, 25
17: 10
18: 13, 15,
22 19: 2,
6,8, 11,
12, 22

20:1, 5,
15, 16, 18,
19 23:19
25:2,6,9,
18 27:22
28: 15
29: 8

34: 3,6,
17, 25
35:7
38:12, 14
40: 16

41: 24

42: 4,15,
16, 25

44 13, 15
46: 15

50: 14
52:17, 21,
25 53: 4,
18 54:18
55: 4
60: 3, 15,
16 62:6
63: 20

70: 16
77:18
78:10, 12,
17, 20

79: 22
80:1, 17
81:13
83:3,5,14
85:2,4,13
86: 7
87:14

pr opose
6: 14

proud
64: 6

provi de
17:8 49:6
58: 24
59: 18, 19
75: 11

provi ded
10: 5
13: 19
28:14
29: 3
34: 22
43:12
44: 20, 23
48:12
53:13, 25
77:6,9

pub
8:21, 24
9:1, 3, 4,
22 12:6,
9,10 13:1
16: 9, 10,
17,19, 21
17: 22, 23
19: 2
33:6,10
34:13
40: 10
41:9
46: 11
53: 17
55:21
61: 14
65:3 78:9
81:8

pul |
33:11
36: 11
59: 14
75: 3

pul | ed
29: 2

pur pose
12: 25
43: 13, 16
45: 23
46: 14
49: 9
58: 25
78: 19

pur poses
10: 7 16:9
21:9 22:7
33:13
48: 5
49: 24
50:5 88:9

pur suant
8.17,25
16: 8
25: 24
45: 19

purvi ew
65: 19

put
5:22 22:5
26: 10
29:12, 14
39: 14
40: 25
41: 3
43: 22
4418
60: 2, 25

putting
72:7 85:8

Q

qualify
36:5

question
15: 21
19:5
23:18
27:14
28:8 33: 4
35:15
37:1,5,
13, 17
38: 25
39: 9, 21,
24 45:21
49: 19

50:7,9
51:3,5,19
52: 2,13
55: 25
56: 3

58: 20

59: 17

61: 20
62: 4

63: 19

65: 19, 23,
25 68: 2,
7,17, 20
69: 12
72:15
75:5

79: 10

83: 25
84:12

87: 22

qguesti oni ng

35:13
74: 4

guesti ons

37:3 38:3
54: 13
55:7,9
62: 15
67: 24
69:1 86:3
87:18

qui ck

29: 17
62: 17

qgui ckly

15:7
75: 25

raise

8:11
31: 17
69: 15

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: raised..renewal

70: 10

rai sed
54:8

rate
26: 24
27:2,5
28: 24
29:5 44:3

Re- ask
38: 25

r eady
24:8 75:2
81: 17

r eal
22:19
46: 8
60: 14, 15
62: 17
64: 22
82: 6

reality
15: 19
24: 10

realized
29: 13

reason
11:8,21
21: 25
31:4 44:9

reasons
7.2

recal |
78: 25

receipts
27: 10
58: 21

recei ve
10: 12
54: 18, 19

recei ved
10: 18, 19

30: 23
36: 23
37:18
45: 18
65: 2
77:22,25

recei vi ng
36: 15
37:5

recertifica
tion
35:6, 10
36: 20
79:1
81: 24

recertified
79: 20

recess
74:1

recessed
14: 5, 16

recitation
11:1

recogni ze
36: 16
57:11

recoll ectio
n
72:1

record
35: 25
36:4,6
67:2
70: 3, 25
73: 24
88:8

records
49: 3,7
71: 2

redirect
62: 14
63: 16, 17

reduced
30: 24
40: 11
86: 6

reducti on
66: 6
86: 8, 11

refer
25:19, 23
57:19
73:2,16
75: 25
775

ref erence
32:14
40: 13
51: 21

referenced
5:21
36: 17
51: 14

referring
15: 11
57:14
73:19
77:20

refi nance
49: 10

refi nanci ng
22:8 50:5
58: 25

reflect
11:18
43: 17
44: 18
46: 25
69: 2
77:11

refl ected
21: 13

reflecting
48: 12

50: 18

reflective
51: 10

reflects
12: 7
36: 19
51:8

refresh
5:11

ref used
59: 5

regard
70: 21

registry
5:23 7:5,
11 13:17
16: 2,12
18: 25
23:9
26: 10

regul ating
22:21

Regul ati on
22: 22

regul ati ons
22:21

rel ate
14: 1
76: 21

rel ated
7:16 8:6,
23 24: 24
50: 13
86: 6

rel ati on
26: 13

rel ati onshi

p
71:4,5

rel ative

36:1

rel evance
35:12

r el evant
33: 14

relief
86: 24

remai n
60: 7

remai nder
52:1

remai ned
67:13

r emai ns
9: 23

remar kabl e
21: 23

renedi ed
46: 21

r enedy
46: 23
62: 8

r enedyi ng
38:7

r emenber
19: 12, 23
30:1 37:5

render ed
8: 17

renderi ngs
49: 8

rendition
52: 16

renew
65:12, 17

renewal
62: 25
63:4,9,12

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: renovated..rightfully

r enovat ed
55: 21

renovation
20: 5
47:9, 15
51:8
82: 21, 22

renovati ons
20: 14,19
23: 25
40: 14, 15
48: 16
52: 25
53:7,9,12
54:8

rent
4:23, 24
5:4,19
6:10, 17,
24, 25
7:3,9
12: 17, 20,
21, 23
13: 17
16: 1,4
18: 21
19: 16
20: 7, 8,
10, 11,12
21: 15
25: 25
26:1,5,10
27: 22,23
28: 21
29: 24
30: 14, 22,
24 34:19
38:11, 18
40: 6, 9,
10, 11
41: 8, 10
42:13
43: 19
44: 10, 11,
13,15

46: 10, 11,
24 51:1
53: 13, 16,
19 54: 2,
18, 19
55:1 60:8
63: 21, 24
64: 2

65: 24
66: 2, 4, 6,
11, 16, 19
67:4, 8, 20
68: 3, 10,
13, 14

71: 14, 15,
17, 24

73: 8,15
75: 21
76. 1
77:6,9,
22,25

78:. 4,8, 9,
10 81:7,
12 82: 13,
18, 21
83:11, 22
86:5, 6, 23
87:9, 11,
15, 16

rental
26: 24
27: 2,18
28: 24
29:5
54: 3,11
69: 3

rent ed
78: 20, 23
82:3

rents
9:15
10: 11
12: 25
21: 21
61: 21

64: 16
65: 4

r eopened
9: 24

reopeni ng
66: 8

repair
44:13, 15

repair/
upgr ade
28: 19

repairing
44 24
60: 13
83: 17

repairs
26: 23
27:4,8
29: 2
30: 20
43: 11, 18
58: 18
59: 15
60: 21
71: 13,16
85: 6

repeat
42: 1
45: 21
46: 3 51: 4
56: 2

repeat edl y
29:1

repetitious
50: 7

rephrase
39:9

repl acenent
16: 9
20: 11
23: 19

repl aci ng
40: 4

reporter
4:19, 21
74:5,8
87:25
88:11

represent
49: 11
59: 3

represent at
i ons
8:19

representin

g
4:16

represents
76:8

request ed
38:1
58: 23
64: 25

requesting
27:10

required
59:8 79:1

requi r ement
25:21
26:10

resol ution
48: 21

r espect
10: 1
24: 15
39:18
40:7 68:7

respond
75: 13

responded
14: 11

response
5.5 6:21
68: 6

responses
29: 18

responsi bi
ity
37:22,25

restate
49: 19

restraining
9:25

result
16: 13
22:9, 16
75: 21
81: 6
resul t ed
20: 6, 14
results
24: 3
resuned
5:2
retaliate
21: 24

retaliated
60: 10

retaliation
11: 3

retaliatory
10:3 13: 4
20: 24

return
74: 14

revi ew
57:21

revi ewed
13: 8

rightfully
64: 13

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: ROI..spend

RO
60: 2

role
70: 20, 21

r oof
60: 15

roof s
60: 14

room
14: 25

rul e
36: 6

rul es
22: 20
23: 21
39:3,6

rulings
6:9

runni ng
40: 18

S

safety
62: 10
64:9

SBA
60: 12
67: 19

scenes
84: 2
schedul e
60: 2
schedul i ng
88:8
schenes
22: 9

scope
50: 21
84:8

screen
14: 12
33: 13
39: 10
41:14, 19
46: 25
57: 4
72: 15
76: 11

scrol |l ed
41: 19
45: 15

section
57: 19, 20,
21, 23

seek
16: 5
23: 12

seeki ng
23: 16
49: 15
60: 20

sense
44: 14

separate
7.5
12: 10,12,
20 17:2
23: 22
24: 22
25:10, 11,
18 43:19
45: 19, 22
46: 4,6
78:12

separately
20: 23
55: 20

Sept enber
75:9 76:6
86: 24

series
10: 3

58: 14

serve
9:14

served
17: 3, 23
34: 16
51: 14
76: 6

services
8:16 20:5
23: 24
53: 25

set
5.21 6: 4
7.7 14:5
22: 14

setting
15: 4

share
33:13
34:3
39:10
41: 14
46: 25
57: 4
72:14
76: 11

sharing
76:13

shel | er
18: 5

shooti ng
21: 24

shoppi ng
25: 11

short
74: 1

show
29:1
41: 17
42:19

showi ng
33:17,19
36: 13
47:1 87:7

shows
20: 23, 24
25: 4

si de
62:5

si des
29: 10

si ght

28:10
sign

18:8 34:8
si gned

13:7

34: 20

58:1

si nmpl e
18:6 19:4
20: 25
33: 4

sinmply
13: 10
44: 15

si mul t aneou
sly
65: 8
sir
31: 23
34: 21
47:18
87: 24

situation
46: 24

sl ash
13: 17

smal |
21:9 25:5
64: 6, 10,

12 80:5
81:16

smal | er
11:7 25:9

so-cal | ed
51:17

sort
9:6 11:6
13:4 17:1
21:19
23: 20, 21
24: 6
30: 15

sorts
22: 22

sought
22: 6

space

12:1 17:2
25:10

30: 22

34: 14
38:7 41: 4
46: 17
61:6, 11
79: 3, 6,
16, 18
82:6

speak
31:5,6
40: 14
43: 3

specific
16: 5
24: 18
59: 18

specificall
y
10: 15
11: 23
32: 20

spend

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: spent..sworn

59: 4

spent
28:15
42: 14
48: 16
51:8
58:17, 22

spot
18: 15
19: 19

squatt ed
40: 20

squat ter
18: 2

staff
34: 4
64: 17
65: 4

st agi ng
80: 14

st andar d
29: 19
44: 23
46: 8

start

28: 20
35:9

44: 24

69: 13

71: 25

83: 17
85:6, 7,16

started
42:12
44: 22
46: 9
62: 18
65: 8 85:8
86: 16

starters
45: 2

starting
74:16
86: 15

state
49: 23
63:9 70: 2
83: 23

st at ed
42: 23
49:9 63:7
71: 20

st at ement
52:8,9

stating
27:12

st at us
9:2 29:2

statute
29: 20
83: 10

st at ut es
22: 20
25: 20

st ay
27:15
63: 20
68:5
80: 19

st ayed
86: 18

st epped
62: 9
64: 18

stick
37: 16

stipul ate
39:4 43:9

st opped
60: 11

st ops

28: 25

st or age
78: 21
79: 6

story
24 22

strat egy
46: 18

Streer
4:2
street
4:14 8:5
11: 19, 23,
25 12:11,
15, 19
13:2 16:6
17: 4, 24,
25 25:1,
18 32: 11,
24 33:8
34:9, 23
38:10, 15
40: 3, 8
41: 25
42:5
50: 18
54: 21
55:3 60:4
70:7,8,22
75: 20

Street's
70: 21

strict
71: 24

strike
38:17, 24
39: 23
84: 20

structure
12: 11
33: 25
34:2,4,6,
16, 19

35:3,6,9
36: 15, 24
37:2
38: 11
46: 20
62: 8

st uck
28: 3

st uff
30:5
42: 20

style
6: 24

styl ed
7. 24
11: 10
32:10, 15

subj ect
6:24 9:22
10:1 12:3
15: 22, 23
18: 25
20: 17
36:1
41: 24
42: 4

submitted
7:21
11: 13
48: 19
50: 15

subsecti on
26: 1

subsecti on2
26: 4

substitute
38: 10
41:5
46: 19
79: 6

successf ul
10: 17

suddenl y
12: 20

sued
8:12

suffering
27:18
29: 8
75: 20

suggest ed
30: 19

suggesti ng
19: 15

sunmary
22:10

sumons
15:9

support
64: 12

supposed
26:1 27:3
30: 22
42: 25

sustain
36:7
37:15
68: 18

sust ai ned
35:14
49: 18, 25
65: 22

swear
31: 20
69: 17

swi tch
29: 4
sw t cher oos
8: 8
SWOr n
32:4
69: 23

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021

Index: synchronized..trash

synchroni ze
d
56: 8,9, 10
59: 22
60: 5

system
28: 3

t akes
43: 4

t aki ng
8:18
14: 10
21:10
35:9 48:5
66: 25
67:19
81:5

tal k
29: 14

t al ki ng
15:7
19: 18
21:16
24: 25
25: 25
30:6 52:9

t ear
25:8 82:5

t echni cal
5.1 76:12

telling
24: 21
84: 14

t empor ary
19: 8,11

ten
56: 11

t en-year

60: 1

t enancy
13:11
25:23
26:18, 20
38:13
55: 17
71:9
73: 14, 21
75:6 83:9

t enant

24: 23
25: 22
26:2

44: 20
71:12
73: 3, 14
75: 11, 13,
16 77:7,
17, 23
79:2,5
84: 4

tenant's
26: 10

t enant s
73:8

t ent
40: 24

term
60:6 63:5

term nate
29: 6
73: 21
75: 6

term nat ed
28:12
73:13
83:9

term nati on
56:5

73:17,18
75: 4,6, 8,
17

t er m nol ogy
39: 22

termtes
40: 24

terns
26: 20
35:2
56: 16
71:11

Terrace
78: 10

testified
13: 20, 23
32:4 36:8
58: 17
71:9

testify
25:7 27:3
31:8, 13
37:7 69:8
71: 23
84:19, 21

testifying
52: 4
72:13

t esti nony
29: 15
31: 21
33:15
34: 21
42: 23
44: 20
45:1
60: 19
69: 10, 18
72:5

t heft
8: 18

t hi ng
7:21
22: 17
65: 13
83: 6

84:12,13

t hi ngs
13: 10
52:15

t hought
5.3 6:20
14: 10
43: 24
53:9 62: 4
84: 25

t hr ee- day
76:1,3

t hree-year
62: 24
63: 3

time
5:10, 13
19: 16
24: 17
27:19
28:3
34: 20
41: 2
44:6,7
45: 18
54:. 17
59: 23
60: 3
64: 19
66: 5
67:18
77:17
78: 21
87:6 88:6

tinmes
18: 8

fi

rel essly
64: 3

t oday
4:22 5:9,
22 6:4
7:3,7,15
8:16 9:23

10: 24
11: 3, 13
14: 1, 20
15: 20
22: 3,12
23:9
27:11, 25
28: 6
29: 21
34: 21
41: 25
47:12
65: 10
79: 22

t oday' s
15: 22
78: 15

toilets
47: 14

told
49: 22
53: 15
72: 11

t onor r ow
14:6 88:7
t opi c
13: 23

t ot al
65:2 73:5

totality
66: 1
t owi ng
22:18
trade
9: 25
train
84: 25
transition
41: 1

trash
40: 17

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING
175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: traveling..ways

traveling 55:17 62:8 40: 20 vi ol ation

88:5 ggfgg unsaf eness variety 46: 20
trusted ) 34: 22 7:2 19: 25 vis-a-vis

15: 4 61:3 65:1 35: 2 38: 19

' 66: 11 ' vehenent | y :
truth 83:12 updat ed 26:12 visiting

31: 21, 22 84:1. 18 76: 20 80: 19

' Vel

69: 18, 19 €l ez .

under st ood upgr ades 4: 15 voi ce
t ur ned 31: 12 26: 23 35: 20, 23 70: 10

20: 22 37: 20 27:4,9 36: 3, 25
t urni ng 58: 17 upl oaded g;fgi7éio W

20: 15 under t ook 42:19 39:20’

56: 22 40: 21 ) .

' upset 49:16,23  wait
unfortunate 34:18 50: 6, 20, 5:7 15:15
U 76: 12 usabl e 24 51:16 2352152'8
uni nhabi t ab 79: 16, 18 52: 4 17
ultinmately | e U 61:17,18 ;
. . 65: 18 84: 6

7:16 19: 14 294 _

13: 21 30: 21 ot 68: 16 wai ves

20: 13 40: 16 utilities vendor 26: 9

. 64: 18 :
unabl e 43:22 65 5 10:8 wal | s
75: 24 44:12 ' vendor s 40: 17
. i '
unavail able Units utli 'z¢€ 64:13, 17 want ed
. 47: 14 10: 6 65: 6 .

88: 5 34: 13 6: 10
under - unknown 54. 25 venue 15: 17
mar ket 64: 9 9:6,19 18: 18

) ) ) utilized 25: 9

82:12 unobj ect i on . ver bal ,

10: 11 _ 68: 23
under | yi ng able_ 21: 12 25:23 80: 13, 18,

11: 12 14:17 64: 16 3?:18 20 82:8
under st and ungp;ged 78:11 82 16 84:16

7:8 22:1 ' war

23:11 unr el at ed \Y versus . 18:7

35:12 24: 24 g:g 6:18 vat er

38:18 25:10 '

55 23 vacate 32: 11, 16, 18:3

64:10 unsaf e 28:10 18 76: 23 30: 21

679 33: 25 83: 10 » 40: 18

' 34:2,4,6,  \acatin Vi eeos 42:17,19
under st andi 7.16. 17 9 42:18
et 56: 19, 22 ] ) way's
ng 19 35:6,8 59 19 vi ol ati ng 9 12
48: 20, 24 36: 15, 24 9: 25 16_10
51: 14, 17, 37:2, 11, vagr ant 22: 20 18j8
: . 18: 1 '
22 52:14 14 38: 11 19 25

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com



HEARING

175 NE 55TH STREET vs FRANKLIN DALE

June 30, 2021
Index: week's..zoom

week's
88: 6

wel shed
41: 2

what soever
9: 16

whi stl e
21: 2

whol eheart e
dly
14: 7

W son
4:19 74:7
88: 8

wi ndf al |
16: 13

W t nesses
31:8 72:5

wor ds
37:11
72:7

wor k
20: 3, 21
23:14, 15
44: 3
50: 18
53:1,2
54:10
59: 11, 14
76: 15
79: 17
81: 15

wor ked
34:4 64:3

wor ki ng
9:7,8
33:9
85: 16

wor t h
35:4 65:7

wite

46: 23
writing

22:5

25: 22

58:1, 10

62:2 66:9

75: 13

witten
10: 24
58: 12, 16

wr ong
43: 2,25

year
24 17
26: 12
27 4
35:5,10
36: 20
37. 25
61: 22
82: 20

year - and- a-
hal f
71:21
72:2,10

year - and- a-
hal f' s
44:6,7

years
9:8
56:10, 11
60:5 64: 4

yest er day
13: 13,15
14:1
15: 2,3

yo
86: 17

you’'re
54: 14

z

Zal man
4:13 5: 3,
9,25
6: 14, 17
14: 7
15: 11
23: 14
24: 12,15
26: 15, 19,
21 27:23
28:12, 20,
23 31:5
35:11
43:5,7,9,
25 44:5,
19 45:7
47: 23
49: 17
55:11, 13
56: 4
57:2,7,10
58:4,9
61:17,19
62: 11, 21
63:7,12
67:1
68: 21, 22,
24 69: 4,
6,9, 13
70: 1
72:9, 14,
23 73:1
74: 3, 10,
13, 23
75: 1
76: 15, 16
78: 6, 14
79: 9
83: 25
84:7, 10,
16

zoom
14: 4,10
15: 4

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



	Transcript
	Cover
	Caption
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56
	Page 57
	Page 58
	Page 59
	Page 60
	Page 61
	Page 62
	Page 63
	Page 64
	Page 65
	Page 66
	Page 67
	Page 68
	Page 69
	Page 70
	Page 71
	Page 72
	Page 73
	Page 74
	Page 75
	Page 76
	Page 77
	Page 78
	Page 79
	Page 80
	Page 81
	Page 82
	Page 83
	Page 84
	Page 85
	Page 86
	Page 87
	Page 88
	Page 89

	Word Index
	Index: $128,000..40-year
	$128,000 (3)
	$15,000 (1)
	$150,000 (1)
	$19,300 (1)
	$192,500 (1)
	$3,000 (6)
	$5,000 (5)
	$6,000 (2)
	$66,000 (1)
	$76,000 (5)
	$8,000 (1)
	$8,800 (3)
	1 (13)
	10,500 (1)
	12 (1)
	128,000 (2)
	12th (1)
	175 (83)
	19th (1)
	1st (2)
	2 (13)
	20 (1)
	2014 (1)
	2018 (2)
	2019 (20)
	2020 (17)
	2020-021636-CC-05 (1)
	2021 (3)
	2022 (3)
	2025 (2)
	206 (1)
	20th (2)
	215 (8)
	23 (1)
	23rd (2)
	29 (2)
	3 (2)
	3,000 (3)
	31 (2)
	31st (1)
	4 (4)
	40-50 (5)
	40-year (2)

	Index: 45,000..adjusted
	45,000 (1)
	5 (2)
	5,500 (2)
	55 (1)
	5501 (62)
	5524 (4)
	5528 (6)
	55th (33)
	5800 (1)
	6,000 (1)
	7-day (1)
	70,000 (1)
	75 (1)
	75,000 (1)
	75th (1)
	76,000 (2)
	83 (1)
	83.232 (3)
	abetted (1)
	ability (1)
	abruptly (2)
	absconded (1)
	absconding (1)
	absolute (1)
	absolutely (5)
	access (1)
	accompanied (1)
	accordance (1)
	account (2)
	accounting (1)
	accruing (1)
	accurate (2)
	accurately (3)
	acquisition (1)
	Act (3)
	acting (1)
	action (20)
	action's (1)
	actions (5)
	acts (2)
	Actual (1)
	additional (1)
	address (10)
	addressed (1)
	adjacent (5)
	adjusted (3)

	Index: admission..argue
	admission (1)
	admit (2)
	admitted (4)
	advantage (1)
	advise (1)
	affidavit (31)
	affirm (2)
	aforementioned (1)
	afternoon (8)
	Agency (16)
	agree (1)
	agreed (14)
	agreement (38)
	agreements (4)
	ahead (7)
	aid (3)
	aided (1)
	air (2)
	air-conditioners (1)
	Airbnb (1)
	allowed (1)
	allowing (1)
	altered (1)
	alternative (1)
	amended (2)
	Amendment (1)
	American (1)
	amount (24)
	amounts (2)
	and/or (1)
	ands (1)
	announce (1)
	anticipation (1)
	apologize (6)
	appearance (1)
	application (1)
	applications (1)
	applied (5)
	applies (1)
	apply (2)
	applying (1)
	approximately (6)
	April (17)
	area (7)
	areas (1)
	argue (1)

	Index: arguing..Bradford
	arguing (2)
	argument (8)
	argumentative (1)
	arguments (3)
	Arnaldo (1)
	assessing (1)
	assessment (1)
	associate (2)
	assumed (1)
	assumption (1)
	attach (1)
	attached (2)
	attempting (1)
	attention (3)
	attorney (1)
	attorneys (1)
	audio (2)
	August (7)
	authority (1)
	Avenue (20)
	aware (9)
	back (21)
	background (1)
	bad (1)
	balance (3)
	bands (3)
	bank (2)
	banks (2)
	bar (2)
	bars (1)
	base (2)
	based (7)
	basically (2)
	basis (4)
	bathrooms (1)
	Battista (2)
	Bauderer (2)
	bear (1)
	began (3)
	begin (1)
	beginning (5)
	begun (1)
	behalf (4)
	below-market (2)
	Beverage (2)
	big (1)
	bit (3)
	blowing (1)
	bogged (1)
	books (1)
	bottom (1)
	bound (1)
	bound-commercial (1)
	Bradford (113)

	Index: bring..claims
	bring (2)
	bringing (1)
	brings (1)
	brinksmanship (1)
	broker (1)
	brought (2)
	budget (1)
	building (31)
	building's (1)
	buildings (2)
	business (28)
	businesses (3)
	call (3)
	campaign (1)
	capable (1)
	care (2)
	Cares (3)
	case (27)
	cases (2)
	cash (2)
	category (2)
	ceased (1)
	ceiling (1)
	ceilings (1)
	center (2)
	certification (1)
	certified (1)
	cetera (1)
	challenges (1)
	change (2)
	changed (1)
	Chapter (1)
	characterization (1)
	charge (1)
	charged (1)
	charges (1)
	charging (1)
	charity (1)
	chock (1)
	chose (2)
	chosen (1)
	Churchill's (18)
	Churchill™s (1)
	circuit (10)
	circumstances (3)
	City (10)
	claims (1)

	Index: clarify..continued
	clarify (1)
	clarity (4)
	clean (3)
	clear (13)
	clearing (2)
	client (35)
	client's (5)
	clients (4)
	close (1)
	closed (2)
	closely (2)
	co-utilized (1)
	coached (4)
	cocounsel (1)
	code (2)
	coincides (1)
	collective (1)
	column (1)
	commence (3)
	commencing (1)
	comment (1)
	commercial (3)
	companies (2)
	company (6)
	complained (1)
	complaint (1)
	complete (3)
	completed (1)
	completely (7)
	completion (1)
	complicated (1)
	complies (2)
	components (1)
	Composite (5)
	computer (2)
	concept (1)
	conception (1)
	concepts (1)
	conclusion (1)
	condemn (1)
	condemnation (3)
	condemned (19)
	condition (4)
	conditioning (2)
	confronted (1)
	confused (1)
	confusion (1)
	Congress (1)
	connected (1)
	connecting (1)
	connects (1)
	consent (1)
	consideration (1)
	considered (3)
	constitutes (1)
	contact (1)
	contained (1)
	contemplated (1)
	contentious (1)
	continue (4)
	continued (7)

	Index: contract..credited
	contract (1)
	contractor (2)
	contractors (1)
	control (2)
	conversation (1)
	conversations (3)
	cooperation (1)
	copper (1)
	copy (2)
	corners (2)
	correct (34)
	counsel (18)
	Counsel's (1)
	counter-claims (1)
	counter-defendant (1)
	counterclaim (1)
	counterclaims (2)
	country (1)
	county (4)
	couple (1)
	court (228)
	Court's (1)
	courts (2)
	courtyard (2)
	cover (1)
	covered (2)
	covers (2)
	COVID (1)
	credit (5)
	credited (5)

	Index: credits..determining
	credits (17)
	criminality (1)
	cross (2)
	CROSS-EXAMINATION (1)
	crystal (4)
	cultural (1)
	cure (2)
	curious (1)
	custody (2)
	cut (1)
	daily (4)
	Dale (41)
	Dale's (1)
	Danita (7)
	date (23)
	day (2)
	dead (1)
	dealt (1)
	debt (1)
	debts (3)
	decided (5)
	decision (1)
	default (4)
	defendant (6)
	Defendant's (2)
	defendants (5)
	defendant™s (4)
	defense (13)
	defenses (1)
	defer (1)
	defining (1)
	definition (1)
	delapidated (1)
	delivered (1)
	demand (4)
	demanded (2)
	demands (1)
	demolish (4)
	demolished (3)
	den (1)
	denied (1)
	department (1)
	depict (2)
	deponent (1)
	deposit (1)
	derailed (1)
	desperation (1)
	detaching (1)
	determination (7)
	determine (12)
	determined (5)
	determining (3)

	Index: detriment..establish
	detriment (1)
	develop (1)
	development (6)
	Dexter (1)
	difference (1)
	dilapidated (5)
	dipping (1)
	direct (7)
	disagree (1)
	disagreement (2)
	discounted (1)
	discovered (1)
	discussed (2)
	discussion (5)
	discussions (2)
	disinfect (1)
	dismiss (6)
	dismissal (1)
	dismissed (3)
	dispute (1)
	distributed (1)
	district (17)
	DLA (1)
	docket (3)
	document (18)
	documentation (1)
	documented (1)
	documents (4)
	dog (1)
	dollar (3)
	dollars (3)
	doors (4)
	double (2)
	doubled (1)
	doubles (2)
	drug-addict (1)
	drywall (1)
	due (9)
	duly (2)
	dumpsters (1)
	duplicative (2)
	earlier (2)
	early (2)
	easy (1)
	een (1)
	effect (2)
	effective (1)
	electricity (4)
	Elizabeth (1)
	employees (1)
	end (7)
	ending (2)
	enrich (1)
	enriching (1)
	enter (2)
	entered (9)
	entire (2)
	entirety (2)
	entities (3)
	entry (1)
	error (1)
	essentially (5)
	establish (1)

	Index: established..filed
	established (1)
	estate (4)
	et al (1)
	event (8)
	evict (1)
	evicted (1)
	eviction (5)
	evictions (5)
	evidence (23)
	evidentiary (10)
	exact (3)
	examination (5)
	exception (1)
	excuse (4)
	exhibit (26)
	exhibits (2)
	expectation (3)
	expend (1)
	expended (1)
	expenses (1)
	expiration (1)
	expired (5)
	explain (1)
	explained (1)
	explanation (1)
	express (2)
	expressed (2)
	extended (1)
	extending (1)
	extent (8)
	exterior (1)
	face (4)
	facing (1)
	fact (19)
	Factor (1)
	factors (1)
	facts (1)
	failed (3)
	failing (1)
	failure (1)
	fair (4)
	fairly (2)
	familiar (8)
	families (1)
	fantastic (1)
	feces (1)
	federal (1)
	feel (2)
	felt (1)
	figure (2)
	file (3)
	filed (15)

	Index: filing..hand-in-hand
	filing (1)
	final (1)
	finances (1)
	financial (6)
	financially (1)
	financials (1)
	find (3)
	finding (1)
	fine (3)
	firm (2)
	floor (3)
	Florida (3)
	focused (1)
	folks (2)
	follow (2)
	forced (1)
	forecast (1)
	foreclosure (1)
	forgot (2)
	form (5)
	forma (1)
	forward (6)
	found (1)
	fraction (1)
	Franklin (10)
	fraudulent (1)
	Friday (2)
	fro (1)
	front (4)
	frustration (1)
	full (9)
	fully (1)
	functionally (1)
	functioning (1)
	fund (2)
	funding (2)
	funds (19)
	furniture (1)
	future (5)
	gave (3)
	Genovese (2)
	give (4)
	giving (2)
	glad (1)
	global (1)
	Glover (1)
	God (2)
	good (8)
	government (7)
	governs (1)
	great (2)
	greater (1)
	greed (1)
	Group (4)
	growth (1)
	guess (7)
	guests (1)
	guys (2)
	Haiti (5)
	half (2)
	hand (2)
	hand-in-hand (2)

	Index: handed..initial
	handed (2)
	handle (1)
	handling (2)
	happen (1)
	happened (10)
	happening (4)
	hard (3)
	hardest (1)
	hardship (2)
	hear (5)
	heard (6)
	hearing (27)
	hearings (2)
	hearsay (3)
	held (2)
	Hillary (1)
	hired (1)
	history (1)
	hit (2)
	hold (8)
	hold-over (1)
	honestly (2)
	honor (79)
	Honor's (1)
	hour (1)
	id (1)
	idea (3)
	identification (1)
	identify (1)
	immaterial (2)
	immediately (2)
	impression (1)
	improper (1)
	improve (1)
	improvements (14)
	inaccurate (1)
	inappropriate (3)
	inclined (1)
	included (2)
	income (1)
	inconsistencies (1)
	incorrect (1)
	indefinitely (1)
	indication (1)
	individual (1)
	inextricably (3)
	infestation (1)
	information (3)
	iniquity (1)
	initial (1)

	Index: initially..lease
	initially (3)
	inspection (3)
	instructing (1)
	instrument (1)
	intend (5)
	intended (3)
	intention (2)
	intentions (1)
	interest (2)
	interesting (1)
	interior (1)
	interrupt (1)
	intertwined (3)
	introducing (1)
	invoice (2)
	invoices (3)
	involved (1)
	involvement (1)
	involves (2)
	irrelevant (2)
	issuance (1)
	issue (9)
	issued (3)
	It™s (1)
	I™m (1)
	Joblove (2)
	judge (6)
	July (16)
	June (11)
	Kauderer (12)
	keys (9)
	kind (1)
	kindly (1)
	knee (1)
	knew (3)
	knowing (1)
	knowledge (1)
	labor (1)
	lacked (1)
	laid (1)
	land (1)
	landlord (20)
	landlords (2)
	lapse (1)
	large (1)
	largely (1)
	larger (3)
	law (2)
	laying (2)
	leaking (1)
	leaks (1)
	lease (68)

	Index: leased..making
	leased (3)
	leases (9)
	leasing (4)
	leaving (1)
	ledger (16)
	ledgers (1)
	left (1)
	lengths (1)
	lessee (3)
	letter (1)
	letting (2)
	level (1)
	Levitt (21)
	license (7)
	licensed (1)
	lieu (1)
	limited (1)
	liquor (7)
	Lisa (1)
	list (1)
	listed (2)
	listen (1)
	listing (1)
	litigation (3)
	live (18)
	lives (1)
	LLC (20)
	loading (1)
	loans (1)
	located (2)
	location (6)
	long (6)
	longer (2)
	looked (1)
	losing (1)
	loss (1)
	lost (3)
	lot (6)
	low (1)
	made (26)
	maintain (1)
	make (26)
	making (8)

	Index: Mallory..named
	Mallory (11)
	manageable (1)
	manager (4)
	mandated (1)
	March (15)
	marked (3)
	market (4)
	matter (5)
	Mcintosh (1)
	meant (1)
	memo (9)
	memorandum (1)
	memory (1)
	mental (1)
	mention (4)
	mentioned (5)
	mere (1)
	Miami (8)
	Miami-dade (1)
	middle (1)
	Midguard (2)
	mind (3)
	mine (1)
	minute (1)
	minutes (2)
	misappropriation (1)
	mischaracterization (1)
	mixing (1)
	Mm-hmm (1)
	MOD (1)
	moment (6)
	money (5)
	moneys (3)
	monitor (1)
	monologue (1)
	month (11)
	month-to-month (8)
	monthly (1)
	months (4)
	mortgage (2)
	mortgages (1)
	motion (30)
	motive (1)
	mouth (1)
	move (12)
	moved (9)
	moves (2)
	moving (4)
	multiple (4)
	music (2)
	mute (1)
	muted (3)
	named (1)

	Index: narrow..operator
	narrow (2)
	naturally (1)
	nature (2)
	nay (1)
	necessarily (1)
	needed (11)
	negotiation (1)
	nightclub (1)
	nine-year (1)
	non-evidentiary (1)
	nonpayment (5)
	Northeast (54)
	notating (1)
	noted (1)
	notes (2)
	notice (24)
	noticed (3)
	notification (1)
	notified (4)
	noting (2)
	number (10)
	numerous (1)
	object (10)
	objected (1)
	objecting (1)
	objection (17)
	objections (1)
	occupied (1)
	occupy (2)
	occurred (2)
	offered (1)
	office (44)
	oldest (1)
	Omar (5)
	once-in-a-lifetime (1)
	one-term (1)
	ongoing (1)
	onset (1)
	open (1)
	open-air (1)
	operate (2)
	operating (3)
	operation (3)
	operational (1)
	operations (1)
	operator (3)

	Index: opportunities..pictures
	opportunities (1)
	opportunity (2)
	opposing (2)
	opposition (1)
	order (7)
	original (2)
	originally (1)
	out-of-pocket (1)
	outdoor (1)
	outfield (1)
	outstanding (2)
	overrule (1)
	Overruled (2)
	owe (2)
	owed (11)
	owing (3)
	owned (1)
	owner (4)
	owner/operator (1)
	owners (3)
	ownership (3)
	owns (1)
	package (1)
	paid (33)
	paid/credited (1)
	pandemic (10)
	parcel (1)
	parent (4)
	part (13)
	parties (8)
	partner (1)
	partners (6)
	past (1)
	path (1)
	pay (16)
	paying (16)
	payment (8)
	payments (2)
	PDF (1)
	pending (4)
	people (1)
	perceived (1)
	performed (1)
	period (1)
	permits (2)
	permitting (1)
	person (2)
	personally (3)
	photos (1)
	physical (1)
	picture (4)
	pictures (21)

	Index: piggy-back..programs
	piggy-back (1)
	place (7)
	plaintiff (18)
	Plaintiff's (10)
	Plaintiffs (1)
	plan (2)
	plans (1)
	play (1)
	played (1)
	pleadings (1)
	pleasure (1)
	plot (1)
	plumbing (4)
	pocket (7)
	point (17)
	portfolio (1)
	portion (4)
	position (9)
	positions (1)
	possession (9)
	possibilities (1)
	posture (1)
	potentially (1)
	PPP (1)
	practice (2)
	pre (2)
	premarked (4)
	premise (2)
	premises (30)
	prepaid (9)
	prepared (4)
	prepayment (2)
	present (2)
	preserve (1)
	presumptively (1)
	previously (3)
	principal (1)
	principals (2)
	prior (5)
	privilege (1)
	pro (1)
	pro-bono (1)
	problem (4)
	problems (1)
	procedural (1)
	proceed (5)
	proceeding (1)
	proceedings (1)
	Professional (1)
	program (1)
	programs (2)

	Index: progress..raise
	progress (1)
	promised (1)
	promoters (1)
	proof (2)
	properly (2)
	properties (26)
	property (84)
	propose (1)
	proud (1)
	provide (6)
	provided (15)
	pub (32)
	pull (4)
	pulled (1)
	purpose (8)
	purposes (9)
	pursuant (5)
	purview (1)
	put (12)
	putting (2)
	qualify (1)
	question (45)
	questioning (2)
	questions (10)
	quick (2)
	quickly (2)
	raise (4)

	Index: raised..renewal
	raised (1)
	rate (6)
	Re-ask (1)
	ready (3)
	real (7)
	reality (2)
	realized (1)
	reason (5)
	reasons (1)
	recall (1)
	receipts (2)
	receive (3)
	received (9)
	receiving (2)
	recertification (5)
	recertified (1)
	recess (1)
	recessed (2)
	recitation (1)
	recognize (2)
	recollection (1)
	record (8)
	records (3)
	redirect (3)
	reduced (3)
	reduction (3)
	refer (7)
	reference (3)
	referenced (3)
	referring (4)
	refinance (1)
	refinancing (3)
	reflect (6)
	reflected (1)
	reflecting (2)
	reflective (1)
	reflects (4)
	refresh (1)
	refused (1)
	regard (1)
	registry (9)
	regulating (1)
	Regulation (1)
	regulations (1)
	relate (2)
	related (6)
	relation (1)
	relationship (2)
	relative (1)
	relevance (1)
	relevant (1)
	relief (1)
	remain (1)
	remainder (1)
	remained (1)
	remains (1)
	remarkable (1)
	remedied (1)
	remedy (2)
	remedying (1)
	remember (4)
	rendered (1)
	renderings (1)
	rendition (1)
	renew (2)
	renewal (4)

	Index: renovated..rightfully
	renovated (1)
	renovation (6)
	renovations (12)
	rent (117)
	rental (8)
	rented (3)
	rents (7)
	reopened (1)
	reopening (1)
	repair (2)
	repair/upgrade (1)
	repairing (3)
	repairs (13)
	repeat (5)
	repeatedly (1)
	repetitious (1)
	rephrase (1)
	replacement (3)
	replacing (1)
	reporter (6)
	represent (2)
	representations (1)
	representing (1)
	represents (1)
	requested (3)
	requesting (1)
	required (2)
	requirement (2)
	resolution (1)
	respect (5)
	respond (1)
	responded (1)
	response (3)
	responses (1)
	responsibility (2)
	restate (1)
	restraining (1)
	result (5)
	resulted (2)
	results (1)
	resumed (1)
	retaliate (1)
	retaliated (1)
	retaliation (1)
	retaliatory (3)
	return (1)
	review (1)
	reviewed (1)
	rightfully (1)

	Index: ROI..spend
	ROI (1)
	role (2)
	roof (1)
	roofs (1)
	room (1)
	rule (1)
	rules (4)
	rulings (1)
	running (1)
	safety (2)
	SBA (2)
	scenes (1)
	schedule (1)
	scheduling (1)
	schemes (1)
	scope (2)
	screen (10)
	scrolled (2)
	section (4)
	seek (2)
	seeking (3)
	sense (1)
	separate (16)
	separately (2)
	September (3)
	series (2)
	serve (1)
	served (5)
	services (4)
	set (5)
	setting (1)
	share (8)
	sharing (1)
	sheller (1)
	shooting (1)
	shopping (1)
	short (1)
	show (3)
	showing (5)
	shows (3)
	side (1)
	sides (1)
	sight (1)
	sign (2)
	signed (3)
	simple (4)
	simply (2)
	simultaneously (1)
	sir (4)
	situation (1)
	slash (1)
	small (7)
	smaller (2)
	so-called (1)
	sort (9)
	sorts (1)
	sought (1)
	space (15)
	speak (4)
	specific (3)
	specifically (3)
	spend (1)

	Index: spent..sworn
	spent (6)
	spot (2)
	squatted (1)
	squatter (1)
	staff (3)
	staging (1)
	standard (3)
	start (9)
	started (7)
	starters (1)
	starting (2)
	state (4)
	stated (4)
	statement (2)
	stating (1)
	status (2)
	statute (2)
	statutes (2)
	stay (4)
	stayed (1)
	stepped (2)
	stick (1)
	stipulate (2)
	stopped (1)
	stops (1)
	storage (2)
	story (2)
	strategy (1)
	Streer (1)
	street (35)
	Street's (1)
	strict (1)
	strike (4)
	structure (16)
	stuck (1)
	stuff (2)
	style (1)
	styled (4)
	subject (12)
	submitted (4)
	subsection (1)
	subsection2 (1)
	substitute (4)
	successful (1)
	suddenly (1)
	sued (1)
	suffering (3)
	suggested (1)
	suggesting (1)
	summary (1)
	summons (1)
	support (1)
	supposed (4)
	sustain (3)
	sustained (5)
	swear (2)
	switch (1)
	switcheroos (1)
	sworn (2)

	Index: synchronized..trash
	synchronized (5)
	system (1)
	takes (1)
	taking (8)
	talk (1)
	talking (7)
	tear (2)
	technical (2)
	telling (2)
	temporary (2)
	ten (1)
	ten-year (1)
	tenancy (11)
	tenant (17)
	tenant's (1)
	tenants (1)
	tent (1)
	term (2)
	terminate (3)
	terminated (3)
	termination (7)
	terminology (1)
	termites (1)
	terms (4)
	Terrace (1)
	testified (6)
	testify (9)
	testifying (2)
	testimony (11)
	theft (1)
	thing (6)
	things (2)
	thought (7)
	three-day (2)
	three-year (2)
	time (21)
	times (1)
	tirelessly (1)
	today (27)
	today's (2)
	toilets (1)
	told (3)
	tomorrow (2)
	topic (1)
	total (2)
	totality (1)
	towing (1)
	trade (1)
	train (1)
	transition (1)
	trash (1)

	Index: traveling..ways
	traveling (1)
	trusted (1)
	truth (6)
	turned (1)
	turning (2)
	ultimately (3)
	unable (1)
	unavailable (1)
	under-market (1)
	underlying (1)
	understand (8)
	understanding (15)
	understood (3)
	undertook (1)
	unfortunate (1)
	uninhabitable (5)
	units (1)
	unknown (1)
	unobjectionable (1)
	unopened (1)
	unrelated (2)
	unsafe (17)
	unsafeness (2)
	updated (1)
	upgrades (3)
	uploaded (1)
	upset (1)
	usable (2)
	Ut (1)
	utilities (2)
	utilize (3)
	utilized (5)
	vacate (2)
	vacating (3)
	vagrant (2)
	variety (2)
	vehemently (1)
	Velez (22)
	vendor (1)
	vendors (3)
	venue (2)
	verbal (5)
	versus (7)
	videos (1)
	violating (2)
	violation (1)
	vis-a-vis (1)
	visiting (1)
	voice (1)
	wait (9)
	waives (1)
	walls (1)
	wanted (10)
	war (1)
	water (5)
	ways (4)

	Index: week's..zoom
	week's (1)
	welshed (1)
	whatsoever (1)
	whistle (1)
	wholeheartedly (1)
	Wilson (3)
	windfall (1)
	witnesses (2)
	words (2)
	work (16)
	worked (2)
	working (5)
	worth (2)
	write (1)
	writing (7)
	written (3)
	wrong (2)
	year (9)
	year-and-a-half (3)
	year-and-a-half™s (2)
	years (5)
	yesterday (5)
	yo (1)
	you™re (1)
	Zalman (71)
	zoom (3)


	Transcript Formats
	Amicus
	ASCII/TXT



0001

 1     IN THE COUNTY COURT OF THE  ELEVENTH  JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,

 2             IN AND FOR MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA

 3                   CASE NO.: 2020-021636-CC-0

 4                         SECTION: CC02

 5   175 NE 55TH STREET, LLC ,

 6             Plaintiff,

 7   vs.

 8   FRANKLIN DALE et al,

 9             DEFENDANTS.

10   ____________________________________/

11

12          HEARING BEFORE THE HONORABLE MIESHA DARROUGH

13

14             DATE TAKEN:  June 30, 2021

15             TIME:  1:30 p.m. to 3:58 p.m.

16             PLACE:  REMOTE HEARING

17

18

19             Rule 1.310(g) Florida Rules of Civil Procedure

               requires transcript of copies to be obtained

20             from the Court Reporter unless the Court rules

               otherwise.

21

22

23

24   REPORTED BY:  LISA WILSON, FPR and NOTARY PUBLIC.

25

0002

 1                     APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL

 2   Appearing on behalf of the Plaintiff.

 3             By: HILLARY ZALMAN & ARNALDO VELEZ, ESQS.,

               ZALMAN LAW, P.A.

 4             7050 Montrico Drive

               Boca Raton, FL 33433-6924

 5             561-716-3327

               hrz@zalmanlawfirm.com

 6

 7   Appearing on behalf of the Defendants.

 8             By: OMAR K. BRADFORD & ELIZABETH MCINTOSH, ESQS.

               GENOVESE JOBLOVE & BATTISTA,

 9             100 Southeast 2nd Street, Suite 4400

               Miami, FL 33131-2118

10             305-349-2300

               obradford@gjb-law.com

11             EMcintosh@gjb-law.com

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0003

 1                      INDEX OF EXAMINATION

 2   WITNESS:                                              PAGE

 3     Franklin Dale

 4       Direct Examination by Mr. Bradford ............... 32

         Cross-Examination by Ms. Zalman .................. 55

 5       Redirect Examination by Mr. Bradford ............. 63

 6     Danita Levitt

 7       Direct Examination by Ms. Zalman ................. 69

 8

 9                       INDEX OF EXHIBITS

10   PLAINTIFF'S       DESCRIPTION                         PAGE

11      1              Lease                                58

12      2              Affidavit                            74

13   DEFENDANT'S       DESCRIPTION                         PAGE

14   Composite 1       Photographs                          45

15   Composite 2       Photographs                          47

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0004

 1        (Thereupon, the following hearing was held:)

 2        THE COURT:  Okay, 175 Northeast 55th Streer

 3   versus Franklin Dale, et al, case number

 4   2020-021636-CC-05.  Would you please announce your

 5   appearance?

 6        MR. BRADFORD:  Omar Bradford with the law firm

 7   of Genovese, Joblove & Battista.  I am here with my

 8   associate, Elizabeth McIntosh and we are here on

 9   behalf of the Defendants, District Live Agency and

10   Franklin Dale.

11        THE COURT:  Thank you.  And on behalf of the

12   Plaintiff?

13        MS. ZALMAN:  Good afternoon, Hillary Zalman on

14   behalf of plaintiff, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC.

15   I am accompanied by attorney Arnaldo Velez.  And my

16   client is here as well representing the Plaintiff,

17   Danita Levitt.

18        THE COURT:  Okay, good afternoon.  And I see we

19   have Ms. Lisa Wilson our court reporter, good

20   afternoon to you as well.

21        THE COURT REPORTER:  Good afternoon.

22        THE COURT:  Okay.  So we are here today on --

23   Defense has filed a motion to determine rent, the

24   amount of rent due.  It is the defense motion, so

25   what I will do is allow --
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 1        (Audio lost due to technical issue.)

 2        (Audio resumed.)

 3        MS. ZALMAN:  -- and at last hearing I thought

 4   this was Defendant's motion to determine rent in

 5   response to our motion, not to change order, just for

 6   procedural posture.

 7        THE COURT:  Wait, let me see.  Let me go back

 8   here.  So this was previously heard?

 9        MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, we continued to today to allow

10   more time.

11        THE COURT:  Oh, okay.  Hold on.  Let me refresh

12   my memory then.  Give me one second.  So I have here

13   that the last time it was motion for default?  We

14   were trying to get a default in the case?

15        MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.

16   That is what was previously heard.  And that motion

17   was denied.

18        THE COURT:  Right, I don't have any indication

19   that we dealt with the motion to determine rent.

20        MR. BRADFORD:  No, we have not, your Honor.  And

21   the motion that Counsel just referenced is not set

22   for hearing today, her motion for funds to be put

23   into the court registry.

24        THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me see.

25        MS. ZALMAN:  I think we discussed at the last
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 1   hearing though, was it not?  That we needed the

 2   evidentiary, or Omar, am I mixing the two?

 3        MR. BRADFORD:  I'm not sure, I just know that

 4   your motion is not set for hearing today, but mine

 5   is.

 6        THE COURT:  Yeah, the only notes -- I'm just

 7   going back to the notes that I have from then in the

 8   MOD, I just have the motion for default is what we

 9   heard.  Okay, so the Court has not made any rulings

10   regarding to the to determine rent.  I just wanted to

11   make sure.  Okay, so if that is the case, then I'll

12   allow the Defense to proceed with the motion.  And

13   then --

14        MS. ZALMAN:  We propose that it's the same, for

15   us the same argument.

16        THE COURT:  What do you mean, the same argument?

17        MS. ZALMAN:  The motion to determine rent,

18   versus the motion to order funds.  For us, it's the

19   same argument so I have no issue.  Just bringing it

20   to the Court's attention.  I thought his motion was

21   in response to ours as a piggy-back.

22        MR. BRADFORD:  Well, to be crystal clear, and

23   that's not completely incorrect, but our motion to

24   determine rent, the full subject or style of that is

25   a motion to determine rent to be zero, or a motion to
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 1   dismiss.  So, you know, functionally our argument is

 2   that for a variety of reasons, which I'll express

 3   here today, that there is no rent and accordingly

 4   this matter should be dismissed.  The issue of funds

 5   being paid into the Court registry is a separate

 6   issue for which Counsel has filed a motion, but that

 7   motion is not set for hearing today.

 8        THE COURT:  And I understand that, but I think

 9   in determining the rent amount, the Court would be

10   determining how much should go into the court

11   registry, if any.

12        MR. BRADFORD:  Right --

13        THE COURT:  Okay.

14        MR. BRADFORD:  And to the extent your Honor

15   wants to consider that issue here today, we have no

16   objection.  Ultimately, they are very much related.

17   But, if I may, may it please the Court?

18        THE COURT:  Yes.

19        MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, this is Omar Bradford,

20   Genovese, Joblove & Battista.  You know, the

21   interesting thing here and we have submitted it in

22   our motion is that this case is, your Honor,

23   inextricably intertwined with another circuit court

24   action, or with a circuit court action that is styled

25   5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC V. District Live
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 1   Agency and there is a counterclaim there that we

 2   filed that is District Live Agency and Beverage Group

 3   versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC and Little

 4   Haiti Development Partners, and Mallory Kauderer.

 5   The Plaintiff here, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC,

 6   their parent company or closely related company,

 7   could be one or the other, they do a lot of

 8   switcheroos here with the companies, but we'll say

 9   it's the parent company, is the counter-defendant in

10   that other action, Little Haiti Development Partners.

11   Now, I raise that because Little Haiti Development

12   Partners and Mallory Kauderer are being sued in

13   counterclaims to evictions in the aforementioned

14   circuit court action, as well as two other actions

15   based upon moneys owed to my client, Franklin Dale,

16   who is here in the court today, not only for services

17   rendered, which are well documented, but pursuant to

18   these entities theft o absconding or taking of funds

19   back or based on their representations to the federal

20   government to be applied to the business of

21   Churchill's Pub.

22        This case, you Honor, just like the other

23   related cases really all center around Churchill's

24   Pub.  Churchill's Pub is the oldest bar in Miami-Dade

25   County.  It's a place that pursuant to lease
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 1   agreements, so my client is the lessee at the pub and

 2   there are agreements that his status as lessee of the

 3   pub make him not just the operator of the pub, but

 4   have an ownership interest in the pub as well.

 5   Everything was moving along with a collective plan to

 6   develop out a live music sort of venue district where

 7   the parties were working together and had been

 8   working together for years, and part of that working

 9   together were agreements that the moneys that were

10   owed by Plaintiff, in this case Plaintiff's

11   principals to my client would be -- could be paid in

12   one of two ways.  One, they could be paid in cash,

13   but if not based on the fact that my client leased

14   multiple properties in this area, they would serve as

15   prepayment on rents.  There is no confusion as to

16   that whatsoever.

17        Well, then unfortunately for all of us the

18   pandemic happened.  And particularly unfortunately

19   for those in the live music, you know, venue

20   operation business.  As we all know that they were

21   hit almost the hardest, and continue to be hit very

22   hard.  The subject business of Churchill's Pub

23   remains unopened today.  Now, we know that bars have

24   reopened, but there has been a campaign of

25   restraining my client's trade by violating the
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 1   subject lease with respect to the liquor license,

 2   letting it lapse, detaching it from the property.

 3   There has been just a series of retaliatory acts that

 4   have taken place here, your Honor, after my client

 5   provided to -- or provided and provided authority to

 6   Mallory Kauderer to utilize debts owed to it for

 7   purposes -- so debts owed to my client to the extent

 8   of $128,000, which is basically as a vendor to the

 9   business.  My client is owed $128,000, and again,

10   that could have been paid in one of two ways, cash or

11   the prepayment of rents, but instead it was utilized

12   to receive funds from the government under the Cares

13   Act.

14        So the Plaintiff in this action's principal

15   applies for Cares Act funding, used -- specifically

16   notating that it's getting these funds to pay back my

17   client.  Instead -- now, they are successful as to

18   that, and they received the funds into their account,

19   but the day they received, it June 12, 2020, they

20   went in and then they went out.  Where did they go,

21   your Honor?  They actually did not go to the

22   business, they went to the parent company, the Little

23   Haiti Development Partners of the Plaintiff here

24   today.  Accordingly, my client made written demand

25   for those funds to come into the business or to
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 1   otherwise get a use of -- a recitation of how those

 2   funds would be used, and that is largely what brings

 3   us here today.  In retaliation for that demand, my

 4   client's have been evicted across properties.

 5        Now, that's just some background for you, your

 6   Honor, sort of about the big picture here, but the

 7   smaller picture here, the more narrow picture here

 8   is, the reason that I say that this case inextricably

 9   intertwined with that circuit court action is because

10   -- again, that case is styled 5501 Northeast Second

11   Avenue, LLC. V. District Live Agency, that the lease

12   underlying that action, your Honor, which I have here

13   today and we've submitted to your Honor to the extent

14   that this is an evidentiary hearing, even though it

15   was not previously noticed as an evidentiary hearing,

16   but in any event, you know, we are prepared either

17   way because we know that we've got the documents and

18   exhibits that reflect a very easy and narrow fact,

19   which is 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC., as you will

20   see does not have a lease.  They did not attach a

21   lease to any of their pleadings.  The reason why

22   there is no lease, your Honor, is my client was not

23   specifically leasing from 175 Northeast 55th Street,

24   LLC.  And in fact my client was not leasing the

25   property at 175 Northeast 55th Street.  My client
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 1   only came to be operating an office out of that space

 2   after the properties, one of the properties that is

 3   subject to this lease was condemned by the City of

 4   Miami.

 5        So again, Franklin Dale is the operator,

 6   owner/operator at Churchill's Pub, he is lessee and

 7   there is a lease that reflects such.  Reflects that

 8   the only business that can be done at the property is

 9   the operation of Churchill's Pub.  Adjacent to the

10   pub -- so basically, just to the back, was a separate

11   structure whose address is 215 Northeast 55th Street.

12   That separate address where the operator of the

13   business used as an office was condemned by City of

14   Miami.  Mallory Kauderer also owns the property at

15   175 Northeast 55th Street.  It was agreed that while

16   the property for which is under a different lease,

17   right, for which they are paying rent, while that is

18   condemned that they would move the office operations

19   over to 175 Northeast 55th Street.  Now, that doesn't

20   mean that suddenly a separate amount of rent is owed

21   there.  No.  They were already paying rent at,

22   essentially at 5501, so accordingly to the extent

23   that any rent would ever be charged at 175, then that

24   would be double dipping.  Then that would be two --

25   applying two rents for one purpose, right, because
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 1   the office was behind the pub, it got condemned, so

 2   the new office was across the street.

 3        And they know this.  And this is just part of

 4   retaliatory, sort of motive that is going on here.

 5   But in any event, your Honor, there is evidence of

 6   this obviously because there is no lease, right,

 7   there is no agreement that my client signed, and you

 8   know we have reviewed the affidavit by Ms. Danita

 9   Levitt, which is just chock full of inconsistencies

10   and things that are just simply inaccurate.  There is

11   no tenancy agreement with my client on a

12   month-to-month basis here, there is only the lease at

13   5501, and that lease -- so just yesterday, your

14   Honor, and I want to make this clear at the onset,

15   just yesterday, your Honor, we began a hearing in

16   circuit court for a motion the deposit funds into the

17   court registry, slash, motion to determine rent, and

18   in that hearing -- it was an evidentiary hearing and

19   Danita Levitt, the person that provided the affidavit

20   that is before your Honor, she testified in direct

21   examination as to these circumstances.  Ultimately,

22   and you know what, I want to make this clear while

23   we're on the topic, she testified in direct

24   examination as to circumstances that are again

25   inextricably intertwined with this action, so they
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 1   all relate to the same lease, yesterday and today,

 2   circuit court and here in county court, but I want

 3   the Court to be aware that following my multiple

 4   objections to her being coached in a Zoom hearing,

 5   the judge abruptly recessed the hearing and it's set

 6   to be continued tomorrow in person in court.

 7        MS. ZALMAN:  I object to that wholeheartedly.

 8   There is no evidence Ms. Levitt was being coached.  I

 9   do know that Counsel indicated that because it was

10   Zoom he thought she was taking to someone and Ms.

11   Levitt responded I'm looking over at my computer

12   screen.  She has a double screen.  So I do object to

13   that.

14        MR. BRADFORD:  I appreciate to that Counsel, but

15   just to be clear, I said I objected to her being

16   coached and then the judge abruptly recessed the

17   hearing, which is unobjectionable because that's what

18   happened.  But the only point that I'm making to the

19   Court right now is -- and I'm not certain again if we

20   are proceeding with an evidentiary hearing here today

21   or not.  We are prepared either way, but it wasn't

22   noticed as an evidentiary hearing, but I believe the

23   Court must closely monitor the Plaintiff's witness

24   because it's certified fact that she is not in that

25   room alone and it's my position and with the
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 1   objection of Counsel noted, that she was being

 2   coached along the way yesterday.  So after what

 3   occurred yesterday I don't believe that their witness

 4   or their deponent can be trusted in a zoom setting.

 5   But that's neither here or there.

 6        THE COURT:  All right, Mr. Bradford, just really

 7   quickly, this affidavit that you're talking about,

 8   the affidavit that I see on the docket is -- I see an

 9   affidavit as to loss summons, but in this case is

10   there another affidavit that I'm not seeing?

11        MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Bradford is referring to

12   Plaintiff's affidavit of nonpayment.

13        MR. BRADFORD:  It was filed June 23rd, your

14   Honor.

15        THE COURT:  Okay.  Wait, hold on.  Oh, it was

16   just filed.  Go ahead, you can proceed.  I just

17   wanted to make sure I had the right document.

18        MR. BRADFORD:  No, thank you, your Honor.  So,

19   you know, the reality is we don't believe that this

20   hearing should proceed today because it's our firm

21   position that it is beyond question that the property

22   that is the subject of today's hearing in fact part

23   and parcel to the lease that is the subject of the

24   circuit court action.  And because we're in the

25   middle of an evidentiary hearing as to whether or not
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 1   -- or to what extent rent should be paid into the

 2   court registry, it is not appropriate for us move

 3   forward here until it is determined how much, if any,

 4   rent is to be paid in that circuit court action.  And

 5   we'll also seek a specific determination from the

 6   Court that this property at 175 Northeast 55th Street

 7   is a part of the lease, or should be considered a

 8   part of the lease pursuant to the condemnation of the

 9   office at the pub and the replacement for purposes of

10   operating the pub into the property at 175.  To the

11   extent that both courts were to order my client to

12   pay into the court registry, we just believe that

13   would essentially result in a windfall to the

14   Plaintiff here, which would be inappropriate.

15        THE COURT:  Okay, and let me make sure, does

16   5501 circuit court case, is that the address of the

17   pub?

18        MR. BRADFORD:  That is in fact the address of

19   the pub, your Honor, yes.

20        THE COURT:  Okay.  And you're saying is at that

21   address where the pub is at, that's the property that

22   was condemned?

23        MR. BRADFORD:  Correct.

24        THE COURT:  Okay.

25        MR. BRADFORD:  There is an associated property
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 1   -- it's all on the same sort of plot of land, but

 2   there was a separate, yet adjacent space that was --

 3   that served as the office.  And the address for that

 4   is 215 Northeast 55th Street, but it's essentially

 5   all the same right there.

 6        THE COURT:  Okay --

 7        MR. BRADFORD:  The City of Miami -- and we're

 8   prepared to provide your Honor --

 9        THE COURT:  Okay, because of that condemned

10   property, the office he's using there, you're saying

11   that is why he's using the 175?

12        MR. BRADFORD:  That is exactly right, your

13   Honor.

14        THE COURT:  Okay.  And so the 175, the same

15   owners of 175 are the owners of 5501?

16        MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.

17        THE COURT:  Okay.

18        MR. BRADFORD:  That is why --

19        THE COURT:  Okay.

20        MR. BRADFORD:  Yes, your Honor.  So the lease at

21   5501 covered the operation and ownership interest at

22   Churchill's Pub, but also to the adjacent building of

23   the pub that served as the office.  Now, in

24   April 2019 the building across the street located at

25   175 Northeast 55th Street was completely delapidated.
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 1   In fact, it was occupied by a drug-addict vagrant,

 2   squatter named Dexter Glover.  However, the building

 3   lacked electricity, air conditioning, water, you

 4   know, functioning plumbing.  It was essentially a

 5   mere sheller.  So while I wish I could tell you, your

 6   Honor, that this was some simple eviction matter,

 7   it's far from it.  This is in fact a cultural war and

 8   in many ways a sign of the times.  Some, not most --

 9   and probably only a fraction of landlords during this

10   pandemic have let greed and perceived desperation get

11   the best of them.

12        THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me ask you this, so at

13   the 5501 property that has the office that your

14   client was in, was there -- there was an agreement

15   that he would use the 175 spot -- property, because

16   of being condemned?

17        MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.

18        THE COURT:  I just wanted to make sure that I

19   was right about that -- or that is what I heard you

20   say.  Okay, and so the hearing in the circuit court

21   case is to determine how much rent is due at the

22   condemned property?

23        MR. BRADFORD:  Well, it's the lease -- it's how

24   much money id due to paid, if any, to the court

25   registry under the subject lease.  That lease, your
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 1   Honor, covers -- yes, it covers the condemned

 2   property, as well as the pub.

 3        THE COURT:  Okay --

 4        MR. BRADFORD:  So the answer to -- the simple

 5   answer to your question is, yes.

 6        THE COURT:  And for this 175 property, you're

 7   saying there is no lease because I guess it's more of

 8   a temporary property while this other property is

 9   condemned?

10        MR. BRADFORD:  That is exactly right, your

11   Honor, it's a temporary property while the property

12   is condemn.  Now, again remember the property in and

13   of itself was -- at 175, was completely dilapidated,

14   completely uninhabitable.  The fact that they are

15   suggesting in their affidavit that they were charging

16   rent during the time that this place was a complete

17   den of iniquity is --

18        THE COURT:  And you're talking about the 175

19   spot?

20        MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah.

21        THE COURT:  You're saying also, this is a

22   dilapidated property?

23        MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah.  Again, so remember, these

24   are folks that are doing business with one another in

25   variety of ways.  So what happened after the -- what
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 1   happened was determined after the property was

 2   condemned over here is that okay, they needed some

 3   place to work out of, but the place at 175 was

 4   completely dilapidated.  So my client actually

 5   performed renovation services as to that property at

 6   175 to the extent of $76,000, which resulted in

 7   further rent credits, prepaid rent credits.  There

 8   was never an invoice for any rent due at 175.  There

 9   was never any notice that -- of some expectation of

10   rent being paid, because everyone knew that this was

11   not only a replacement, so therefore the rent that

12   was being paid at 5501 covered the rent at 175, but

13   also my clients were doing 75 -- you know, ultimately

14   in what resulted in $76,000 in renovations to that

15   property.  The fact they are turning around knowing

16   that this isn't even its own individual property

17   subject to its own lease, they know that it's subject

18   to the 5501 property.  They know that my client did

19   $76,000 in renovations for property that he doesn't

20   own.  Certainly, he's not in the business of doing

21   pro-bono work or charity work for these folks.  The

22   fact they turned around and tried to evict him

23   separately out of this place shows you the

24   retaliatory nature, and shows you why this is not

25   just a simple eviction unfortunately.
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 1        And it all goes back to, again, my client's

 2   blowing the whistle to the misappropriation of the

 3   Cares Act funds.  It began when Mallory Kauderer,

 4   aided and abetted by Danita Levitt, the Midguard

 5   Group and others on my list, used my clients, the

 6   defendants, District Live Agency and Franklin Dale's

 7   financial information listing the debts owed to him

 8   and his entities in the amount of $128,000, not to

 9   mention the 75,000 for purposes of getting small

10   business funding.  Taking advantage of the government

11   in a once-in-a-lifetime pandemic.

12        Now, had they accurately utilized the funds for

13   which they reflected in the application, well then at

14   that point the 128,000 owed to my client could have

15   been applied as rent credits, and again, all of this,

16   your Honor, we're talking about a different case.

17   I'm actually making arguments to you that are

18   actually the arguments in a different case, but in

19   any event, they've sort of forced us to do this.  But

20   in any event, those funds would have been applied to

21   rents and they would have gone back to the business.

22   So it's really, the level of brinksmanship here is

23   remarkable the fact that they would go to these

24   lengths to retaliate against my client, shooting

25   themselves dead in the knee for what reason I don't
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 1   fully understand.  But in nay event, this is the path

 2   that they have chosen and this is why we are here

 3   today.

 4        Ut the bottom line is, you know, naturally my

 5   client put it in writing, complained about the fact

 6   that Kauderer, Levitt and the Midguard Group sought

 7   to use his financial information for purposes of

 8   enriching themselves through fraudulent refinancing

 9   schemes with the bank, and again as a result it was a

10   summary eviction cross properties.

11        THE COURT:  Okay.

12        MR. BRADFORD:  Today we're prepared to go

13   forward either evidentiary or non-evidentiary.  This

14   has not been set as an evidentiary hearing.  We

15   actually think that it would be inappropriate to do

16   so, but we defer to your Honor as a result, but you

17   know one thing is clear, the Plaintiffs and their

18   principals are towing the line of criminality, or at

19   the very least, a real estate broker, such as Mallory

20   Kauderer is violating Florida statutes and rules and

21   regulations regulating the department of Business and

22   Professional Regulation with these sorts of acts.

23        THE COURT:  Okay.

24        MR. BRADFORD:  And --

25        THE COURT:  Hold on, you -- is your motion --
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 1   you just made the comment that you think it would be

 2   inappropriate to go forward.  To go forward on what?

 3        MR. BRADFORD:  To go -- we believe that, and let

 4   me be clear, thank you for that.  We believe that

 5   this case should be dismissed, period.  We believe

 6   that this is -- there should be a dismissal because

 7   this is duplicative of a different action.  But to

 8   the extent that your Honor was inclined to order any

 9   funds to be placed into the court registry today, we

10   believe that should be continued to a later date

11   because we need to understand what the circumstances

12   are in the 5501 action, and we will seek a

13   determination from the judge in this case and

14   counsel, Ms. Zalman, can work with me, you know, we

15   can work together to make sure that the judge knows

16   that we are seeking such a determination as well.

17   And once we get a determination we believe that it's

18   going to be beyond question that the judge is going

19   to determine that the 175 property is a replacement

20   for the office; but if the judge, you know, sort of

21   rules otherwise, well then we can sort of go forward

22   because then this is an appropriate, separate action,

23   even though there is no lease, and even though, you

24   know, my clients are owed 128,000 in services, as

25   well as the 76,000 in renovations which would cover,
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 1   you know, any amounts potentially due and owing

 2   anyway.  But it would be most appropriate for that to

 3   be Crystal clear or we have duplicative results here

 4   to the detriment of my client.

 5        THE COURT:  Okay.

 6        MR. BRADFORD:  So that is sort of our position

 7   as to the possibilities here, but you know, we are

 8   ready really for anything.

 9        THE COURT:  Okay.

10        MR. BRADFORD:  The reality --

11        THE COURT:  Okay, at this point let me hear from

12   Ms. Zalman.

13        MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you, your Honor.

14        THE COURT:  Certainly.  Okay.

15        MS. ZALMAN:  Okay.  Good afternoon.  I respect

16   my cocounsel on this case, it has been pending over a

17   year.  This is the very first time I've heard this

18   specific argument played out.  I'm glad that opposing

19   counsel just filed a copy of the 5501 lease, it's

20   their evidence admission 1, because that is a

21   different case, and if we're, you know, telling a

22   story, this is a story for separate evictions for a

23   failing tenant and this one has nothing to do with

24   the related -- unrelated properties.

25        We are talking about other evictions that are
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 1   happening down the street, across the street, and

 2   several buildings away, different property.  The

 3   lease that opposing counsel filed just about half an

 4   hour ago shows there is a 5501 lease.  There is no

 5   mention of 175 in there.  This issue of a very, small

 6   condemned property on the back of the lot which is,

 7   I'm not going to testify for my client, was to --

 8   Defendant chose to tear down, it was always a

 9   condemned, smaller property and they wanted more

10   courtyard space.  Unrelated, separate entities,

11   separate actions.  If this was a shopping center, one

12   eviction happening at address number one has nothing

13   to do with an eviction happening at address number

14   four.

15        The other three evictions have bound-commercial

16   leases because they are larger properties.  One is a

17   nightclub, et. cetera, but none of three mention this

18   property across the street, 175, which is a separate

19   commercial lease.  And honestly, if I refer this back

20   to just Florida statutes, first of all under Chapter

21   83, there is no requirement that a lease between

22   landlord and tenant has to be in writing.  They can

23   have a verbal tenancy, and I can refer your Honor to

24   that portion.  And pursuant to 83.232, if we are

25   talking about determining rent, a determination of

0026

 1   rent is only supposed to be limited under subsection

 2   2, to two factors.  Factor one, is if the tenant has

 3   been properly credited for any payments made.  And in

 4   subsection2, which is little B, is what properly

 5   constitutes rent between the agreement between the

 6   parties.

 7        The 83.232 goes on that if the Defendant has

 8   filed counter-claims, and here they're arguing other

 9   claims, other actions, that in no way waives a

10   tenant's requirement to put rent into the registry to

11   preserve those defenses and go forward.  This again

12   has been pending for over a year and we vehemently

13   disagree that there is a relation between these

14   properties.

15        THE COURT:  Ms. Zalman, let me ask you this,

16   because I'm looking at the complaint here, and I see

17   here it says, they entered into a month-to-month

18   tenancy.

19        MS. ZALMAN:  Yes.

20        THE COURT:  What is the terms of the tenancy?

21        MS. ZALMAN:  So back in April 2019, Mr. Dale and

22   the office company used this and they originally

23   agreed to make repairs and upgrades instead of paying

24   what would be less than market rental rate.  So that

25   was the agreement, and then once those were
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 1   completed, they would still get to continue to pay

 2   less than market rental rate.  And I believe, and I

 3   have my client here to testify, that was supposed to

 4   last about year and a half of repairs and upgrades

 5   and then the discounted rate would continue

 6   month-to-month.  And what has occurred here is, they

 7   did commence, there is no -- there is no disagreement

 8   here that Mr. Dale did commence with repairs and

 9   upgrades, which is fantastic, but at some point

10   ceased.  And upon requesting for any receipts, any

11   invoices which still haven't een filed today, they're

12   stating over 70,000 were done, we don't even have one

13   contractor agreement, one proof of anything.  So the

14   question is, how long do you think you are going to

15   stay?  What's really hard is, we have for evictions

16   pending because they've just failed, these are failed

17   businesses, and my client who has mortgages on all of

18   them is suffering.  We haven't had rental income on

19   any of them for a long time.

20        And the second --

21        THE COURT:  Well, wait a minute, for the 5501

22   property, there is no rent being paid?

23        MS. ZALMAN:  There is no rent being paid, and in

24   fact the second mortgage for my client, who is also

25   here today, is in default.  The landlord is really
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 1   facing a hardship of losing these properties and they

 2   have been -- these cases have been pending for a long

 3   time.  They got stuck in the system.  You know, it

 4   was hard to get evidentiary hearings or even extended

 5   hearings.  The courts are bogged down, I do not have

 6   to tell you, and we are here today and to keep

 7   extending this out, my client could face foreclosure.

 8        The fact is, and my question is to the

 9   Defendant, what date does he feel that he has to

10   vacate?  But there is no end in sight.

11        THE COURT:  Okay.

12        MS. ZALMAN:  We have terminated the

13   month-to-month, we sent a letter and he still has not

14   provided possession or any proof or invoices of what

15   has been spent on this property.  I don't have one

16   invoice.

17        THE COURT:  And so, just to make sure, I know

18   you said April 19th of 2019, that is when this

19   repair/upgrade agreement --

20        MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, and he definitely did start.

21        THE COURT:  Okay, so April of 2019, no rent has

22   been paid since then?

23        MS. ZALMAN:  No.  He was getting a

24   month-to-month credit at below-market rental rate of

25   3,000 per month and the credit stops at about 45,000
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 1   when my client repeatedly asked, can you show us the

 2   status of any permits pulled, any repairs, and

 3   nothing was provided.  So then they said, we are

 4   going to switch back to the 3,000 a month.  The

 5   market rental rate is about 5,500, he didn't pay that

 6   either and they said, we are going to terminate the

 7   month-to-month because nothing is happening on this

 8   property and we are financially suffering here.

 9        THE COURT:  Okay, all right.  I get it.  I get

10   what you are saying, both sides.  So what I'm going

11   to do now, I'm going to go back to Mr. Bradford, and

12   I believe you want to put on evidence as far as your

13   position?  Because right now I just realized I'm

14   letting the attorneys talk, but you can put on

15   whatever testimony or evidence you want the Court to

16   consider.

17        MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, just a couple quick

18   responses to what Counsel just mentioned.  Again,

19   first of all, she is laying out the standard for the

20   Statute 83.232 as if to say her motion is at issue

21   today, it's not.  We are here on our motion to

22   dismiss, just to be crystal clear.

23        THE COURT:  Well, I think that we have to be

24   clear, we are here on a motion to determine rent.

25   And I know that it says in the alternative, a motion
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 1   to dismiss.  But remember, to dismiss I can only look

 2   at the four corners of the A form and would have to

 3   say that this case has to be dismissed.  And if I

 4   look at just the four corners of the A form, I can't

 5   consider anything else.  So all this other stuff you

 6   are talking about would not be considered.  So I do

 7   not think that the Court would be in a position to

 8   dismiss at this point.

 9        MR. BRADFORD:  And that is fair, your Honor --

10        THE COURT:  Okay.

11        MR. BRADFORD:  We appreciate that.

12        THE COURT:  Okay.

13        MR. BRADFORD:  And just for clarity, you know,

14   ours is a motion to determine rent to be zero, so

15   it's sort of, you know --

16        THE COURT:  Okay.

17        MR. BRADFORD:  -- essentially a motion to

18   dismiss.  But with that in mind, and I appreciate

19   that, your Honor, Counsel just suggested that

20   immediately upon beginning the repairs to this

21   completely dilapidated, uninhabitable, no water, no

22   electricity, no plumbing space that rent was supposed

23   to have been paid, and that my client received some

24   reduced amount as to the rent, and that my client

25   actually agreed to that --
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 1        THE COURT:  Well, Mr. Bradford --

 2        MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah --

 3        THE COURT:  And I don't mean to cut you off, but

 4   the only reason I say it here is now I'm going back

 5   and forth.  I let Ms. Zalman speak because I gave you

 6   an opportunity to speak.  Right now you are making

 7   arguments that is not in evidence yet.  So that is

 8   why I am saying we can let the witnesses testify so

 9   then you can argue based off the evidence that is

10   before the Court.

11        MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, and that is certainly

12   understood.  I did just want to make sure that --

13   well, I'll just let my client testify to it.

14        THE COURT:  Right.

15        MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  So at the moment we will

16   call Franklin Dale.

17        THE COURT:  Okay, so Mr. Dale, would you raise

18   your right hand?

19        THE WITNESS:  (Witness complies.)

20        THE COURT:  Do you swear or affirm that the

21   testimony you are about to give will be the truth,

22   the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help

23   you God?  You are muted, sir.

24        THE WITNESS:  Yes, I do.

25        THE COURT:  Okay, you may proceed.
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 1             MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you.

 2   Thereupon,

 3                         FRANKLIN DALE,

 4   was duly sworn and testified as follows:

 5                       DIRECT EXAMINATION

 6   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 7        Q.   Good afternoon, Mr. Dale.

 8        A.   Good afternoon.

 9        Q.   So are you -- you are familiar that you have

10   been listed as a defendant in this case, which is styled

11   175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC versus District Live

12   Agency, LLC, and yourself, correct?

13        A.   That is correct.

14        Q.   And you also in my open I made reference to a

15   different case styled 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.

16   versus District Live Agency and the counterclaims there

17   which is District Live Agency and the Beverage Group

18   versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC., and Little

19   Haiti Development Partners.  Can you tell the Court what

20   the nature of that action is, and specifically which

21   properties it involves?

22        A.   The action at 5501, is that correct?

23        Q.   Yes?

24        A.   It involves 215 Northeast 55th Street as well.

25        Q.   Okay, but could you tell the Court all of the
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 1   properties that are involved in that litigation?

 2        A.   It’s 5501, 215 and 175, 55.

 3        Q.   Okay, so can you explain to the Court -- this is

 4   a simple, direct question.  What is 5501 Northeast Second

 5   Avenue?

 6        A.   Churchill’s Pub.

 7        Q.   Okay.  And what is, or what was I should say 215

 8   Northeast 55th Street?

 9        A.   That was the office, the working office for

10   Churchill's Pub.

11        Q.   Okay.  Can you pull up Exhibit 2?

12             MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, I am going to have my

13        associate share her screen for purposes of

14        introducing a document into evidence that is relevant

15        to this portion of my client's testimony.  If that is

16        okay with your Honor?

17             THE COURT:  That's fine.  It's showing.

18   BY MR. BRADFORD:

19        Q.   Okay.  I am showing you, Mr. Dale, what has been

20   pre marked as defendant’s Exhibit 2.  Are you familiar

21   with this document?

22        A.   Yes, I am.

23        Q.   How are you familiar with this document?

24        A.   I discovered this document while going through

25   the history of the unsafe structure located at 5501
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 1   Northeast Second Avenue.  What I found is this is a notice

 2   of unsafe structure that was actually delivered in 2018,

 3   prior to me leasing the property.  So they didn't share

 4   the unsafe structure that our staff worked out of daily,

 5   our promoters our guests came into daily, they were

 6   notified of this property being an unsafe structure in

 7   2018 and never notified us of the building being unsafe.

 8        Q.   Did you sign a lease at 5501 Northeast Second

 9   Avenue and this place 215 Northeast 55th Street on or

10   about April of 2019?

11        A.   Yes, I did.

12        Q.   And as a part of that lease, or included in that

13   lease were you able to occupy and utilize both the pub

14   space and the adjacent office?

15        A.   We did occupy it, but in July of 2019 we were

16   served with a notice of unsafe structure from the City of

17   Miami.  I then became aware that the property was unsafe

18   and, you know, I was quite upset about it for the fact

19   that we were also paying rent on an unsafe structure.

20        Q.   Okay, so at the time that you signed the lease,

21   is it your testimony today here, sir, that you had not

22   been provided any notice as to the unsafeness of the

23   building, which is addressed at 215 Northeast 55th Street?

24        A.   I was not aware of the condition of the

25   property.
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 1        Q.   Would you have entered into this lease under

 2   these terms had you known the unsafeness of this

 3   structure?

 4        A.   I would not.  And it's worth noting, your Honor,

 5   they also failed to complete the 40-50 year

 6   recertification, not just for that unsafe structure, but

 7   also for the entirety of the property that I leased.  And

 8   when I notified them that I got this, you know unsafe

 9   structure, that is when they decided to start taking

10   action in doing the 40-50 year recertification.

11             MS. ZALMAN:  Your honor, for a moment I'm just

12        going to object.  I don't understand the relevance to

13        this line of questioning for this.

14             THE COURT:  Sustained.  You can go to your next

15        question.

16             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, but I guess before we do

17        that, your Honor, we would like to move what was

18        premarked as Defense Exhibit 2 into evidence, and it

19        can be our Exhibit 1.

20             MR. VELEZ:  Seems like hearsay.  I'm sorry, your

21        Honor.

22             THE COURT:  All right, is there any objection?

23             MR. VELEZ:  Yes, hearsay.

24             THE COURT:  Mr. Bradford?

25             MR. BRADFORD:  This is a business record, your
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 1        Honor, relative to the business is the subject of

 2        this action.

 3             MR. VELEZ:  That is a document issued by the

 4        City of Miami, not his business record.  So that is

 5        not -- that does not qualify under the business

 6        record exception to the hearsay rule.

 7             THE COURT:  So I'm going to sustain the

 8        objection.  He's testified to the document, so the

 9        information is there.

10             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  No problem, your Honor.

11        Can you pull up our Number 3?

12   BY MR. BRADFORD:

13        Q.   Okay, I am showing you what we had premarked as

14   Exhibit 3.  Mr. Dale, do you -- you have made mention of

15   July 2019 receiving notice of an unsafe structure, do you

16   recognize this document to be that notice that you

17   referenced?

18        A.   Yes, it is.

19        Q.   Okay.  And this document also reflects the need

20   for the 40-50 year recertification that you just mentioned

21   as well, right?

22        A.   That is correct.

23        Q.   Okay, so what happened after you received this

24   notice in July of 2019 concerning this unsafe structure?

25             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, I must object to the
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 1   form of the question it, it doesn't say it's an

 2   unsafe structure.  Besides, the document is not in

 3   evidence, so he is not able to ask questions from it.

 4        THE COURT:  I think, Mr. Velez, I believe if I

 5   remember the last question, it was after receiving

 6   this document what happened next?

 7        MR. VELEZ:  That is about all he can testify to.

 8        THE COURT:  Right.

 9        MR. BRADFORD:  That's all we're asking.

10        MR. VELEZ:  But his characterization saying that

11   the building is unsafe, that's Counsel's words, that

12   is not actually what the document says.

13        MR. BRADFORD:  It's beyond question that the

14   building is unsafe.

15        THE COURT:  Well, I'm going to sustain --

16   listen, I just need you all to stick with the facts

17   of the case here, okay.  The question is, for Mr.

18   Dale, after you received this notice, what happened

19   next?  Let's go from there.

20        THE WITNESS:  Understood.  I notified the owner,

21   Mallory Kauderer.  Mallory Kauderer too

22   responsibility -- can you hear me?  Am I muted?

23        THE COURT:  I can hear you.

24        THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Mallory Kauderer took

25   responsibility for the failure of the 40-50 year
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 1        inspection, and then requested that the 40-50

 2        inspection happen at the location.

 3             THE COURT:  Any other questions for him?

 4             MR. BRADFORD:  Yes.

 5   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 6        Q.   So once that happened, Mr. Dale, what was the

 7   decision as far as remedying the office space that was a

 8   part of the lease?

 9        A.   Well, we decided to move to 175 Northeast 55th

10   Street to have that location substitute the condemned

11   building, the unsafe structure as we continued to pay rent

12   full use of the property at 5501.

13        Q.   Did you ever enter into any tenancy agreement

14   with the Plaintiff in regards to the property at 175

15   Northeast 55th street?

16        A.   No we did not.

17        Q.   Was there -- Strike that.

18             Did you understand that you were paying rent,

19   vis-a-vis the lease, at 5501?

20        A.   Yes, I did.

21             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  His mental impression is

22        immaterial, that is what he's being asked.

23             THE COURT:  Okay.

24             MR. VELEZ:  And I move to strike it.

25             THE COURT:  Re-ask the question, Mr. Bradford,
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 1        so I can hear.

 2             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm curious.  We are here in

 3        county court, so I'm not certain that the rules of

 4        evidence apply, nor did we stipulate to such just to

 5        be crystal clear.

 6             THE COURT:  Wait, wait, excuse me?  The rules of

 7        evidence apply in county court.

 8             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, I apologize.  But, in any

 9        event, I will rephrase the question.

10             THE COURT:  Do you still need screen share?

11             MR. BRADFORD:  No, you can take this down.

12             THE COURT:  Okay, thank you.

13             MR. BRADFORD:  We will have other documents to

14        put up in a bit.

15             THE COURT:  Okay.

16   BY MR. BRADFORD:

17        Q.   But in any event, what was the agreement between

18   yourself and the landlord with respect to your moving from

19   the building that had been noticed as condemned to 175?

20             MR. VELEZ:  I object to the form of that

21        question.  There is no condemnation notice.  This is

22        improper of Counsel using that terminology.

23             THE COURT:  We'll strike the condemnation notice

24        and just ask the question, please.

25
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 1   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 2        Q.   What was the agreement between the parties when

 3   you moved from 215 Northeast 55th Street to 175?

 4        A.   The agreement was 175 would be replacing the

 5   office under the lease of 5501 Northeast Second Avenue.

 6        Q.   And what did that mean in regards to any rent

 7   that you might pay with respect to 175 Northeast 55th

 8   Street?

 9        A.   We were already paying rent at 175 through the

10   Churchill's pub lease.  We continued with the full rent

11   payment, not a reduced rent for the condemned -- or,

12   excuse, sorry about that, for the office area.

13        Q.   Okay.  Now, Counsel made reference earlier to

14   some renovations that were made to 175, can you speak to

15   those renovations that you made?  Absolutely.  You know

16   the property was, it was uninhabitable.  It was, you know,

17   floor to ceiling trash and dog feces on the walls, no

18   running water, no electricity, no plumbing, no doors, no

19   copper, nothing.  Absolutely nothing.  But the building

20   was, you know, being squatted in by a vagrant and, you

21   know, we undertook making improvements in order to even be

22   able to office out of there.  So when we agreed to come

23   over here, our landlord said they had an infestation of

24   termites and they were going to tent to building.  They

25   said that they would put air-conditioners into the
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 1   building in order for us to make the transition, but when

 2   the time came, they welshed on me and they didn't do

 3   anything.  They didn't put one dollar, not one dollar in

 4   improvements into making this a capable space to

 5   substitute for our office at Churchill's.

 6             THE COURT:  Okay, if I could.  I want to make

 7        sure I get what I need.  Mr. Dale, when you moved to

 8        the 175, you said you continued to pay rent for the

 9        pub which included the office that you were paying

10        rent for; is that correct?

11             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.

12             THE COURT:  Okay.  All right, go ahead.

13             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm going to -- we are going to

14        share our screen.  I'm sorry bear with us, it's

15        loading at the moment.

16   BY MR. BRADFORD:

17        Q.   I'll show you premarked as Defense Exhibit 4.

18   Mr. Dale, are you familiar with the pictures that are

19   being scrolled on the screen right now?

20        A.   Yes, I am.

21        Q.   And how are you familiar with these pictures?

22        A.   I took the pictures.

23        Q.   Okay.  And are these picture that you took of

24   the property which is the subject of this action here

25   today, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC.?
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 1        A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat it?  I was focused on

 2   the pictures.

 3        Q.   Are these -- do these pictures fairly and

 4   accurately depict the property that is subject of this

 5   action at 175 Northeast 55th Street?

 6        A.   They do.

 7        Q.   When were these pictures taken?

 8        A.   Approximately, between -- I want to say June and

 9   July of 2019.

10        Q.   Between June and July of 2019?

11        A.   Yeah, it was -- you know, there is some ongoing

12   photos as we got area by area.  You know, we started with

13   having to rent, you know, large dumpsters.  You know, we

14   spent a lot of money and a lot of labor just trying to

15   clear their property, just trying to clean the property,

16   just trying to disinfect the property how bad and where it

17   was with leaking water through the ceilings.  I mean, we

18   have some videos that I didn't have -- you know, I don't

19   know that I've uploaded to show all the water leaks coming

20   from the second floor into the first floor.  All stuff

21   that, you know, the landlords are well aware of.

22             THE COURT:  If I could ask, Mr. Bradford, from

23        what was stated prior to his testimony I didn't think

24        that there was any dispute that Mr. Dale had made

25        improvements to the property and that he was supposed
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 1   to be given credit for the improvements that were

 2   made, am I wrong?

 3        MR. BRADFORD:  I can't speak to the positions

 4   that my opposition takes here --

 5        THE COURT:  Well, hold on, Ms. Zalman, am I

 6   correct?

 7        MS. ZALMAN:  Correct.

 8        THE COURT:  Okay.

 9        MS. ZALMAN:  We stipulate and agree and do not

10   object to the fact that Mr. Dale has made

11   improvements and repairs to the premises and credits

12   were provided.

13        MR. BRADFORD:  But the purpose of this, your

14   Honor -- I'm sorry.

15        THE COURT:  Go ahead.

16        MR. BRADFORD:  The purpose of this, your Honor,

17   is to reflect the condition when he first began

18   making the repairs.  Counsel has made the argument

19   that rent, a separate amount of rent was somehow

20   immediately due and owing despite the fact that the

21   building's condition is completely dilapidated and

22   uninhabitable.  And this is being put into evidence,

23   your Honor --

24        THE COURT:  No, but I thought Counsel said --

25   Ms. Zalman, correct me if I’m wrong, let me go back,
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 1   was that when he moved in, in April of 2019, there

 2   was the agreement that he would be credited, it was

 3   at a below-market rate for the work that he was doing

 4   at the 175 location?

 5        MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, your Honor, for about a

 6   year-and-a-half’s time.

 7        THE COURT:  Right, for a year-and-a-half’s time.

 8        MR. BRADFORD:  Right, but the point, your Honor,

 9   is that they cannot -- it is beyond reason to be

10   assessing rent.  My clients would not have agreed to

11   the assessment of rent to be paid on something that

12   is uninhabitable.  He was then at that point paying

13   rent to repair the Plaintiff's property.  That

14   doesn't make any sense.  My client was not paying any

15   rent simply for the privilege to repair property that

16   he didn't own. That's their argument, and that is

17   what I want to make clear, and that is what these

18   pictures are being put up to reflect, your Honor.

19        MS. ZALMAN:  Your Honor, I think that if the

20   testimony that will be provided is that the tenant

21   took possession a little bit before April 2019,

22   before the ledger started accruing.  So they actually

23   were provided keys, which is standard in commercial

24   properties, to start repairing even before.  And I

25   don't have the exact date he was handed the keys, but
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 1        we can ask, you know, on testimony about that.

 2             MR. BRADFORD:  Well, for starters, your Honor,

 3        we would like to move to enter what has been

 4        premarked as Defense Exhibit 4 into evidence.

 5             THE COURT:  Okay, is there any objection to the

 6        pictures?

 7             MS. ZALMAN:  No, your Honor.

 8             THE COURT:  Okay, the pictures will be admitted

 9        without any objection.  So this will be Defendant’s

10        Composite 1.

11             MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you, your Honor.

12             (Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into

13        evidence.)

14   BY MR. BRADFORD:

15        Q.   Mr. Dale, we've just scrolled through pictures

16   that have been entered as Defense Composite Exhibit 1, can

17   you let us know -- can you let the Court know whether or

18   not at the time that you received the keys, whatever date

19   that was, if that was pursuant to a separate leasing

20   agreement that had ever been agreed upon by the parties.

21        A.   Can you repeat the question, Omar?

22        Q.   Sure.  Was there a separate lease agreement that

23   was agreed to for purpose of you beginning to have the

24   keys --

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   -- at this location?

 2        A.   No, there was not.

 3        Q.   Can you repeat that, your answer?

 4        A.   No, there was not.  There was no separate

 5   agreement.

 6        Q.   Why was there not a separate agreement?  Because

 7   Counsel is arguing that you had the keys and under

 8   standard commercial real estate practice that once you

 9   have the keys you, by definition, should have started

10   paying rent; isn't that right?

11        A.   I was already paying rent at Churchill's pub for

12   the office.

13        Q.   And therefore, what did -- when you were given

14   the keys for what purpose were you giving these keys?

15        A.   Well, I agreed to help clean up the property

16   first off because of the condition that it was in and our

17   need to have an office space for business.  We had a

18   larger strategy for growth of the area, we needed an

19   office area so I knew it could substitute for the

20   structure that we were in with the violation until we

21   remedied that, and then we could figure out what we were

22   going to do as far as a lease regarding 175 if we chose to

23   write a lease at 175.  But we first had to remedy our

24   office situation which we were paying our full rent on.

25        Q.   We are going to share the screen to reflect some
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 1   additional pictures.  I am showing what we have marked for

 2   identification as Defense Exhibit 5, are you familiar with

 3   these pictures?

 4        A.   Yes, I am.

 5        Q.   And how are you familiar with these pictures?

 6        A.   I took the pictures.

 7        Q.   What are these pictures of?

 8        A.   Pictures of the office.  Pictures of, you know,

 9   the full renovation, exterior, interior.

10        Q.   When were these pictures taken?

11        A.   Over the course of 2019 into 2020.

12        Q.   Is this what the office looks like today?

13        A.   Yes, it is.  You'll notice plumbing, from

14   toilets, to doors, to air conditioning units, to drywall,

15   you know, absolutely everything needed for the renovation.

16        Q.   And these pictures fairly and accurately depict

17   that, right?

18        A.   Yes, sir.

19             MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, we would like to move

20        what was pre marked as Defense Exhibit 5 into

21        evidence as Defense Composite Exhibit 2.

22             THE COURT:  Any objection?

23             MS. ZALMAN:  No, your Honor.

24             THE COURT:  Okay, so this will be admitted as

25        Defense Number 2.

0048

 1             (Thereupon, the exhibit was moved into

 2        evidence.)

 3   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 4        Q.   Mr. Dale, how much did you and your partners

 5   expend for purposes of taking us from the pictures in

 6   Defense Composite Exhibit 1 to the pictures in Defense

 7   Composite Exhibit 2?

 8        A.   Approximately $76,000.

 9        Q.   And how are you -- how do you know that that is

10   fair and accurate amount of what you have expended?

11        A.   Because of our ledger.

12        Q.   Okay.  Have you provided your ledger reflecting

13   that amount to Mallory Kauderer and/or Danita Levitt?

14        A.   I have not.

15        Q.   Okay, have you made them aware that the amount

16   that you guys spent in these renovations is $76,000?

17        A.   Oh, I have.

18        Q.   And how did you make them aware of that?

19        A.   I submitted an affidavit with my ledger.  I

20   believe it was part of the memo of understanding as well.

21   When I looked to, you know, try to come to the resolution

22   with these guys.

23        Q.   Okay, let's back up.  You mentioned a memo of

24   understanding; what is that?

25        A.   That is correct.  After, you know, finding out
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 1   that Mallory had absconded the A funds and we had, you

 2   know, some very contentious conversations where he

 3   actually demanded my financial records of not only 175 but

 4   5524 Northeast Second Avenue, 5528 Northeast second

 5   Avenue, and 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, so he demand the

 6   four properties that I had that I provide him all of my

 7   financial records from improvements, for my concept,

 8   renderings of my concepts, my pro forma budget; he

 9   demanded all of that.  And he stated that the purpose of

10   it was for him to refinance the package portfolio of all

11   the properties to the banks and represent my improvements

12   as his own and to be credited into his opportunities own

13   fund program.

14        Q.   Did you believe that he had admitted to you that

15   he was seeking to enrich himself based on your documents?

16             MR. VELEZ:  Object to the form.

17             MS. ZALMAN:  Objection.

18             THE COURT:  Sustained.

19             MR. BRADFORD:  I'll restate the question.

20   BY MR. BRADFORD:

21        Q.   What did you believe that to mean after Mr.

22   Bauderer told you that?

23             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  His state of mind is

24        immaterial for purposes of this hearing.

25             THE COURT:  Sustained.

0050

 1             MR. BRADFORD:  All right.  I'll move on from

 2        that.

 3   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 4        Q.   But in any event -- so he let you know that he

 5   was using this for purposes of refinancing, correct?

 6             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  Your Honor, this is the

 7        same question.  I object as being repetitious.

 8             THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Overruled.  Mr.

 9        Bradford ask the next question.

10   BY MR. BRADFORD:

11        Q.   What else was -- well, you just mentioned an

12   affidavit and a ledger, what in what court was the

13   affidavit and ledger laying out the expenses related to

14   this property, in what court was that affidavit filed?

15        A.   That was submitted for 5501 Northeast second

16   Avenue.

17        Q.   Right.  Why did you file an affidavit and a

18   ledger reflecting the work at 175 Northeast 55th Street in

19   the 5501 litigation?

20             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, we are going -- this is

21        -- I object.  We are going far beyond the scope of

22        this hearing.  This is all irrelevant.

23             MR. BRADFORD:  That's not.

24             MR. VELEZ:  He's trying to try his case.  We are

25        not here to try the case, we are here to try the
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 1        issue of rent.

 2             THE COURT:  Overruled.  I'll let him answer this

 3        question.

 4             MR. BRADFORD:  Omar, could you repeat the

 5        question?  I'm sorry.

 6   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 7        Q.   Why did you file your affidavit and ledger that

 8   reflects what you spent on the renovation at 175, why did

 9   you file that in the 5501 action?

10        A.   Because the improvements at 175 were reflective

11   of our office which was part of the lease at 5501.

12   They're hand-in-hand.

13        Q.   What else did you address in your memo of

14   understanding that you just referenced that was served on

15   Mr. Bauderer?

16             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  The best evidence of

17        that is the so-called memo of understanding.  Now

18        we're going far outfield.

19             THE COURT:  I'm sorry, what was the question,

20        Mr. Bradford?

21             MR. BRADFORD:  Mr. Dale had made reference to a

22        memo of understanding, and he had explained some of

23        which was contained in that --

24             THE COURT:  Right, I want to --

25             MR. BRADFORD:  -- I was just asking for the
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 1   remainder.

 2        THE COURT:  Okay, the question is what else was

 3   in the memo?

 4        MR. VELEZ:  Testifying from a document not in

 5   evidence.

 6        MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, well then we will come back

 7   to that.

 8        THE COURT:  Wait, wait.  Isn't this a statement

 9   he gave, Mr Dale?  You're talking about a statement

10   he gave?

11        MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.

12        THE COURT:  Okay.  Go ahead.  I'll overrule and

13   allow you to ask the question.

14        THE WITNESS:  The memorandum of understanding

15   laid out numerous things, your Honor.  First,

16   rendition of all the properties that I leased from

17   the landlord, you know.  We also have a property

18   under lease at 5528 Northeast Second Avenue that is

19   adjacent to 175.

20        THE COURT:  Anything else about the 175

21   property?

22        THE WITNESS:  Yeah, we asked for improvements to

23   be made to be brought up to code so that we could

24   have the office operational.  So we made a lot of

25   renovations to the property, but a lot of renovations
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 1   are still needed.  Right now bathrooms don't work,

 2   electricity doesn't work in areas of the building --

 3        THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, Mr. Dale, let me ask this

 4   because, okay, you said you moved into this property

 5   because the other one was -- because of the notice

 6   you got from the City of Miami in the other one; so

 7   by moving into this one, you made renovations, but

 8   there is no agreement about you making these

 9   renovations; is that correct?  That is what I thought

10   you said.

11        THE WITNESS:  No, we had an agreement.  Our

12   agreement was that we would make renovations and we

13   would be provided with rent credits.

14        THE COURT:  And when I asked that about 20

15   minutes ago and I was told, no, that was not what

16   happened, it was that you were paying rent through

17   the pub.  So then there was no explanation of

18   anything at this property --

19        THE WITNESS:  Future, you Honor, future rent

20   credits.

21        THE COURT:  At what point was this agreement

22   made?

23        THE WITNESS:  Well, this went hand-in-hand with

24   my agreement with the landlord that any of my

25   services that were provided would either be paid in
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 1        full, the balance paid in full, or I would see

 2        prepaid rent credits.  Otherwise, I would not have

 3        entered into the rental agreements.

 4             THE COURT:  When was this agreement made?

 5             THE WITNESS:  I would say after July when we had

 6        the initial conversations in 2019.

 7             THE COURT:  In July of 2019, that is when the

 8        agreement was raised that the renovations you did

 9        would be used for -- either you would be paid the

10        amount for the work you did, or you would get future

11        rental credits?

12             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.

13             THE COURT:  Okay, any other questions for him?

14        Oh, you’re muted Mr. Bradford.

15             MR. BRADFORD:  I apologize.

16   BY MR. BRADFORD:

17        Q.   So you made the agreement at that time that you

18   would receive rent credits; for what property was it

19   contemplated that you would receive these rent credits

20   for?

21        A.   175 Northeast 55th Street, or any of the

22   properties, 5524, 5528, or 5501.

23        Q.   Okay.

24        A.   We had an outstanding balance, a ledger of

25   dollars owed to me that I could utilize across properties

0055

 1   in prepaid rent credit, your Honor.

 2             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  And when you say, 175

 3        Northeast 55th Street, again just for clarity, what

 4        lease governs that property?

 5        A.   5501 Northeast Second Avenue and District Live

 6   Agency.

 7             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  No for the questions for

 8        now, your Honor.

 9             THE COURT:  Thank you.  Any questions for Mr.

10        Dale from the Plaintiff?

11             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, your Honor.

12                       CROSS-EXAMINATION

13   BY MS. ZALMAN:

14        Q.   Mr. Dale, do you currently have possession of

15   the premises?

16        A.   That is correct.

17        Q.   What is your understanding of when this tenancy

18   agreement is to end for the 175 premises?

19        A.   We have the anticipation that we would look at

20   175 lease separately of the 5501 lease when the building

21   was renovated at Churchill's pub at 5501.  So, you know,

22   honestly you know, we should have never gotten derailed --

23             THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, I understand your

24        frustration with having to move properties, but I

25        just need to know -- answer the question so we can
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 1        move on, please.

 2             THE WITNESS:  I'm doing my best.  Can you repeat

 3        the question?

 4   BY MS. ZALMAN:

 5        Q.   What date do you feel is the termination date

 6   for the premises, for your possession of the premises?

 7        A.   We -- we're trying -- we -- my expectation was

 8   that it was synchronized with the 5501 lease, which was

 9   synchronized with the 5524 and the 5528 leases to have a

10   global synchronized lease for all properties for years,

11   ten years from now.

12        Q.   You mentioned 5524 and 5528 leases, have those

13   leases not expired?

14        A.   Well, we are currently in litigation regarding

15   those leases.

16        Q.   But the terms of the date on those leases, have

17   they not already expired a few months ago?

18        A.   Yeah, they've expired now.

19        Q.   What date do you intend on vacating the 175

20   premises?

21        A.   Say that again?

22        Q.   What date do you intend on vacating or turning

23   possession over, back over for the 175 premises to the

24   landlord?

25        A.   At the completion of the 5501 Northeast Second
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 1   Avenue, LLC. lease.

 2             MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Bradford, I know you filed

 3        Defendant’s Exhibit Number 1, can I ask you kindly if

 4        you can share the screen to that since it's your

 5        filing connected to the PDF we were just using.

 6             MR. BRADFORD:  Sure, no problem.

 7             MS. ZALMAN:  Can we just go to Page 2?  Thank

 8        you so much.  Up one page to the face page, thank

 9        you.

10   BY MS. ZALMAN:

11        Q.   Mr. Dale, do you recognize this agreement?

12        A.   Yes, I do.

13        Q.   Is this the lease agreement to 5501 you have

14   been referring to?

15        A.   Yes, it is.

16        Q.   To your knowledge, based on this, is the 175

17   premises listed anywhere in disagreement?

18        A.   No, it's not.

19        Q.   I'm going to refer you to section 29 of this

20   exhibit.  Section 29 Amendment of Lease, can you take a

21   moment and review that section?

22        A.   Okay.

23        Q.   What does this section mean to you?

24        A.   That the lease may not be altered.

25        Q.   And does it continue by, "except by an
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 1   instrument in writing signed by the parties", is that your

 2   understanding?

 3        A.   Mm-hmm.

 4             MS. ZALMAN:  I would like to admit Defendant's

 5        Exhibit 1 into evidence?

 6             THE COURT:  Is there any --

 7             (Thereupon, the exhibit was moved into

 8        evidence.)

 9   BY MS. ZALMAN:

10        Q.   Mr. Dale, is there anything in writing that

11   connects 175 to this lease?

12        A.   We had expressed written consent?

13        Q.   And where is that document?

14        A.   We have, you know, a series of, you know, I

15   would say, I mean it was verbal.  I meant express verbal,

16   not expressed written.  I apologize.

17        Q.   Understood.  You testified that you spent over

18   76,000 in repairs for the premises at 175?

19        A.   That is correct.

20        Q.   My question to you is, why not in this case or

21   any case have you filed any documentation with receipts or

22   invoices for moneys spent for 175?

23        A.   Well, we could have.  We were never requested

24   to, except under the demand to provide my financial

25   documents for the purpose of refinancing for Mr. Kauderer.
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 1

 2        Q.   So --

 3        A.   To represent our improvements, our businesses

 4   spend as his own for applications to the banks, and I

 5   refused to do it.

 6        Q.   Have you hired licensed contractors to make

 7   these improvements to the premise?

 8        A.   We did not do any improvements that required

 9   permitting.

10        Q.   Do you have contract with any contractor

11   regarding how much work you paid out to do work at 175?

12        A.   No, I do not.

13        Q.   Okay, so just to follow up on your other answer,

14   you did not need to pull any permits or work with the City

15   on your repairs for the 175 premises?

16        A.   Correct.

17        Q.   And following up on my prior question, you did

18   not provide me a specific date when you intend on

19   vacating.  Can you provide a date when you intend on

20   giving up possession of the 175 premises?

21        A.   We never intended on -- we intend on all of our

22   leases to be synchronized and us to be leaving all of the

23   properties at the exact same time.  That is what was

24   always promised to us.  That's what we always agreed upon

25   that we entered into multiple leases and made improvements
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 1   to multiple properties all based on a ten-year plan and

 2   put together our financial forecast and our ROI schedule.

 3   And the entire time this property of 175 Northeast 55th

 4   Street was considered in those plans to always be

 5   synchronized, you know, for I think it was nine years,

 6   nine-year term when we entered into Churchill's.

 7        Q.   So do you think its fair to remain at the

 8   premises indefinitely, or without paying rent?

 9        A.   Certainly not.  I believe that we should not

10   have been retaliated against.  I don't think we should

11   have been stopped from making progress on any of the

12   properties.  But your client's actions from the SBA funds,

13   to demands of my financials, to not repairing, you know,

14   roofs on 5528 and instructing the real landlord there, the

15   real owner of the property not to improve our roof at that

16   property.  So their actions have changed what our future

17   looks like, and what my expectation of ending the lease

18   is.

19        Q.   You ever -- earlier in your testimony you

20   indicated at 175 you were seeking landlord to also make

21   repairs, have you ever sent a 7-day notice to cure or

22   other notice to cure to landlord for the 175 premises?

23        A.   We sent a memo of understanding.

24        Q.   Do you have a copy of that with you?

25        A.   I don't believe we put it into exhibits, but
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 1   it's --

 2        Q.   Approximately -- when what is the memo of

 3   understanding issued?

 4        A.   I believe August of 2020.

 5        Q.   Do you currently use the premises as your office

 6   space for --

 7        A.   Churchill's?  Yes, we do.

 8        Q.   District Live Agency?

 9        A.   District Live Agency is the parent company of

10   Churchill's

11        Q.   Do you currently use the office space at the 175

12   premises for the District Live Agency?

13        A.   We -- it's co-utilized.  It's the same ownership

14   for Churchill's Pub and District Live Agency.

15        Q.   Are you there on a daily basis?

16        A.   Yes, I'd say I come here on a daily basis, yes.

17             MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Velez, did you have anything?

18             MR. VELEZ:  No.  No, I don't.

19   BY MS. ZALMAN:

20        Q.   Okay, so in conclusion my final question is,

21   have you paid out of pocket any rents for the 175 premises

22   in the year 2021?

23        A.   Have I paid any money out of pocket since 2021?

24        Q.   For the 175 premises?

25        A.   No, we've still been acting as if it's operating
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 1   under the 5501 Northeast Second Avenue lease.

 2        Q.   And again, you have nothing in writing

 3   connecting those two properties?  I apologize, I did say

 4   that was the last question, but I thought of one more.

 5   Was it your idea to demolish this side building, the

 6   condemned building on the 5501 property?

 7        A.   Was it my idea to demolish -- was it my idea to

 8   remedy the unsafe structure?  Yes, you're correct about

 9   that.  I stepped in for your client to handle that for

10   safety.

11             MS. ZALMAN:  Thank you for your cooperation, Mr.

12        Dale.  That is all I have.

13             THE WITNESS:  My pleasure.

14             MR. BRADFORD:  Can I have a brief redirect, your

15        Honor?  Unless, your Honor has some questions you

16        would like to ask the witness first?

17             THE COURT:  Well, let me ask real quick.  I saw

18        the lease, it started April 1st of 2019, when does

19        that lease end?  Is there an end date in the lease?

20        I didn't see that.

21             MS. ZALMAN:  For the 5501?

22             THE COURT:  Yes, Mr. Dale.  Was there an end

23        date in the lease?

24             THE WITNESS:  I believe we had a three-year

25        renewal coming up at the end of 2022, so 2025.
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 1             THE COURT:  So from April 2019 to April 2025 is

 2        the lease?

 3             THE WITNESS:  It was a three-year lease with a

 4        one-term renewal.

 5             THE COURT:  Okay, so the first term would be --

 6        the first ending would be in 2022?

 7             MS. ZALMAN:  March 31, 2022 is what is stated on

 8        the face page of Defendant’s Exhibit 1.  I would

 9        state there is no renewal in effect, obviously

10        between parties.

11             THE COURT:  I'm sorry, say that again.

12             MS. ZALMAN:  I would say there is no renewal in

13        effect after the expiration date as the parties are

14        not in agreement.

15             THE COURT:  Okay, okay.  Go ahead, Mr. Bradford.

16             MR. BRADFORD:  Just a brief redirect.

17                      REDIRECT EXAMINATION

18   BY MR. BRADFORD:

19        Q.   Counsel asked you the question, Mr. Dale, how

20   long you should be able to stay in the property without

21   paying rent; do you believe that you owe any rent under

22   the lease at 5501?

23        A.   Absolutely not.

24        Q.   And what is your basis for not owing any rent

25   under the lease at 5501?
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 1        A.   I would say there is two components to that,

 2   your Honor.  One would be the value of my prepaid rent

 3   credits that I worked tirelessly for over the course of

 4   the past seven years; and the other would be the fact

 5   that, you know, the pandemic closed our business, right?

 6   And as a small business owner, you know, I was proud to

 7   close my doors and I knew the challenges that we were

 8   going to face.  But in doing so, I closed my doors for the

 9   safety of, you know, American lives and the unknown with

10   this pandemic.  But what I did understand as a small

11   business owner is that our government will come to the aid

12   of small business owners to support not only us, but our

13   employees, families, vendors, and we rightfully have the

14   right to getting that government aid.  And the government

15   did what was right, they distributed funds to the use of

16   our business to be utilized for rents, and to be utilized

17   to pay our staff, and pay our vendors, and pay the

18   utilities, you know.  The government stepped in to help

19   the businesses that held our country when the time was

20   needed.  Those programs were not established by Congress

21   in order for people to make loans of those funds intended

22   for the business for their real estate development

23   companies.  That is not -- that wasn't why these programs

24   were intended.

25             So the amount of money that we requested in our
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 1   memo of understanding of $150,000, your Honor, that's what

 2   we received.  Our total aid was $192,500 for Churchill's

 3   Pub, your Honor, and nothing has been credited for the

 4   rents.  I haven't been able to pay any of my staff.  I

 5   haven't been able to pay any of my utilities.  I haven't

 6   been able to pay any of my vendors.  And while that

 7   happened, this is worth noting, your Honor, when the

 8   pandemic started in March, simultaneously our liquor

 9   license expired, the liquor license owned by the Plaintiff

10   here today.  And that liquor license expired on March 31st

11   of 2020.  Now, the landlord decided that they were not

12   going to renew that liquor license allowing us to operate

13   our business.  The only thing -- we are mandated by the

14   lease in front of you to make sure that we only operate as

15   a bar, and I can only use that, their liquor license, I am

16   bound to only using their liquor license, which they did

17   not renew.

18             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, I object to this.  This

19        is beyond the purview of the question and it is a

20        complete monologue.  And it's irrelevant to this

21        case.

22             THE COURT:  Sustained, okay it's sustained.  I

23        have a question, the lease, how much is the amount of

24        rent that is paid for 5501?

25             THE WITNESS:  Great question, your Honor, at the
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 1   beginning of the pandemic -- in totality it's about

 2   10,500.  It's an $8,800 base rent, but I'll have you

 3   know --

 4        THE COURT:  I'm sorry, what was the rent again?

 5        THE WITNESS:  At the time it was an $8,800 base

 6   rent.  Now, the landlord offered us a rent reduction

 7   for the entirety of the pandemic to be $5,000, okay,

 8   $5,000 from March 2020 until the reopening of the

 9   pandemic and I do have that in writing.  Okay, so

10   when we entered the beginning of the pandemic it was

11   my understanding that my rent would be an adjusted to

12   $5,000, which was manageable to us.  Our business

13   wasn't in debt, we were doing great.  The --

14        THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, Mr. Dale, hold on.  And so

15   on March 20th, $5,000 -- going with what you are

16   saying, March 20th, $5,000 is your rent that is to be

17   paid every month?

18        THE WITNESS:  That is correct.

19        THE COURT:  Okay, and was that rent being paid?

20        THE WITNESS:  Yes, it was your Honor.

21        THE COURT:  Okay, and when was the last payment

22   made?

23        THE WITNESS:  On the books I think we have it

24   through July.  It got complicated when I confronted

25   the landlord on June 12th about taking the money --

0067

 1        MS. ZALMAN:  Just to correct, it's July 2020 for

 2   the record.

 3        THE COURT:  July 2020, was that the last day

 4   that rent was paid?

 5        THE WITNESS:  I believe.  I don't have the

 6   ledger in front of me, your Honor.

 7        THE COURT:  Well, let's be clear because we are

 8   here for a rent determination hearing.

 9        THE WITNESS:  I understand that.  I don't have

10   my ledger for -- oh, yes I do, yes I do.  I have my

11   affidavit.  Going into the month of August, $19,300

12   has been paid by DLA to the landlord.  At that point

13   $8,000, a PPP fund still remained so --

14        THE COURT:  I'm confused, what are you saying?

15        THE WITNESS:  I'm trying to look at exactly the

16   payments that were made in 2020.  So I'm looking

17   through and I am seeing that June, July -- wait

18   March, April, June, July, I believe is the last time

19   out of pocket, not taking into consideration SBA

20   funds or the prepaid rent credits.

21        THE COURT:  Okay, so what I am asking is, July

22   was the last month the payment was made.

23        THE WITNESS:  That is correct.

24        THE COURT:  Okay.  Any other questions?

25

0068

 1   BY MR. BRADFORD:

 2        Q.   To follow up on your question, just for absolute

 3   clarity; do you believe your rent to be prepaid?

 4        A.   Absolutely, zero dollars owed.

 5        Q.   Okay, so just stay with me for a second.  It is,

 6   you know, presumptively your response to your Honor's

 7   question was accurate with respect coming out of pocket,

 8   but just for clarity, how are you defining payment coming

 9   out of pocket?

10        A.   Actual, not my prepaid rent credits, physical

11   dollars from my bank account to the landlord, but --

12        Q.   Do you believe that the value of your prepaid

13   rent credits is greater than the amounts you would owe

14   under the lease if no prepaid rent credits were applied

15   since July 2020?

16             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, that is an argumentative

17        question.

18             THE COURT:  So I'll sustain it.  That will be

19        argument for you to make, Mr. Bradford.  Any other

20        question for Mr. Dale?

21             MS. ZALMAN:  We do not.

22             THE COURT:  And Ms. Zalman, you said there was a

23        witness you wanted to call?

24             MS. ZALMAN:  We do.  We have Ms. Levitt, Danita

25        Levitt for the Plaintiff.
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 1        THE COURT:  Okay.  And one of the questions I

 2   would just like to know is what does she reflect as

 3   the last rental payment?  If you could for me?

 4        MS. ZALMAN:  For the 175 premises?

 5        THE COURT:  Both, the 5501 and 175.

 6        MS. ZALMAN:  Okay, so --

 7        THE COURT:  No, I'm asking you for the witness

 8   to testify to.

 9        MS. ZALMAN:  Oh.

10        THE COURT:  I'll have some testimony on it.  So

11   I'm saying if you could make sure to ask that

12   question.

13        MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, we'll start right there.

14        THE COURT:  All right, so, would you please

15   raise your right hand, ma'am?

16        THE WITNESS:  (Witness complies.)

17        THE COURT:  Do you swear or affirm that the

18   testimony you're about to give will be the truth, the

19   whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you

20   God?

21        THE WITNESS:  I do.

22        THE COURT:  Okay, thank you.  You may proceed.

23        (Thereupon, the witness was duly sworn)

24                  DIRECT EXAMINATION

25
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 1   BY MS. ZALMAN:

 2        Q.   Good afternoon, can you state your name for the

 3   record.

 4        A.   Danita Levitt.

 5        Q.   And what is your position -- can you advise the

 6   Court what your position is regarding the Plaintiff, 175

 7   Northeast 55th Street, LLC?

 8        A.   I'm the manager for 175 Northeast 55th Street,

 9   LLC.

10        Q.   If you could raise you voice just a little bit

11   because the hearing on your end is a little low.

12        A.   Okay.

13        Q.   You said you are the manager?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   Okay.  And how long have you held that position?

16        A.   Since acquisition of that property in 2014.

17        Q.   And as manager do you maintain the ledger for

18   the premises, the 175 premises?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   What is Plaintiff's role for, I'm sorry, 175

21   Northeast 55th Street's role in regard to the premises

22   address 175 Northeast 55th Street, if any?

23        A.   Landlord.

24        Q.   You're the landlord.  Do you personally have the

25   care, custody, and control of business record for the
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 1   premises?

 2        A.   For my records, yes.  For 175 Northeast 75th

 3   LLC.

 4        Q.   Okay.  And what is relationship with the

 5   Defendants, if any?  The Plaintiff's relationship, not

 6   yours personally.

 7        A.   The Plaintiff is the landlord.

 8        Q.   And do you have an agreement with the Defendants

 9   in this matter, as they testified, a tenancy agreement?

10        A.   There was a verbal agreement.

11        Q.   And what are the terms of that agreement?

12        A.   That the tenant would and could take possession

13   to begin clean up and repairs to the premises.  And at

14   some point further down the line there would be a rent

15   agreement for them to pay rent.

16        Q.   So the repairs and the improvements, were these

17   to be in lieu of rent?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   For how long?

20        A.   It wasn't stated, I guess on my part I assumed

21   maybe about a year-and-a-half.

22        Q.   I don't want you to make an assumption.  I just

23   want you to testify to what was agreed to.

24        A.   There was no strict date of when rent would

25   start.
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 1        Q.   So it's your recollection it was about a

 2   year-and-a-half?

 3        A.   Approximately.

 4             MR. BRADFORD:  Objection.  That was a

 5        mischaracterization of the witnesses testimony.  She

 6        didn't say that.  She said that there was no date

 7        certain.  Why are you putting words in her mouth,

 8        Counsel?

 9             MS. ZALMAN:  Well, she said about a

10        year-and-a-half before.

11             MR. BRADFORD:  After you told her to say that.

12             THE COURT:  Okay, okay, okay.  Let the witness

13        do the testifying, please.

14             MS. ZALMAN:  I don't have, I can try to share

15        the screen, but I want to bring forth the question at

16        issue, which is the affidavit you filed with the

17        Court on June 23, 2020, does everyone have that

18        present in front of them?  And Ms. Levitt, do you

19        have that present in front of you?

20             THE WITNESS:  Let me find it

21             THE COURT:  And what is the affidavit attached

22        to.

23             MS. ZALMAN:  Plaintiff's Affidavit, nonpayment

24        affidavit.

25             THE COURT:  Okay.  I have it.
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 1   BY MS. ZALMAN:

 2        Q.   I would like to refer you to the last page of

 3   the affidavit, which is tenant ledger?

 4        A.   Okay.

 5        Q.   What is the total balance due from Defendants

 6   through June 2021?

 7        A.   $66,000.

 8        Q.   What is monthly rent due from tenants in

 9   accordance with your ledger?

10        A.   $3,000 up to August.

11        Q.   And why did the $3,000 -- why do you say up to

12   August?

13        A.   Because then we terminated our month-to-month

14   tenancy.  The tenant then became a hold-over tenant, at

15   which point the rent doubled.

16        Q.   I'm going to refer you to Exhibit B in this

17   affidavit, which is the termination notice, Exhibit B of

18   your affidavit.  Is this termination notice you are

19   referring to?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   What date did Plaintiff terminate the tenancy?

22        A.   August 31, 2020.

23             THE COURT:  Okay, if you will excuse me.  I'm

24        sorry, I need to interrupt.  Can we go off the record

25        for a moment?
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 1             (Thereupon, a short recess was taken.)

 2             (Thereupon, the proceedings continued.)

 3             THE COURT:  I believe when I left off Ms. Zalman

 4        was still questioning her witness.  And I just want

 5        the parties to keep in mind that the court reporter

 6        has another hearing at four o'clock; is that right,

 7        Ms. Wilson?

 8             THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes, your Honor.

 9             THE COURT:  Okay.

10             MS. ZALMAN:  I'm going to do my best to really

11        make this brief.

12             THE COURT:  Okay.

13   BY MS. ZALMAN:

14        Q.   Let's return back to the affidavit filed on

15   June 23rd, which I would like to admit into evidence

16   starting on our docket, but it's Plaintiff's Exhibit A.

17             THE COURT:  Is there any objection?

18             MR. BRADFORD:  No objection.

19             THE COURT:  Okay.  Affidavit will be admitted

20        without objection.  And that will be Plaintiff's 2.

21             (Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into

22        evidence.)

23             MS. ZALMAN:  Oh, yes, yes.  Because I brought

24        the lease in as 1.  Yes, thank you.  I apologize.

25
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 1   BY MS. ZALMAN:

 2        Q.   Ms. Levitt, let us know when you're ready and

 3   I'm going to pull your attention again back to the

 4   termination notice we were looking at attached to the

 5   affidavit.  My question to you is, what date did the

 6   amended termination notice terminate the tenancy.  And

 7   you're on mute.

 8        A.   I apologize.  The effective date of termination

 9   is September 4, 2020.

10        Q.   Thank you.  Following issuance of this notice,

11   did the tenant provide possession?

12        A.   No.

13        Q.   Did the tenant respond in writing to you

14   regarding this notice, as far as you are aware?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   Did the tenant contact you regarding this notice

17   of termination?

18        A.   No.

19        Q.   Is the Plaintiff, 5501 -- I'm sorry, 175

20   Northeast 55th Street, LLC., is the Plaintiff suffering a

21   hardship as a result of nonpayment of rent?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   Why?

24        A.   We are unable to pay our mortgage.

25        Q.   I'm going to refer you quickly to Exhibit A of
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 1   the same affidavit, a three-day notice to pay rent.

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   What is the amount of the three-day notice?

 4        A.   $6,000.

 5        Q.   And what date was this issued?

 6        A.   Served September 2, 2020.

 7        Q.   And this $6,000, can you tell us what months

 8   this represents?

 9        A.   That would be for July and August 2020.

10        Q.   I want to call your attention to, I will see if

11   I can share my screen, Plaintiff's affidavit filed in the

12   5501 matter.  One moment, I'm having unfortunate technical

13   problems with my sharing.

14             THE COURT:  Is this a document that's --

15             MS. ZALMAN:  Did that work?

16   BY MS. ZALMAN:

17        Q.   Are you familiar with this document, Ms. Levitt?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   What is this document?

20        A.   This is my amended updated nonpayment affidavit.

21        Q.   And for what case is this affidavit relate to?

22        A.   For 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.,

23   plaintiff versus District Live Agency, LLC, defendant.

24        Q.   And what is your position, if any, with 5501

25   Northeast Second Avenue?
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 1        A.   Manager for the LLC.

 2        Q.   Are you also in the care and custody and control

 3   of ledgers for that premises as well?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5        Q.   I'm going to refer to the last page, can you

 6   identify if rent credits at all were provided to the

 7   tenant in this matter?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   How much in rent credits were provided?

10        A.   Approximately, $15,000.

11        Q.   And where does that reflect that on this ledger?

12        A.   In paid/credited column, commencing April 1,

13   2020.

14        Q.   So approximately 3,000 a month for five months,

15   is that also what you are looking at, Ms. Levitt?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   When is the last time the tenant paid out of

18   pocket for the 5501 property?

19        A.   He paid a portion in March 2020.

20        Q.   Are you referring to the 5800?

21        A.   Yes.

22        Q.   Have you received any out-of-pocket rent from

23   the tenant since that date for 5501?

24        A.   No.

25        Q.   Have you received any rent out of pocket fro any

0078

 1   properties from the Defendant in this action?

 2        A.   No.

 3             THE COURT:  And, if I could, just on that

 4        docket, it said rent 1 and rent 2, what is the

 5        difference there?

 6   BY MS. ZALMAN:

 7        Q.   Ms. Levitt, can you clarify what the category

 8   rent 1 is?  And what the category rent 2 is?

 9        A.   Yes.  Rent 1, is the rent for Churchill's Pub,

10   rent 2 was a property 206 Northeast 55th Terrace that was

11   also being utilized.

12             THE COURT:  Okay, so it's a separate property?

13             THE WITNESS:  Yes.

14   BY MS. ZALMAN:

15        Q.   Ms. Levitt, there has been discussion in today's

16   hearing about a condemned building that is near the 5501

17   property, are you aware of this building?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   What was the purpose of this building, if any,

20   when the 5501 property was rented out?

21        A.   At the time it was being used for storage and

22   office.

23        Q.   When the premises were rented out, were you

24   aware if this building needed to be condemned?  If you

25   don't recall, that's fine.
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 1        A.   It required its 40-year recertification.

 2        Q.   Was there ever an agreement with the tenant to

 3   use this building as an office space?

 4        A.   It's part of the lease.

 5        Q.   Was there ever an agreement that the tenant,

 6   Franklin Dale would substitute use this storage space for

 7   175?

 8        A.   No.

 9             MS. ZALMAN:  That is all I have.

10             THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me ask a question, Ms.

11        Levitt, I think you said it was a 40-year

12        certification needed to be at the office at 5501; did

13        I hear that correct?

14             THE WITNESS:  Yes.

15             THE COURT:  So because of that, that office

16        space was not, I guess usable, because they needed to

17        do the work there; is that correct?

18             THE WITNESS:  The office space was usable.  The

19        notification was from the City for us to get the

20        building recertified.

21             THE COURT:  Right, and so what I've heard is

22        that Mr. Dale moved today 175 building -- property,

23        correct?

24             THE WITNESS:  At some point, yes.

25             THE COURT:  And so why did he need to move to
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 1   the 175 property?

 2        THE WITNESS:  Because it was his intention to

 3   demolish the building.

 4        THE COURT:  Demolish what building?

 5        THE WITNESS:  The small building on the premises

 6   at, there are three premises at 5501 Northeast Second

 7   Avenue, that was one of the buildings.

 8        THE COURT:  Okay, so what was going to be

 9   demolished, was that the office?

10        THE WITNESS:  Yes.

11        THE COURT:  Okay.  So the office was going to be

12   demolished?

13        THE WITNESS:  Yes, because I believe he wanted a

14   larger outdoor courtyard area for staging and bands

15   to play outside.

16        THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  And so how did

17   the 175 property, I guess, come into discussion?

18        THE WITNESS:  He wanted to have a location for

19   bands to practice, for visiting bands to stay as like

20   an Airbnb.  He also wanted to have an office for

21   District Live Agency, his business.

22        THE COURT:  And I forgot to ask, the 5501

23   building, the office that was going to be demolished,

24   that was same office that the City of Miami had given

25   the notice about?
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 1        THE WITNESS:  Yes, correct.

 2        THE COURT:  Were there, I guess, any intentions

 3   to bring that up to code?

 4        THE WITNESS:  It could have been, but I believe

 5   it was decided that taking it down would be the best

 6   result at that location.

 7        THE COURT:  So the 5501 rent that was being paid

 8   there, that was the pub and for that office that was

 9   being used?

10        THE WITNESS:  For the entire premises.

11        THE COURT:  So if the office is no longer there,

12   how -- I guess, how is the rent adjusted, or if it is

13   adjusted because now the full property is not

14   available?

15        THE WITNESS:  He did some work on building two,

16   which is a small building on premises and got it

17   ready to be used as an office for that premise.

18        THE COURT:  At 5501?

19        THE WITNESS:  Correct, for 5501.

20        THE COURT:  Okay.  But still though, you said

21   there is three properties at 5501, so now one of

22   those properties is no longer available to him,

23   correct?  Because City of Miami said it has to be --

24   I think you said, inspection or recertification

25   needed to be done?

0082

 1        THE WITNESS:  Yes.

 2        THE COURT:  Okay, so now a portion of what's

 3   being rented is not available to him, correct?

 4        THE WITNESS:  Not necessarily, no.  Because his

 5   intention was to tear it down and have it open-air

 6   space for ands, so he would not have lost the real

 7   estate had he done that.

 8        THE COURT:  Okay.  And then I wanted to ask you

 9   about, the affidavit of nonpayment, I am looking at

10   Exhibit C. here there is an amount of $3,000 being

11   charges every month, where does the $3,000 come from?

12        THE WITNESS:  That is an under-market value that

13   we as the landlord determined would be a fair rent.

14        THE COURT:  So this wasn't the agreement, this

15   is what you all decided should be the amount?

16        THE WITNESS:  We had -- prior we had verbal

17   discussions with Franklin Dale that at some point

18   rent would need to be paid.

19        THE COURT:  Well, what I'm trying to --

20        THE WITNESS:  We were going to allow a year for

21   the renovation, not charge him rent while he was

22   doing that renovation and then we needed to commence

23   a lease.

24        THE COURT:  But what I'm trying to figure out

25   is, so the number, the $3,000 that is here, is this a
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 1   number that you all agreed to, or this is a number

 2   that the landlord says is appropriate for the

 3   property?

 4        THE WITNESS:  This is a number we felt was

 5   appropriate for the property.

 6        THE COURT:  And then, is that the same thing

 7   when it doubles then it goes to 6,000?

 8        THE WITNESS:  Correct that is when the

 9   month-to-month tenancy was terminated and he did not

10   vacate the premises, then by Florida statute it

11   doubles in rent for the hold over.  It's my

12   understanding of the law?

13        THE COURT:  So I want to make sure I'm following

14   you.  So when he moves to the 175 property, what is

15   the agreement when he moves there, initially?

16        THE WITNESS:  Initially, we allowed him access

17   early in 2019 to start clearing and repairing for

18   future use.

19        THE COURT:  As far as payment, what is

20   discussed?  Or what is determined, agreed to?

21        THE WITNESS:  At the beginning we did not have a

22   determination of what the rent would be, other than

23   we did state it would be under market.

24        THE COURT:  Okay.

25        MS. ZALMAN:  Your Honor, can I ask a question
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 1   here?  Because it was my understanding that Ms.

 2   Levitt was handling the finances behind the scenes

 3   and her partner was actually handling the negotiation

 4   with the tenant; I might be in error.

 5        MR. BRADFORD:  Objection.

 6        THE COURT:  Wait, hold on.

 7        MS. ZALMAN:  Yeah, I think she is trying to

 8   answer outside the scope of -- I don't know if she's

 9   actually had any discussions with --

10        THE COURT:  Right, but Ms. Zalman, there is a

11   way to ask that.  You can't just say that to her kind

12   of thing.  Like if there was a question to be asked

13   about her involvement, that is one thing; but then it

14   comes across that you're telling her what to say and

15   that is why he is objecting like that.

16        MS. ZALMAN:  I'm sorry.  I wanted to establish

17   if she's actually had conversations with Mr. Dale,

18   because my understanding she was witness here to

19   testify to the accounting.

20        MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, I move strike.

21   Counsel is attempting to testify on behalf of her

22   client.

23        THE COURT:  I mean, that's fine.  It's just the

24   Court, I know what the witness has said.  Hold on, I

25   lost my train of thought.  Okay, so Ms. Levitt, as
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 1   far as when Mr. Dale initially moved into the

 2   property, is this April 2019?  I see the first entry,

 3   is that when he moved to 175?

 4        THE WITNESS:  He took possession of the property

 5   prior to April 1st, clearing it out and it getting it

 6   to the point where he could start his repairs.  And

 7   at some point in early 2019, he did start, I don't

 8   know, started putting furniture in there.  I can't

 9   tell you the exact date, but that is that date that

10   we agreed as it coincides with other leases.

11        THE COURT:  Okay and when you say, we agreed,

12   are you part of this discussion regarding him moving

13   into this property.

14        THE WITNESS:  I was part of the discussion at

15   conception when he was handed keys and given the

16   ability to go in and start working.

17        THE COURT:  Okay.  And at that point, that is

18   when you are saying the amount that would be paid

19   hadn't been determined yet?

20        THE WITNESS:  Correct.

21        THE COURT:  And so then, at what point then is

22   there a discussion and agreement regarding the amount

23   to be paid?

24        THE WITNESS:  I personally did not have a

25   conversation with Franklin Dale of District Live
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 1   Agency as to a dollar amount.

 2        THE COURT:  Okay.  Okay, let me see if I have

 3   any other questions.  Okay, and then let me ask you,

 4   at the 5501 building, the ledger that I saw in that

 5   affidavit it said the rent was $8,800 a month, was

 6   the rent ever reduced in that -- related to that

 7   property?

 8        THE WITNESS:  Yeah, we did a reduction during

 9   COVID.

10        THE COURT:  Okay.  And how much was that

11   reduction for, or what was the amount after --

12        THE WITNESS:  We credited him $3,000 per month

13   for five months.

14        THE COURT:  Okay, so 5,500 a month is what he

15   would be paying in March, starting March of 2020?

16        THE WITNESS:  It started April.  I'm just trying

17   yo find it here.

18        THE COURT:  Yeah, no problem.  And it stayed at

19   that amount?  When did that amount change?  Or is it

20   still that amount?

21        THE WITNESS:  No, it went back up to the

22   original amount.  I want to say it's April, May,

23   June, July, August he was given the rent credit

24   relief.  And then September it went back to the

25   original amount.
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 1        THE COURT:  And I think you said -- and for the

 2   5501 building, what was the month of the last

 3   payment.

 4        THE WITNESS:  I want to say March, I'm trying to

 5   find the document on my computer.

 6        THE COURT:  No problem, take your time.

 7        THE WITNESS:  Okay, I'm showing March, I believe

 8   he made the payment in March -- excuse me, in April

 9   but it was applied to the March rent that was still

10   outstanding.

11        THE COURT:  Okay.  So the March rent was the

12   last that was paid for the 5501?

13        THE WITNESS:  Yes.

14        THE COURT:  And then for the 175 property, no

15   rent was for that one, right?

16        THE WITNESS:  No rent was paid.

17        THE COURT:  Okay, all right.  Okay I -- was

18   there any other questions for Ms. Levitt?

19        MR. BRADFORD:  On direct?  You're asking on

20   direct?

21        THE COURT:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Mr. Bradford, I

22   didn't give you an opportunity to question her.

23        MR. BRADFORD:  I have not begun my cross, no.

24        THE COURT:  Okay, go ahead, sir.  I forgot --

25        THE COURT REPORTER:  Your Honor.  It's two
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 1   minutes until 4 o'clock.

 2        THE COURT:  Okay.  The best I can do is Friday

 3   if you all are available.

 4        MR. BRADFORD:  I'm not available, your Honor.

 5   I'm traveling on Friday and I will be unavailable for

 6   a week's time there.

 7        THE COURT:  Well, we can do this tomorrow then?

 8   Ms. Wilson, we can go off the record for scheduling

 9   purposes, and you can go ahead and get to your next

10   hearing.

11        THE COURT REPORTER:  Thank you, your Honor.

12        (Thereupon, the hearing concluded.)
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           1             (Thereupon, the following hearing was held:)



           2             THE COURT:  Okay, 175 Northeast 55th Streer



           3        versus Franklin Dale, et al, case number



           4        2020-021636-CC-05.  Would you please announce your



           5        appearance?



           6             MR. BRADFORD:  Omar Bradford with the law firm



           7        of Genovese, Joblove & Battista.  I am here with my



           8        associate, Elizabeth McIntosh and we are here on



           9        behalf of the Defendants, District Live Agency and



          10        Franklin Dale.



          11             THE COURT:  Thank you.  And on behalf of the



          12        Plaintiff?



          13             MS. ZALMAN:  Good afternoon, Hillary Zalman on



          14        behalf of plaintiff, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC.



          15        I am accompanied by attorney Arnaldo Velez.  And my



          16        client is here as well representing the Plaintiff,



          17        Danita Levitt.



          18             THE COURT:  Okay, good afternoon.  And I see we



          19        have Ms. Lisa Wilson our court reporter, good



          20        afternoon to you as well.



          21             THE COURT REPORTER:  Good afternoon.



          22             THE COURT:  Okay.  So we are here today on --



          23        Defense has filed a motion to determine rent, the



          24        amount of rent due.  It is the defense motion, so



          25        what I will do is allow --
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           1             (Audio lost due to technical issue.)



           2             (Audio resumed.)



           3             MS. ZALMAN:  -- and at last hearing I thought



           4        this was Defendant's motion to determine rent in



           5        response to our motion, not to change order, just for



           6        procedural posture.



           7             THE COURT:  Wait, let me see.  Let me go back



           8        here.  So this was previously heard?



           9             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, we continued to today to allow



          10        more time.



          11             THE COURT:  Oh, okay.  Hold on.  Let me refresh



          12        my memory then.  Give me one second.  So I have here



          13        that the last time it was motion for default?  We



          14        were trying to get a default in the case?



          15             MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.



          16        That is what was previously heard.  And that motion



          17        was denied.



          18             THE COURT:  Right, I don't have any indication



          19        that we dealt with the motion to determine rent.



          20             MR. BRADFORD:  No, we have not, your Honor.  And



          21        the motion that Counsel just referenced is not set



          22        for hearing today, her motion for funds to be put



          23        into the court registry.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me see.



          25             MS. ZALMAN:  I think we discussed at the last
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           1        hearing though, was it not?  That we needed the



           2        evidentiary, or Omar, am I mixing the two?



           3             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm not sure, I just know that



           4        your motion is not set for hearing today, but mine



           5        is.



           6             THE COURT:  Yeah, the only notes -- I'm just



           7        going back to the notes that I have from then in the



           8        MOD, I just have the motion for default is what we



           9        heard.  Okay, so the Court has not made any rulings



          10        regarding to the to determine rent.  I just wanted to



          11        make sure.  Okay, so if that is the case, then I'll



          12        allow the Defense to proceed with the motion.  And



          13        then --



          14             MS. ZALMAN:  We propose that it's the same, for



          15        us the same argument.



          16             THE COURT:  What do you mean, the same argument?



          17             MS. ZALMAN:  The motion to determine rent,



          18        versus the motion to order funds.  For us, it's the



          19        same argument so I have no issue.  Just bringing it



          20        to the Court's attention.  I thought his motion was



          21        in response to ours as a piggy-back.



          22             MR. BRADFORD:  Well, to be crystal clear, and



          23        that's not completely incorrect, but our motion to



          24        determine rent, the full subject or style of that is



          25        a motion to determine rent to be zero, or a motion to
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           1        dismiss.  So, you know, functionally our argument is



           2        that for a variety of reasons, which I'll express



           3        here today, that there is no rent and accordingly



           4        this matter should be dismissed.  The issue of funds



           5        being paid into the Court registry is a separate



           6        issue for which Counsel has filed a motion, but that



           7        motion is not set for hearing today.



           8             THE COURT:  And I understand that, but I think



           9        in determining the rent amount, the Court would be



          10        determining how much should go into the court



          11        registry, if any.



          12             MR. BRADFORD:  Right --



          13             THE COURT:  Okay.



          14             MR. BRADFORD:  And to the extent your Honor



          15        wants to consider that issue here today, we have no



          16        objection.  Ultimately, they are very much related.



          17        But, if I may, may it please the Court?



          18             THE COURT:  Yes.



          19             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, this is Omar Bradford,



          20        Genovese, Joblove & Battista.  You know, the



          21        interesting thing here and we have submitted it in



          22        our motion is that this case is, your Honor,



          23        inextricably intertwined with another circuit court



          24        action, or with a circuit court action that is styled



          25        5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC V. District Live
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           1        Agency and there is a counterclaim there that we



           2        filed that is District Live Agency and Beverage Group



           3        versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC and Little



           4        Haiti Development Partners, and Mallory Kauderer.



           5        The Plaintiff here, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC,



           6        their parent company or closely related company,



           7        could be one or the other, they do a lot of



           8        switcheroos here with the companies, but we'll say



           9        it's the parent company, is the counter-defendant in



          10        that other action, Little Haiti Development Partners.



          11        Now, I raise that because Little Haiti Development



          12        Partners and Mallory Kauderer are being sued in



          13        counterclaims to evictions in the aforementioned



          14        circuit court action, as well as two other actions



          15        based upon moneys owed to my client, Franklin Dale,



          16        who is here in the court today, not only for services



          17        rendered, which are well documented, but pursuant to



          18        these entities theft o absconding or taking of funds



          19        back or based on their representations to the federal



          20        government to be applied to the business of



          21        Churchill's Pub.



          22             This case, you Honor, just like the other



          23        related cases really all center around Churchill's



          24        Pub.  Churchill's Pub is the oldest bar in Miami-Dade



          25        County.  It's a place that pursuant to lease
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           1        agreements, so my client is the lessee at the pub and



           2        there are agreements that his status as lessee of the



           3        pub make him not just the operator of the pub, but



           4        have an ownership interest in the pub as well.



           5        Everything was moving along with a collective plan to



           6        develop out a live music sort of venue district where



           7        the parties were working together and had been



           8        working together for years, and part of that working



           9        together were agreements that the moneys that were



          10        owed by Plaintiff, in this case Plaintiff's



          11        principals to my client would be -- could be paid in



          12        one of two ways.  One, they could be paid in cash,



          13        but if not based on the fact that my client leased



          14        multiple properties in this area, they would serve as



          15        prepayment on rents.  There is no confusion as to



          16        that whatsoever.



          17             Well, then unfortunately for all of us the



          18        pandemic happened.  And particularly unfortunately



          19        for those in the live music, you know, venue



          20        operation business.  As we all know that they were



          21        hit almost the hardest, and continue to be hit very



          22        hard.  The subject business of Churchill's Pub



          23        remains unopened today.  Now, we know that bars have



          24        reopened, but there has been a campaign of



          25        restraining my client's trade by violating the
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           1        subject lease with respect to the liquor license,



           2        letting it lapse, detaching it from the property.



           3        There has been just a series of retaliatory acts that



           4        have taken place here, your Honor, after my client



           5        provided to -- or provided and provided authority to



           6        Mallory Kauderer to utilize debts owed to it for



           7        purposes -- so debts owed to my client to the extent



           8        of $128,000, which is basically as a vendor to the



           9        business.  My client is owed $128,000, and again,



          10        that could have been paid in one of two ways, cash or



          11        the prepayment of rents, but instead it was utilized



          12        to receive funds from the government under the Cares



          13        Act.



          14             So the Plaintiff in this action's principal



          15        applies for Cares Act funding, used -- specifically



          16        notating that it's getting these funds to pay back my



          17        client.  Instead -- now, they are successful as to



          18        that, and they received the funds into their account,



          19        but the day they received, it June 12, 2020, they



          20        went in and then they went out.  Where did they go,



          21        your Honor?  They actually did not go to the



          22        business, they went to the parent company, the Little



          23        Haiti Development Partners of the Plaintiff here



          24        today.  Accordingly, my client made written demand



          25        for those funds to come into the business or to
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           1        otherwise get a use of -- a recitation of how those



           2        funds would be used, and that is largely what brings



           3        us here today.  In retaliation for that demand, my



           4        client's have been evicted across properties.



           5             Now, that's just some background for you, your



           6        Honor, sort of about the big picture here, but the



           7        smaller picture here, the more narrow picture here



           8        is, the reason that I say that this case inextricably



           9        intertwined with that circuit court action is because



          10        -- again, that case is styled 5501 Northeast Second



          11        Avenue, LLC. V. District Live Agency, that the lease



          12        underlying that action, your Honor, which I have here



          13        today and we've submitted to your Honor to the extent



          14        that this is an evidentiary hearing, even though it



          15        was not previously noticed as an evidentiary hearing,



          16        but in any event, you know, we are prepared either



          17        way because we know that we've got the documents and



          18        exhibits that reflect a very easy and narrow fact,



          19        which is 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC., as you will



          20        see does not have a lease.  They did not attach a



          21        lease to any of their pleadings.  The reason why



          22        there is no lease, your Honor, is my client was not



          23        specifically leasing from 175 Northeast 55th Street,



          24        LLC.  And in fact my client was not leasing the



          25        property at 175 Northeast 55th Street.  My client
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           1        only came to be operating an office out of that space



           2        after the properties, one of the properties that is



           3        subject to this lease was condemned by the City of



           4        Miami.



           5             So again, Franklin Dale is the operator,



           6        owner/operator at Churchill's Pub, he is lessee and



           7        there is a lease that reflects such.  Reflects that



           8        the only business that can be done at the property is



           9        the operation of Churchill's Pub.  Adjacent to the



          10        pub -- so basically, just to the back, was a separate



          11        structure whose address is 215 Northeast 55th Street.



          12        That separate address where the operator of the



          13        business used as an office was condemned by City of



          14        Miami.  Mallory Kauderer also owns the property at



          15        175 Northeast 55th Street.  It was agreed that while



          16        the property for which is under a different lease,



          17        right, for which they are paying rent, while that is



          18        condemned that they would move the office operations



          19        over to 175 Northeast 55th Street.  Now, that doesn't



          20        mean that suddenly a separate amount of rent is owed



          21        there.  No.  They were already paying rent at,



          22        essentially at 5501, so accordingly to the extent



          23        that any rent would ever be charged at 175, then that



          24        would be double dipping.  Then that would be two --



          25        applying two rents for one purpose, right, because
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           1        the office was behind the pub, it got condemned, so



           2        the new office was across the street.



           3             And they know this.  And this is just part of



           4        retaliatory, sort of motive that is going on here.



           5        But in any event, your Honor, there is evidence of



           6        this obviously because there is no lease, right,



           7        there is no agreement that my client signed, and you



           8        know we have reviewed the affidavit by Ms. Danita



           9        Levitt, which is just chock full of inconsistencies



          10        and things that are just simply inaccurate.  There is



          11        no tenancy agreement with my client on a



          12        month-to-month basis here, there is only the lease at



          13        5501, and that lease -- so just yesterday, your



          14        Honor, and I want to make this clear at the onset,



          15        just yesterday, your Honor, we began a hearing in



          16        circuit court for a motion the deposit funds into the



          17        court registry, slash, motion to determine rent, and



          18        in that hearing -- it was an evidentiary hearing and



          19        Danita Levitt, the person that provided the affidavit



          20        that is before your Honor, she testified in direct



          21        examination as to these circumstances.  Ultimately,



          22        and you know what, I want to make this clear while



          23        we're on the topic, she testified in direct



          24        examination as to circumstances that are again



          25        inextricably intertwined with this action, so they
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           1        all relate to the same lease, yesterday and today,



           2        circuit court and here in county court, but I want



           3        the Court to be aware that following my multiple



           4        objections to her being coached in a Zoom hearing,



           5        the judge abruptly recessed the hearing and it's set



           6        to be continued tomorrow in person in court.



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  I object to that wholeheartedly.



           8        There is no evidence Ms. Levitt was being coached.  I



           9        do know that Counsel indicated that because it was



          10        Zoom he thought she was taking to someone and Ms.



          11        Levitt responded I'm looking over at my computer



          12        screen.  She has a double screen.  So I do object to



          13        that.



          14             MR. BRADFORD:  I appreciate to that Counsel, but



          15        just to be clear, I said I objected to her being



          16        coached and then the judge abruptly recessed the



          17        hearing, which is unobjectionable because that's what



          18        happened.  But the only point that I'm making to the



          19        Court right now is -- and I'm not certain again if we



          20        are proceeding with an evidentiary hearing here today



          21        or not.  We are prepared either way, but it wasn't



          22        noticed as an evidentiary hearing, but I believe the



          23        Court must closely monitor the Plaintiff's witness



          24        because it's certified fact that she is not in that



          25        room alone and it's my position and with the
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           1        objection of Counsel noted, that she was being



           2        coached along the way yesterday.  So after what



           3        occurred yesterday I don't believe that their witness



           4        or their deponent can be trusted in a zoom setting.



           5        But that's neither here or there.



           6             THE COURT:  All right, Mr. Bradford, just really



           7        quickly, this affidavit that you're talking about,



           8        the affidavit that I see on the docket is -- I see an



           9        affidavit as to loss summons, but in this case is



          10        there another affidavit that I'm not seeing?



          11             MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Bradford is referring to



          12        Plaintiff's affidavit of nonpayment.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  It was filed June 23rd, your



          14        Honor.



          15             THE COURT:  Okay.  Wait, hold on.  Oh, it was



          16        just filed.  Go ahead, you can proceed.  I just



          17        wanted to make sure I had the right document.



          18             MR. BRADFORD:  No, thank you, your Honor.  So,



          19        you know, the reality is we don't believe that this



          20        hearing should proceed today because it's our firm



          21        position that it is beyond question that the property



          22        that is the subject of today's hearing in fact part



          23        and parcel to the lease that is the subject of the



          24        circuit court action.  And because we're in the



          25        middle of an evidentiary hearing as to whether or not
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           1        -- or to what extent rent should be paid into the



           2        court registry, it is not appropriate for us move



           3        forward here until it is determined how much, if any,



           4        rent is to be paid in that circuit court action.  And



           5        we'll also seek a specific determination from the



           6        Court that this property at 175 Northeast 55th Street



           7        is a part of the lease, or should be considered a



           8        part of the lease pursuant to the condemnation of the



           9        office at the pub and the replacement for purposes of



          10        operating the pub into the property at 175.  To the



          11        extent that both courts were to order my client to



          12        pay into the court registry, we just believe that



          13        would essentially result in a windfall to the



          14        Plaintiff here, which would be inappropriate.



          15             THE COURT:  Okay, and let me make sure, does



          16        5501 circuit court case, is that the address of the



          17        pub?



          18             MR. BRADFORD:  That is in fact the address of



          19        the pub, your Honor, yes.



          20             THE COURT:  Okay.  And you're saying is at that



          21        address where the pub is at, that's the property that



          22        was condemned?



          23             MR. BRADFORD:  Correct.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay.



          25             MR. BRADFORD:  There is an associated property
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           1        -- it's all on the same sort of plot of land, but



           2        there was a separate, yet adjacent space that was --



           3        that served as the office.  And the address for that



           4        is 215 Northeast 55th Street, but it's essentially



           5        all the same right there.



           6             THE COURT:  Okay --



           7             MR. BRADFORD:  The City of Miami -- and we're



           8        prepared to provide your Honor --



           9             THE COURT:  Okay, because of that condemned



          10        property, the office he's using there, you're saying



          11        that is why he's using the 175?



          12             MR. BRADFORD:  That is exactly right, your



          13        Honor.



          14             THE COURT:  Okay.  And so the 175, the same



          15        owners of 175 are the owners of 5501?



          16             MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.



          17             THE COURT:  Okay.



          18             MR. BRADFORD:  That is why --



          19             THE COURT:  Okay.



          20             MR. BRADFORD:  Yes, your Honor.  So the lease at



          21        5501 covered the operation and ownership interest at



          22        Churchill's Pub, but also to the adjacent building of



          23        the pub that served as the office.  Now, in



          24        April 2019 the building across the street located at



          25        175 Northeast 55th Street was completely delapidated.
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           1        In fact, it was occupied by a drug-addict vagrant,



           2        squatter named Dexter Glover.  However, the building



           3        lacked electricity, air conditioning, water, you



           4        know, functioning plumbing.  It was essentially a



           5        mere sheller.  So while I wish I could tell you, your



           6        Honor, that this was some simple eviction matter,



           7        it's far from it.  This is in fact a cultural war and



           8        in many ways a sign of the times.  Some, not most --



           9        and probably only a fraction of landlords during this



          10        pandemic have let greed and perceived desperation get



          11        the best of them.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me ask you this, so at



          13        the 5501 property that has the office that your



          14        client was in, was there -- there was an agreement



          15        that he would use the 175 spot -- property, because



          16        of being condemned?



          17             MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.



          18             THE COURT:  I just wanted to make sure that I



          19        was right about that -- or that is what I heard you



          20        say.  Okay, and so the hearing in the circuit court



          21        case is to determine how much rent is due at the



          22        condemned property?



          23             MR. BRADFORD:  Well, it's the lease -- it's how



          24        much money id due to paid, if any, to the court



          25        registry under the subject lease.  That lease, your
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           1        Honor, covers -- yes, it covers the condemned



           2        property, as well as the pub.



           3             THE COURT:  Okay --



           4             MR. BRADFORD:  So the answer to -- the simple



           5        answer to your question is, yes.



           6             THE COURT:  And for this 175 property, you're



           7        saying there is no lease because I guess it's more of



           8        a temporary property while this other property is



           9        condemned?



          10             MR. BRADFORD:  That is exactly right, your



          11        Honor, it's a temporary property while the property



          12        is condemn.  Now, again remember the property in and



          13        of itself was -- at 175, was completely dilapidated,



          14        completely uninhabitable.  The fact that they are



          15        suggesting in their affidavit that they were charging



          16        rent during the time that this place was a complete



          17        den of iniquity is --



          18             THE COURT:  And you're talking about the 175



          19        spot?



          20             MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah.



          21             THE COURT:  You're saying also, this is a



          22        dilapidated property?



          23             MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah.  Again, so remember, these



          24        are folks that are doing business with one another in



          25        variety of ways.  So what happened after the -- what
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           1        happened was determined after the property was



           2        condemned over here is that okay, they needed some



           3        place to work out of, but the place at 175 was



           4        completely dilapidated.  So my client actually



           5        performed renovation services as to that property at



           6        175 to the extent of $76,000, which resulted in



           7        further rent credits, prepaid rent credits.  There



           8        was never an invoice for any rent due at 175.  There



           9        was never any notice that -- of some expectation of



          10        rent being paid, because everyone knew that this was



          11        not only a replacement, so therefore the rent that



          12        was being paid at 5501 covered the rent at 175, but



          13        also my clients were doing 75 -- you know, ultimately



          14        in what resulted in $76,000 in renovations to that



          15        property.  The fact they are turning around knowing



          16        that this isn't even its own individual property



          17        subject to its own lease, they know that it's subject



          18        to the 5501 property.  They know that my client did



          19        $76,000 in renovations for property that he doesn't



          20        own.  Certainly, he's not in the business of doing



          21        pro-bono work or charity work for these folks.  The



          22        fact they turned around and tried to evict him



          23        separately out of this place shows you the



          24        retaliatory nature, and shows you why this is not



          25        just a simple eviction unfortunately.
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           1             And it all goes back to, again, my client's



           2        blowing the whistle to the misappropriation of the



           3        Cares Act funds.  It began when Mallory Kauderer,



           4        aided and abetted by Danita Levitt, the Midguard



           5        Group and others on my list, used my clients, the



           6        defendants, District Live Agency and Franklin Dale's



           7        financial information listing the debts owed to him



           8        and his entities in the amount of $128,000, not to



           9        mention the 75,000 for purposes of getting small



          10        business funding.  Taking advantage of the government



          11        in a once-in-a-lifetime pandemic.



          12             Now, had they accurately utilized the funds for



          13        which they reflected in the application, well then at



          14        that point the 128,000 owed to my client could have



          15        been applied as rent credits, and again, all of this,



          16        your Honor, we're talking about a different case.



          17        I'm actually making arguments to you that are



          18        actually the arguments in a different case, but in



          19        any event, they've sort of forced us to do this.  But



          20        in any event, those funds would have been applied to



          21        rents and they would have gone back to the business.



          22        So it's really, the level of brinksmanship here is



          23        remarkable the fact that they would go to these



          24        lengths to retaliate against my client, shooting



          25        themselves dead in the knee for what reason I don't
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           1        fully understand.  But in nay event, this is the path



           2        that they have chosen and this is why we are here



           3        today.



           4             Ut the bottom line is, you know, naturally my



           5        client put it in writing, complained about the fact



           6        that Kauderer, Levitt and the Midguard Group sought



           7        to use his financial information for purposes of



           8        enriching themselves through fraudulent refinancing



           9        schemes with the bank, and again as a result it was a



          10        summary eviction cross properties.



          11             THE COURT:  Okay.



          12             MR. BRADFORD:  Today we're prepared to go



          13        forward either evidentiary or non-evidentiary.  This



          14        has not been set as an evidentiary hearing.  We



          15        actually think that it would be inappropriate to do



          16        so, but we defer to your Honor as a result, but you



          17        know one thing is clear, the Plaintiffs and their



          18        principals are towing the line of criminality, or at



          19        the very least, a real estate broker, such as Mallory



          20        Kauderer is violating Florida statutes and rules and



          21        regulations regulating the department of Business and



          22        Professional Regulation with these sorts of acts.



          23             THE COURT:  Okay.



          24             MR. BRADFORD:  And --



          25             THE COURT:  Hold on, you -- is your motion --
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           1        you just made the comment that you think it would be



           2        inappropriate to go forward.  To go forward on what?



           3             MR. BRADFORD:  To go -- we believe that, and let



           4        me be clear, thank you for that.  We believe that



           5        this case should be dismissed, period.  We believe



           6        that this is -- there should be a dismissal because



           7        this is duplicative of a different action.  But to



           8        the extent that your Honor was inclined to order any



           9        funds to be placed into the court registry today, we



          10        believe that should be continued to a later date



          11        because we need to understand what the circumstances



          12        are in the 5501 action, and we will seek a



          13        determination from the judge in this case and



          14        counsel, Ms. Zalman, can work with me, you know, we



          15        can work together to make sure that the judge knows



          16        that we are seeking such a determination as well.



          17        And once we get a determination we believe that it's



          18        going to be beyond question that the judge is going



          19        to determine that the 175 property is a replacement



          20        for the office; but if the judge, you know, sort of



          21        rules otherwise, well then we can sort of go forward



          22        because then this is an appropriate, separate action,



          23        even though there is no lease, and even though, you



          24        know, my clients are owed 128,000 in services, as



          25        well as the 76,000 in renovations which would cover,
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           1        you know, any amounts potentially due and owing



           2        anyway.  But it would be most appropriate for that to



           3        be Crystal clear or we have duplicative results here



           4        to the detriment of my client.



           5             THE COURT:  Okay.



           6             MR. BRADFORD:  So that is sort of our position



           7        as to the possibilities here, but you know, we are



           8        ready really for anything.



           9             THE COURT:  Okay.



          10             MR. BRADFORD:  The reality --



          11             THE COURT:  Okay, at this point let me hear from



          12        Ms. Zalman.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you, your Honor.



          14             THE COURT:  Certainly.  Okay.



          15             MS. ZALMAN:  Okay.  Good afternoon.  I respect



          16        my cocounsel on this case, it has been pending over a



          17        year.  This is the very first time I've heard this



          18        specific argument played out.  I'm glad that opposing



          19        counsel just filed a copy of the 5501 lease, it's



          20        their evidence admission 1, because that is a



          21        different case, and if we're, you know, telling a



          22        story, this is a story for separate evictions for a



          23        failing tenant and this one has nothing to do with



          24        the related -- unrelated properties.



          25             We are talking about other evictions that are
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           1        happening down the street, across the street, and



           2        several buildings away, different property.  The



           3        lease that opposing counsel filed just about half an



           4        hour ago shows there is a 5501 lease.  There is no



           5        mention of 175 in there.  This issue of a very, small



           6        condemned property on the back of the lot which is,



           7        I'm not going to testify for my client, was to --



           8        Defendant chose to tear down, it was always a



           9        condemned, smaller property and they wanted more



          10        courtyard space.  Unrelated, separate entities,



          11        separate actions.  If this was a shopping center, one



          12        eviction happening at address number one has nothing



          13        to do with an eviction happening at address number



          14        four.



          15             The other three evictions have bound-commercial



          16        leases because they are larger properties.  One is a



          17        nightclub, et. cetera, but none of three mention this



          18        property across the street, 175, which is a separate



          19        commercial lease.  And honestly, if I refer this back



          20        to just Florida statutes, first of all under Chapter



          21        83, there is no requirement that a lease between



          22        landlord and tenant has to be in writing.  They can



          23        have a verbal tenancy, and I can refer your Honor to



          24        that portion.  And pursuant to 83.232, if we are



          25        talking about determining rent, a determination of
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           1        rent is only supposed to be limited under subsection



           2        2, to two factors.  Factor one, is if the tenant has



           3        been properly credited for any payments made.  And in



           4        subsection2, which is little B, is what properly



           5        constitutes rent between the agreement between the



           6        parties.



           7             The 83.232 goes on that if the Defendant has



           8        filed counter-claims, and here they're arguing other



           9        claims, other actions, that in no way waives a



          10        tenant's requirement to put rent into the registry to



          11        preserve those defenses and go forward.  This again



          12        has been pending for over a year and we vehemently



          13        disagree that there is a relation between these



          14        properties.



          15             THE COURT:  Ms. Zalman, let me ask you this,



          16        because I'm looking at the complaint here, and I see



          17        here it says, they entered into a month-to-month



          18        tenancy.



          19             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes.



          20             THE COURT:  What is the terms of the tenancy?



          21             MS. ZALMAN:  So back in April 2019, Mr. Dale and



          22        the office company used this and they originally



          23        agreed to make repairs and upgrades instead of paying



          24        what would be less than market rental rate.  So that



          25        was the agreement, and then once those were
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           1        completed, they would still get to continue to pay



           2        less than market rental rate.  And I believe, and I



           3        have my client here to testify, that was supposed to



           4        last about year and a half of repairs and upgrades



           5        and then the discounted rate would continue



           6        month-to-month.  And what has occurred here is, they



           7        did commence, there is no -- there is no disagreement



           8        here that Mr. Dale did commence with repairs and



           9        upgrades, which is fantastic, but at some point



          10        ceased.  And upon requesting for any receipts, any



          11        invoices which still haven't een filed today, they're



          12        stating over 70,000 were done, we don't even have one



          13        contractor agreement, one proof of anything.  So the



          14        question is, how long do you think you are going to



          15        stay?  What's really hard is, we have for evictions



          16        pending because they've just failed, these are failed



          17        businesses, and my client who has mortgages on all of



          18        them is suffering.  We haven't had rental income on



          19        any of them for a long time.



          20             And the second --



          21             THE COURT:  Well, wait a minute, for the 5501



          22        property, there is no rent being paid?



          23             MS. ZALMAN:  There is no rent being paid, and in



          24        fact the second mortgage for my client, who is also



          25        here today, is in default.  The landlord is really
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           1        facing a hardship of losing these properties and they



           2        have been -- these cases have been pending for a long



           3        time.  They got stuck in the system.  You know, it



           4        was hard to get evidentiary hearings or even extended



           5        hearings.  The courts are bogged down, I do not have



           6        to tell you, and we are here today and to keep



           7        extending this out, my client could face foreclosure.



           8             The fact is, and my question is to the



           9        Defendant, what date does he feel that he has to



          10        vacate?  But there is no end in sight.



          11             THE COURT:  Okay.



          12             MS. ZALMAN:  We have terminated the



          13        month-to-month, we sent a letter and he still has not



          14        provided possession or any proof or invoices of what



          15        has been spent on this property.  I don't have one



          16        invoice.



          17             THE COURT:  And so, just to make sure, I know



          18        you said April 19th of 2019, that is when this



          19        repair/upgrade agreement --



          20             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, and he definitely did start.



          21             THE COURT:  Okay, so April of 2019, no rent has



          22        been paid since then?



          23             MS. ZALMAN:  No.  He was getting a



          24        month-to-month credit at below-market rental rate of



          25        3,000 per month and the credit stops at about 45,000
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           1        when my client repeatedly asked, can you show us the



           2        status of any permits pulled, any repairs, and



           3        nothing was provided.  So then they said, we are



           4        going to switch back to the 3,000 a month.  The



           5        market rental rate is about 5,500, he didn't pay that



           6        either and they said, we are going to terminate the



           7        month-to-month because nothing is happening on this



           8        property and we are financially suffering here.



           9             THE COURT:  Okay, all right.  I get it.  I get



          10        what you are saying, both sides.  So what I'm going



          11        to do now, I'm going to go back to Mr. Bradford, and



          12        I believe you want to put on evidence as far as your



          13        position?  Because right now I just realized I'm



          14        letting the attorneys talk, but you can put on



          15        whatever testimony or evidence you want the Court to



          16        consider.



          17             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, just a couple quick



          18        responses to what Counsel just mentioned.  Again,



          19        first of all, she is laying out the standard for the



          20        Statute 83.232 as if to say her motion is at issue



          21        today, it's not.  We are here on our motion to



          22        dismiss, just to be crystal clear.



          23             THE COURT:  Well, I think that we have to be



          24        clear, we are here on a motion to determine rent.



          25        And I know that it says in the alternative, a motion
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           1        to dismiss.  But remember, to dismiss I can only look



           2        at the four corners of the A form and would have to



           3        say that this case has to be dismissed.  And if I



           4        look at just the four corners of the A form, I can't



           5        consider anything else.  So all this other stuff you



           6        are talking about would not be considered.  So I do



           7        not think that the Court would be in a position to



           8        dismiss at this point.



           9             MR. BRADFORD:  And that is fair, your Honor --



          10             THE COURT:  Okay.



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  We appreciate that.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  And just for clarity, you know,



          14        ours is a motion to determine rent to be zero, so



          15        it's sort of, you know --



          16             THE COURT:  Okay.



          17             MR. BRADFORD:  -- essentially a motion to



          18        dismiss.  But with that in mind, and I appreciate



          19        that, your Honor, Counsel just suggested that



          20        immediately upon beginning the repairs to this



          21        completely dilapidated, uninhabitable, no water, no



          22        electricity, no plumbing space that rent was supposed



          23        to have been paid, and that my client received some



          24        reduced amount as to the rent, and that my client



          25        actually agreed to that --
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           1             THE COURT:  Well, Mr. Bradford --



           2             MR. BRADFORD:  Yeah --



           3             THE COURT:  And I don't mean to cut you off, but



           4        the only reason I say it here is now I'm going back



           5        and forth.  I let Ms. Zalman speak because I gave you



           6        an opportunity to speak.  Right now you are making



           7        arguments that is not in evidence yet.  So that is



           8        why I am saying we can let the witnesses testify so



           9        then you can argue based off the evidence that is



          10        before the Court.



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, and that is certainly



          12        understood.  I did just want to make sure that --



          13        well, I'll just let my client testify to it.



          14             THE COURT:  Right.



          15             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  So at the moment we will



          16        call Franklin Dale.



          17             THE COURT:  Okay, so Mr. Dale, would you raise



          18        your right hand?



          19             THE WITNESS:  (Witness complies.)



          20             THE COURT:  Do you swear or affirm that the



          21        testimony you are about to give will be the truth,



          22        the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help



          23        you God?  You are muted, sir.



          24             THE WITNESS:  Yes, I do.



          25             THE COURT:  Okay, you may proceed.
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           1             MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you.



           2   Thereupon,



           3                         FRANKLIN DALE,



           4   was duly sworn and testified as follows:



           5                       DIRECT EXAMINATION



           6   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           7        Q.   Good afternoon, Mr. Dale.



           8        A.   Good afternoon.



           9        Q.   So are you -- you are familiar that you have



          10   been listed as a defendant in this case, which is styled



          11   175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC versus District Live



          12   Agency, LLC, and yourself, correct?



          13        A.   That is correct.



          14        Q.   And you also in my open I made reference to a



          15   different case styled 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.



          16   versus District Live Agency and the counterclaims there



          17   which is District Live Agency and the Beverage Group



          18   versus 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC., and Little



          19   Haiti Development Partners.  Can you tell the Court what



          20   the nature of that action is, and specifically which



          21   properties it involves?



          22        A.   The action at 5501, is that correct?



          23        Q.   Yes?



          24        A.   It involves 215 Northeast 55th Street as well.



          25        Q.   Okay, but could you tell the Court all of the
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           1   properties that are involved in that litigation?



           2        A.   It’s 5501, 215 and 175, 55.



           3        Q.   Okay, so can you explain to the Court -- this is



           4   a simple, direct question.  What is 5501 Northeast Second



           5   Avenue?



           6        A.   Churchill’s Pub.



           7        Q.   Okay.  And what is, or what was I should say 215



           8   Northeast 55th Street?



           9        A.   That was the office, the working office for



          10   Churchill's Pub.



          11        Q.   Okay.  Can you pull up Exhibit 2?



          12             MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, I am going to have my



          13        associate share her screen for purposes of



          14        introducing a document into evidence that is relevant



          15        to this portion of my client's testimony.  If that is



          16        okay with your Honor?



          17             THE COURT:  That's fine.  It's showing.



          18   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          19        Q.   Okay.  I am showing you, Mr. Dale, what has been



          20   pre marked as defendant’s Exhibit 2.  Are you familiar



          21   with this document?



          22        A.   Yes, I am.



          23        Q.   How are you familiar with this document?



          24        A.   I discovered this document while going through



          25   the history of the unsafe structure located at 5501
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           1   Northeast Second Avenue.  What I found is this is a notice



           2   of unsafe structure that was actually delivered in 2018,



           3   prior to me leasing the property.  So they didn't share



           4   the unsafe structure that our staff worked out of daily,



           5   our promoters our guests came into daily, they were



           6   notified of this property being an unsafe structure in



           7   2018 and never notified us of the building being unsafe.



           8        Q.   Did you sign a lease at 5501 Northeast Second



           9   Avenue and this place 215 Northeast 55th Street on or



          10   about April of 2019?



          11        A.   Yes, I did.



          12        Q.   And as a part of that lease, or included in that



          13   lease were you able to occupy and utilize both the pub



          14   space and the adjacent office?



          15        A.   We did occupy it, but in July of 2019 we were



          16   served with a notice of unsafe structure from the City of



          17   Miami.  I then became aware that the property was unsafe



          18   and, you know, I was quite upset about it for the fact



          19   that we were also paying rent on an unsafe structure.



          20        Q.   Okay, so at the time that you signed the lease,



          21   is it your testimony today here, sir, that you had not



          22   been provided any notice as to the unsafeness of the



          23   building, which is addressed at 215 Northeast 55th Street?



          24        A.   I was not aware of the condition of the



          25   property.
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           1        Q.   Would you have entered into this lease under



           2   these terms had you known the unsafeness of this



           3   structure?



           4        A.   I would not.  And it's worth noting, your Honor,



           5   they also failed to complete the 40-50 year



           6   recertification, not just for that unsafe structure, but



           7   also for the entirety of the property that I leased.  And



           8   when I notified them that I got this, you know unsafe



           9   structure, that is when they decided to start taking



          10   action in doing the 40-50 year recertification.



          11             MS. ZALMAN:  Your honor, for a moment I'm just



          12        going to object.  I don't understand the relevance to



          13        this line of questioning for this.



          14             THE COURT:  Sustained.  You can go to your next



          15        question.



          16             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, but I guess before we do



          17        that, your Honor, we would like to move what was



          18        premarked as Defense Exhibit 2 into evidence, and it



          19        can be our Exhibit 1.



          20             MR. VELEZ:  Seems like hearsay.  I'm sorry, your



          21        Honor.



          22             THE COURT:  All right, is there any objection?



          23             MR. VELEZ:  Yes, hearsay.



          24             THE COURT:  Mr. Bradford?



          25             MR. BRADFORD:  This is a business record, your
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           1        Honor, relative to the business is the subject of



           2        this action.



           3             MR. VELEZ:  That is a document issued by the



           4        City of Miami, not his business record.  So that is



           5        not -- that does not qualify under the business



           6        record exception to the hearsay rule.



           7             THE COURT:  So I'm going to sustain the



           8        objection.  He's testified to the document, so the



           9        information is there.



          10             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  No problem, your Honor.



          11        Can you pull up our Number 3?



          12   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          13        Q.   Okay, I am showing you what we had premarked as



          14   Exhibit 3.  Mr. Dale, do you -- you have made mention of



          15   July 2019 receiving notice of an unsafe structure, do you



          16   recognize this document to be that notice that you



          17   referenced?



          18        A.   Yes, it is.



          19        Q.   Okay.  And this document also reflects the need



          20   for the 40-50 year recertification that you just mentioned



          21   as well, right?



          22        A.   That is correct.



          23        Q.   Okay, so what happened after you received this



          24   notice in July of 2019 concerning this unsafe structure?



          25             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, I must object to the
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           1        form of the question it, it doesn't say it's an



           2        unsafe structure.  Besides, the document is not in



           3        evidence, so he is not able to ask questions from it.



           4             THE COURT:  I think, Mr. Velez, I believe if I



           5        remember the last question, it was after receiving



           6        this document what happened next?



           7             MR. VELEZ:  That is about all he can testify to.



           8             THE COURT:  Right.



           9             MR. BRADFORD:  That's all we're asking.



          10             MR. VELEZ:  But his characterization saying that



          11        the building is unsafe, that's Counsel's words, that



          12        is not actually what the document says.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  It's beyond question that the



          14        building is unsafe.



          15             THE COURT:  Well, I'm going to sustain --



          16        listen, I just need you all to stick with the facts



          17        of the case here, okay.  The question is, for Mr.



          18        Dale, after you received this notice, what happened



          19        next?  Let's go from there.



          20             THE WITNESS:  Understood.  I notified the owner,



          21        Mallory Kauderer.  Mallory Kauderer too



          22        responsibility -- can you hear me?  Am I muted?



          23             THE COURT:  I can hear you.



          24             THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Mallory Kauderer took



          25        responsibility for the failure of the 40-50 year
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           1        inspection, and then requested that the 40-50



           2        inspection happen at the location.



           3             THE COURT:  Any other questions for him?



           4             MR. BRADFORD:  Yes.



           5   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           6        Q.   So once that happened, Mr. Dale, what was the



           7   decision as far as remedying the office space that was a



           8   part of the lease?



           9        A.   Well, we decided to move to 175 Northeast 55th



          10   Street to have that location substitute the condemned



          11   building, the unsafe structure as we continued to pay rent



          12   full use of the property at 5501.



          13        Q.   Did you ever enter into any tenancy agreement



          14   with the Plaintiff in regards to the property at 175



          15   Northeast 55th street?



          16        A.   No we did not.



          17        Q.   Was there -- Strike that.



          18             Did you understand that you were paying rent,



          19   vis-a-vis the lease, at 5501?



          20        A.   Yes, I did.



          21             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  His mental impression is



          22        immaterial, that is what he's being asked.



          23             THE COURT:  Okay.



          24             MR. VELEZ:  And I move to strike it.



          25             THE COURT:  Re-ask the question, Mr. Bradford,
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           1        so I can hear.



           2             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm curious.  We are here in



           3        county court, so I'm not certain that the rules of



           4        evidence apply, nor did we stipulate to such just to



           5        be crystal clear.



           6             THE COURT:  Wait, wait, excuse me?  The rules of



           7        evidence apply in county court.



           8             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, I apologize.  But, in any



           9        event, I will rephrase the question.



          10             THE COURT:  Do you still need screen share?



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  No, you can take this down.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay, thank you.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  We will have other documents to



          14        put up in a bit.



          15             THE COURT:  Okay.



          16   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          17        Q.   But in any event, what was the agreement between



          18   yourself and the landlord with respect to your moving from



          19   the building that had been noticed as condemned to 175?



          20             MR. VELEZ:  I object to the form of that



          21        question.  There is no condemnation notice.  This is



          22        improper of Counsel using that terminology.



          23             THE COURT:  We'll strike the condemnation notice



          24        and just ask the question, please.



          25
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           1   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           2        Q.   What was the agreement between the parties when



           3   you moved from 215 Northeast 55th Street to 175?



           4        A.   The agreement was 175 would be replacing the



           5   office under the lease of 5501 Northeast Second Avenue.



           6        Q.   And what did that mean in regards to any rent



           7   that you might pay with respect to 175 Northeast 55th



           8   Street?



           9        A.   We were already paying rent at 175 through the



          10   Churchill's pub lease.  We continued with the full rent



          11   payment, not a reduced rent for the condemned -- or,



          12   excuse, sorry about that, for the office area.



          13        Q.   Okay.  Now, Counsel made reference earlier to



          14   some renovations that were made to 175, can you speak to



          15   those renovations that you made?  Absolutely.  You know



          16   the property was, it was uninhabitable.  It was, you know,



          17   floor to ceiling trash and dog feces on the walls, no



          18   running water, no electricity, no plumbing, no doors, no



          19   copper, nothing.  Absolutely nothing.  But the building



          20   was, you know, being squatted in by a vagrant and, you



          21   know, we undertook making improvements in order to even be



          22   able to office out of there.  So when we agreed to come



          23   over here, our landlord said they had an infestation of



          24   termites and they were going to tent to building.  They



          25   said that they would put air-conditioners into the
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           1   building in order for us to make the transition, but when



           2   the time came, they welshed on me and they didn't do



           3   anything.  They didn't put one dollar, not one dollar in



           4   improvements into making this a capable space to



           5   substitute for our office at Churchill's.



           6             THE COURT:  Okay, if I could.  I want to make



           7        sure I get what I need.  Mr. Dale, when you moved to



           8        the 175, you said you continued to pay rent for the



           9        pub which included the office that you were paying



          10        rent for; is that correct?



          11             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay.  All right, go ahead.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm going to -- we are going to



          14        share our screen.  I'm sorry bear with us, it's



          15        loading at the moment.



          16   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          17        Q.   I'll show you premarked as Defense Exhibit 4.



          18   Mr. Dale, are you familiar with the pictures that are



          19   being scrolled on the screen right now?



          20        A.   Yes, I am.



          21        Q.   And how are you familiar with these pictures?



          22        A.   I took the pictures.



          23        Q.   Okay.  And are these picture that you took of



          24   the property which is the subject of this action here



          25   today, 175 Northeast 55th Street, LLC.?
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           1        A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat it?  I was focused on



           2   the pictures.



           3        Q.   Are these -- do these pictures fairly and



           4   accurately depict the property that is subject of this



           5   action at 175 Northeast 55th Street?



           6        A.   They do.



           7        Q.   When were these pictures taken?



           8        A.   Approximately, between -- I want to say June and



           9   July of 2019.



          10        Q.   Between June and July of 2019?



          11        A.   Yeah, it was -- you know, there is some ongoing



          12   photos as we got area by area.  You know, we started with



          13   having to rent, you know, large dumpsters.  You know, we



          14   spent a lot of money and a lot of labor just trying to



          15   clear their property, just trying to clean the property,



          16   just trying to disinfect the property how bad and where it



          17   was with leaking water through the ceilings.  I mean, we



          18   have some videos that I didn't have -- you know, I don't



          19   know that I've uploaded to show all the water leaks coming



          20   from the second floor into the first floor.  All stuff



          21   that, you know, the landlords are well aware of.



          22             THE COURT:  If I could ask, Mr. Bradford, from



          23        what was stated prior to his testimony I didn't think



          24        that there was any dispute that Mr. Dale had made



          25        improvements to the property and that he was supposed
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           1        to be given credit for the improvements that were



           2        made, am I wrong?



           3             MR. BRADFORD:  I can't speak to the positions



           4        that my opposition takes here --



           5             THE COURT:  Well, hold on, Ms. Zalman, am I



           6        correct?



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  Correct.



           8             THE COURT:  Okay.



           9             MS. ZALMAN:  We stipulate and agree and do not



          10        object to the fact that Mr. Dale has made



          11        improvements and repairs to the premises and credits



          12        were provided.



          13             MR. BRADFORD:  But the purpose of this, your



          14        Honor -- I'm sorry.



          15             THE COURT:  Go ahead.



          16             MR. BRADFORD:  The purpose of this, your Honor,



          17        is to reflect the condition when he first began



          18        making the repairs.  Counsel has made the argument



          19        that rent, a separate amount of rent was somehow



          20        immediately due and owing despite the fact that the



          21        building's condition is completely dilapidated and



          22        uninhabitable.  And this is being put into evidence,



          23        your Honor --



          24             THE COURT:  No, but I thought Counsel said --



          25        Ms. Zalman, correct me if I’m wrong, let me go back,
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           1        was that when he moved in, in April of 2019, there



           2        was the agreement that he would be credited, it was



           3        at a below-market rate for the work that he was doing



           4        at the 175 location?



           5             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, your Honor, for about a



           6        year-and-a-half’s time.



           7             THE COURT:  Right, for a year-and-a-half’s time.



           8             MR. BRADFORD:  Right, but the point, your Honor,



           9        is that they cannot -- it is beyond reason to be



          10        assessing rent.  My clients would not have agreed to



          11        the assessment of rent to be paid on something that



          12        is uninhabitable.  He was then at that point paying



          13        rent to repair the Plaintiff's property.  That



          14        doesn't make any sense.  My client was not paying any



          15        rent simply for the privilege to repair property that



          16        he didn't own. That's their argument, and that is



          17        what I want to make clear, and that is what these



          18        pictures are being put up to reflect, your Honor.



          19             MS. ZALMAN:  Your Honor, I think that if the



          20        testimony that will be provided is that the tenant



          21        took possession a little bit before April 2019,



          22        before the ledger started accruing.  So they actually



          23        were provided keys, which is standard in commercial



          24        properties, to start repairing even before.  And I



          25        don't have the exact date he was handed the keys, but
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           1        we can ask, you know, on testimony about that.



           2             MR. BRADFORD:  Well, for starters, your Honor,



           3        we would like to move to enter what has been



           4        premarked as Defense Exhibit 4 into evidence.



           5             THE COURT:  Okay, is there any objection to the



           6        pictures?



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  No, your Honor.



           8             THE COURT:  Okay, the pictures will be admitted



           9        without any objection.  So this will be Defendant’s



          10        Composite 1.



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  Thank you, your Honor.



          12             (Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into



          13        evidence.)



          14   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          15        Q.   Mr. Dale, we've just scrolled through pictures



          16   that have been entered as Defense Composite Exhibit 1, can



          17   you let us know -- can you let the Court know whether or



          18   not at the time that you received the keys, whatever date



          19   that was, if that was pursuant to a separate leasing



          20   agreement that had ever been agreed upon by the parties.



          21        A.   Can you repeat the question, Omar?



          22        Q.   Sure.  Was there a separate lease agreement that



          23   was agreed to for purpose of you beginning to have the



          24   keys --



          25        A.   No.
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           1        Q.   -- at this location?



           2        A.   No, there was not.



           3        Q.   Can you repeat that, your answer?



           4        A.   No, there was not.  There was no separate



           5   agreement.



           6        Q.   Why was there not a separate agreement?  Because



           7   Counsel is arguing that you had the keys and under



           8   standard commercial real estate practice that once you



           9   have the keys you, by definition, should have started



          10   paying rent; isn't that right?



          11        A.   I was already paying rent at Churchill's pub for



          12   the office.



          13        Q.   And therefore, what did -- when you were given



          14   the keys for what purpose were you giving these keys?



          15        A.   Well, I agreed to help clean up the property



          16   first off because of the condition that it was in and our



          17   need to have an office space for business.  We had a



          18   larger strategy for growth of the area, we needed an



          19   office area so I knew it could substitute for the



          20   structure that we were in with the violation until we



          21   remedied that, and then we could figure out what we were



          22   going to do as far as a lease regarding 175 if we chose to



          23   write a lease at 175.  But we first had to remedy our



          24   office situation which we were paying our full rent on.



          25        Q.   We are going to share the screen to reflect some

�

                                                                          47







           1   additional pictures.  I am showing what we have marked for



           2   identification as Defense Exhibit 5, are you familiar with



           3   these pictures?



           4        A.   Yes, I am.



           5        Q.   And how are you familiar with these pictures?



           6        A.   I took the pictures.



           7        Q.   What are these pictures of?



           8        A.   Pictures of the office.  Pictures of, you know,



           9   the full renovation, exterior, interior.



          10        Q.   When were these pictures taken?



          11        A.   Over the course of 2019 into 2020.



          12        Q.   Is this what the office looks like today?



          13        A.   Yes, it is.  You'll notice plumbing, from



          14   toilets, to doors, to air conditioning units, to drywall,



          15   you know, absolutely everything needed for the renovation.



          16        Q.   And these pictures fairly and accurately depict



          17   that, right?



          18        A.   Yes, sir.



          19             MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, we would like to move



          20        what was pre marked as Defense Exhibit 5 into



          21        evidence as Defense Composite Exhibit 2.



          22             THE COURT:  Any objection?



          23             MS. ZALMAN:  No, your Honor.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay, so this will be admitted as



          25        Defense Number 2.
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           1             (Thereupon, the exhibit was moved into



           2        evidence.)



           3   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           4        Q.   Mr. Dale, how much did you and your partners



           5   expend for purposes of taking us from the pictures in



           6   Defense Composite Exhibit 1 to the pictures in Defense



           7   Composite Exhibit 2?



           8        A.   Approximately $76,000.



           9        Q.   And how are you -- how do you know that that is



          10   fair and accurate amount of what you have expended?



          11        A.   Because of our ledger.



          12        Q.   Okay.  Have you provided your ledger reflecting



          13   that amount to Mallory Kauderer and/or Danita Levitt?



          14        A.   I have not.



          15        Q.   Okay, have you made them aware that the amount



          16   that you guys spent in these renovations is $76,000?



          17        A.   Oh, I have.



          18        Q.   And how did you make them aware of that?



          19        A.   I submitted an affidavit with my ledger.  I



          20   believe it was part of the memo of understanding as well.



          21   When I looked to, you know, try to come to the resolution



          22   with these guys.



          23        Q.   Okay, let's back up.  You mentioned a memo of



          24   understanding; what is that?



          25        A.   That is correct.  After, you know, finding out
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           1   that Mallory had absconded the A funds and we had, you



           2   know, some very contentious conversations where he



           3   actually demanded my financial records of not only 175 but



           4   5524 Northeast Second Avenue, 5528 Northeast second



           5   Avenue, and 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, so he demand the



           6   four properties that I had that I provide him all of my



           7   financial records from improvements, for my concept,



           8   renderings of my concepts, my pro forma budget; he



           9   demanded all of that.  And he stated that the purpose of



          10   it was for him to refinance the package portfolio of all



          11   the properties to the banks and represent my improvements



          12   as his own and to be credited into his opportunities own



          13   fund program.



          14        Q.   Did you believe that he had admitted to you that



          15   he was seeking to enrich himself based on your documents?



          16             MR. VELEZ:  Object to the form.



          17             MS. ZALMAN:  Objection.



          18             THE COURT:  Sustained.



          19             MR. BRADFORD:  I'll restate the question.



          20   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          21        Q.   What did you believe that to mean after Mr.



          22   Bauderer told you that?



          23             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  His state of mind is



          24        immaterial for purposes of this hearing.



          25             THE COURT:  Sustained.
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           1             MR. BRADFORD:  All right.  I'll move on from



           2        that.



           3   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           4        Q.   But in any event -- so he let you know that he



           5   was using this for purposes of refinancing, correct?



           6             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  Your Honor, this is the



           7        same question.  I object as being repetitious.



           8             THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Overruled.  Mr.



           9        Bradford ask the next question.



          10   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          11        Q.   What else was -- well, you just mentioned an



          12   affidavit and a ledger, what in what court was the



          13   affidavit and ledger laying out the expenses related to



          14   this property, in what court was that affidavit filed?



          15        A.   That was submitted for 5501 Northeast second



          16   Avenue.



          17        Q.   Right.  Why did you file an affidavit and a



          18   ledger reflecting the work at 175 Northeast 55th Street in



          19   the 5501 litigation?



          20             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, we are going -- this is



          21        -- I object.  We are going far beyond the scope of



          22        this hearing.  This is all irrelevant.



          23             MR. BRADFORD:  That's not.



          24             MR. VELEZ:  He's trying to try his case.  We are



          25        not here to try the case, we are here to try the
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           1        issue of rent.



           2             THE COURT:  Overruled.  I'll let him answer this



           3        question.



           4             MR. BRADFORD:  Omar, could you repeat the



           5        question?  I'm sorry.



           6   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           7        Q.   Why did you file your affidavit and ledger that



           8   reflects what you spent on the renovation at 175, why did



           9   you file that in the 5501 action?



          10        A.   Because the improvements at 175 were reflective



          11   of our office which was part of the lease at 5501.



          12   They're hand-in-hand.



          13        Q.   What else did you address in your memo of



          14   understanding that you just referenced that was served on



          15   Mr. Bauderer?



          16             MR. VELEZ:  Objection.  The best evidence of



          17        that is the so-called memo of understanding.  Now



          18        we're going far outfield.



          19             THE COURT:  I'm sorry, what was the question,



          20        Mr. Bradford?



          21             MR. BRADFORD:  Mr. Dale had made reference to a



          22        memo of understanding, and he had explained some of



          23        which was contained in that --



          24             THE COURT:  Right, I want to --



          25             MR. BRADFORD:  -- I was just asking for the

�

                                                                          52







           1        remainder.



           2             THE COURT:  Okay, the question is what else was



           3        in the memo?



           4             MR. VELEZ:  Testifying from a document not in



           5        evidence.



           6             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay, well then we will come back



           7        to that.



           8             THE COURT:  Wait, wait.  Isn't this a statement



           9        he gave, Mr Dale?  You're talking about a statement



          10        he gave?



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  That is correct, your Honor.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay.  Go ahead.  I'll overrule and



          13        allow you to ask the question.



          14             THE WITNESS:  The memorandum of understanding



          15        laid out numerous things, your Honor.  First,



          16        rendition of all the properties that I leased from



          17        the landlord, you know.  We also have a property



          18        under lease at 5528 Northeast Second Avenue that is



          19        adjacent to 175.



          20             THE COURT:  Anything else about the 175



          21        property?



          22             THE WITNESS:  Yeah, we asked for improvements to



          23        be made to be brought up to code so that we could



          24        have the office operational.  So we made a lot of



          25        renovations to the property, but a lot of renovations
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           1        are still needed.  Right now bathrooms don't work,



           2        electricity doesn't work in areas of the building --



           3             THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, Mr. Dale, let me ask this



           4        because, okay, you said you moved into this property



           5        because the other one was -- because of the notice



           6        you got from the City of Miami in the other one; so



           7        by moving into this one, you made renovations, but



           8        there is no agreement about you making these



           9        renovations; is that correct?  That is what I thought



          10        you said.



          11             THE WITNESS:  No, we had an agreement.  Our



          12        agreement was that we would make renovations and we



          13        would be provided with rent credits.



          14             THE COURT:  And when I asked that about 20



          15        minutes ago and I was told, no, that was not what



          16        happened, it was that you were paying rent through



          17        the pub.  So then there was no explanation of



          18        anything at this property --



          19             THE WITNESS:  Future, you Honor, future rent



          20        credits.



          21             THE COURT:  At what point was this agreement



          22        made?



          23             THE WITNESS:  Well, this went hand-in-hand with



          24        my agreement with the landlord that any of my



          25        services that were provided would either be paid in
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           1        full, the balance paid in full, or I would see



           2        prepaid rent credits.  Otherwise, I would not have



           3        entered into the rental agreements.



           4             THE COURT:  When was this agreement made?



           5             THE WITNESS:  I would say after July when we had



           6        the initial conversations in 2019.



           7             THE COURT:  In July of 2019, that is when the



           8        agreement was raised that the renovations you did



           9        would be used for -- either you would be paid the



          10        amount for the work you did, or you would get future



          11        rental credits?



          12             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.



          13             THE COURT:  Okay, any other questions for him?



          14        Oh, you’re muted Mr. Bradford.



          15             MR. BRADFORD:  I apologize.



          16   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          17        Q.   So you made the agreement at that time that you



          18   would receive rent credits; for what property was it



          19   contemplated that you would receive these rent credits



          20   for?



          21        A.   175 Northeast 55th Street, or any of the



          22   properties, 5524, 5528, or 5501.



          23        Q.   Okay.



          24        A.   We had an outstanding balance, a ledger of



          25   dollars owed to me that I could utilize across properties
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           1   in prepaid rent credit, your Honor.



           2             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  And when you say, 175



           3        Northeast 55th Street, again just for clarity, what



           4        lease governs that property?



           5        A.   5501 Northeast Second Avenue and District Live



           6   Agency.



           7             MR. BRADFORD:  Okay.  No for the questions for



           8        now, your Honor.



           9             THE COURT:  Thank you.  Any questions for Mr.



          10        Dale from the Plaintiff?



          11             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, your Honor.



          12                       CROSS-EXAMINATION



          13   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          14        Q.   Mr. Dale, do you currently have possession of



          15   the premises?



          16        A.   That is correct.



          17        Q.   What is your understanding of when this tenancy



          18   agreement is to end for the 175 premises?



          19        A.   We have the anticipation that we would look at



          20   175 lease separately of the 5501 lease when the building



          21   was renovated at Churchill's pub at 5501.  So, you know,



          22   honestly you know, we should have never gotten derailed --



          23             THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, I understand your



          24        frustration with having to move properties, but I



          25        just need to know -- answer the question so we can
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           1        move on, please.



           2             THE WITNESS:  I'm doing my best.  Can you repeat



           3        the question?



           4   BY MS. ZALMAN:



           5        Q.   What date do you feel is the termination date



           6   for the premises, for your possession of the premises?



           7        A.   We -- we're trying -- we -- my expectation was



           8   that it was synchronized with the 5501 lease, which was



           9   synchronized with the 5524 and the 5528 leases to have a



          10   global synchronized lease for all properties for years,



          11   ten years from now.



          12        Q.   You mentioned 5524 and 5528 leases, have those



          13   leases not expired?



          14        A.   Well, we are currently in litigation regarding



          15   those leases.



          16        Q.   But the terms of the date on those leases, have



          17   they not already expired a few months ago?



          18        A.   Yeah, they've expired now.



          19        Q.   What date do you intend on vacating the 175



          20   premises?



          21        A.   Say that again?



          22        Q.   What date do you intend on vacating or turning



          23   possession over, back over for the 175 premises to the



          24   landlord?



          25        A.   At the completion of the 5501 Northeast Second
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           1   Avenue, LLC. lease.



           2             MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Bradford, I know you filed



           3        Defendant’s Exhibit Number 1, can I ask you kindly if



           4        you can share the screen to that since it's your



           5        filing connected to the PDF we were just using.



           6             MR. BRADFORD:  Sure, no problem.



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  Can we just go to Page 2?  Thank



           8        you so much.  Up one page to the face page, thank



           9        you.



          10   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          11        Q.   Mr. Dale, do you recognize this agreement?



          12        A.   Yes, I do.



          13        Q.   Is this the lease agreement to 5501 you have



          14   been referring to?



          15        A.   Yes, it is.



          16        Q.   To your knowledge, based on this, is the 175



          17   premises listed anywhere in disagreement?



          18        A.   No, it's not.



          19        Q.   I'm going to refer you to section 29 of this



          20   exhibit.  Section 29 Amendment of Lease, can you take a



          21   moment and review that section?



          22        A.   Okay.



          23        Q.   What does this section mean to you?



          24        A.   That the lease may not be altered.



          25        Q.   And does it continue by, "except by an
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           1   instrument in writing signed by the parties", is that your



           2   understanding?



           3        A.   Mm-hmm.



           4             MS. ZALMAN:  I would like to admit Defendant's



           5        Exhibit 1 into evidence?



           6             THE COURT:  Is there any --



           7             (Thereupon, the exhibit was moved into



           8        evidence.)



           9   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          10        Q.   Mr. Dale, is there anything in writing that



          11   connects 175 to this lease?



          12        A.   We had expressed written consent?



          13        Q.   And where is that document?



          14        A.   We have, you know, a series of, you know, I



          15   would say, I mean it was verbal.  I meant express verbal,



          16   not expressed written.  I apologize.



          17        Q.   Understood.  You testified that you spent over



          18   76,000 in repairs for the premises at 175?



          19        A.   That is correct.



          20        Q.   My question to you is, why not in this case or



          21   any case have you filed any documentation with receipts or



          22   invoices for moneys spent for 175?



          23        A.   Well, we could have.  We were never requested



          24   to, except under the demand to provide my financial



          25   documents for the purpose of refinancing for Mr. Kauderer.
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           1



           2        Q.   So --



           3        A.   To represent our improvements, our businesses



           4   spend as his own for applications to the banks, and I



           5   refused to do it.



           6        Q.   Have you hired licensed contractors to make



           7   these improvements to the premise?



           8        A.   We did not do any improvements that required



           9   permitting.



          10        Q.   Do you have contract with any contractor



          11   regarding how much work you paid out to do work at 175?



          12        A.   No, I do not.



          13        Q.   Okay, so just to follow up on your other answer,



          14   you did not need to pull any permits or work with the City



          15   on your repairs for the 175 premises?



          16        A.   Correct.



          17        Q.   And following up on my prior question, you did



          18   not provide me a specific date when you intend on



          19   vacating.  Can you provide a date when you intend on



          20   giving up possession of the 175 premises?



          21        A.   We never intended on -- we intend on all of our



          22   leases to be synchronized and us to be leaving all of the



          23   properties at the exact same time.  That is what was



          24   always promised to us.  That's what we always agreed upon



          25   that we entered into multiple leases and made improvements
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           1   to multiple properties all based on a ten-year plan and



           2   put together our financial forecast and our ROI schedule.



           3   And the entire time this property of 175 Northeast 55th



           4   Street was considered in those plans to always be



           5   synchronized, you know, for I think it was nine years,



           6   nine-year term when we entered into Churchill's.



           7        Q.   So do you think its fair to remain at the



           8   premises indefinitely, or without paying rent?



           9        A.   Certainly not.  I believe that we should not



          10   have been retaliated against.  I don't think we should



          11   have been stopped from making progress on any of the



          12   properties.  But your client's actions from the SBA funds,



          13   to demands of my financials, to not repairing, you know,



          14   roofs on 5528 and instructing the real landlord there, the



          15   real owner of the property not to improve our roof at that



          16   property.  So their actions have changed what our future



          17   looks like, and what my expectation of ending the lease



          18   is.



          19        Q.   You ever -- earlier in your testimony you



          20   indicated at 175 you were seeking landlord to also make



          21   repairs, have you ever sent a 7-day notice to cure or



          22   other notice to cure to landlord for the 175 premises?



          23        A.   We sent a memo of understanding.



          24        Q.   Do you have a copy of that with you?



          25        A.   I don't believe we put it into exhibits, but
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           1   it's --



           2        Q.   Approximately -- when what is the memo of



           3   understanding issued?



           4        A.   I believe August of 2020.



           5        Q.   Do you currently use the premises as your office



           6   space for --



           7        A.   Churchill's?  Yes, we do.



           8        Q.   District Live Agency?



           9        A.   District Live Agency is the parent company of



          10   Churchill's



          11        Q.   Do you currently use the office space at the 175



          12   premises for the District Live Agency?



          13        A.   We -- it's co-utilized.  It's the same ownership



          14   for Churchill's Pub and District Live Agency.



          15        Q.   Are you there on a daily basis?



          16        A.   Yes, I'd say I come here on a daily basis, yes.



          17             MS. ZALMAN:  Mr. Velez, did you have anything?



          18             MR. VELEZ:  No.  No, I don't.



          19   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          20        Q.   Okay, so in conclusion my final question is,



          21   have you paid out of pocket any rents for the 175 premises



          22   in the year 2021?



          23        A.   Have I paid any money out of pocket since 2021?



          24        Q.   For the 175 premises?



          25        A.   No, we've still been acting as if it's operating
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           1   under the 5501 Northeast Second Avenue lease.



           2        Q.   And again, you have nothing in writing



           3   connecting those two properties?  I apologize, I did say



           4   that was the last question, but I thought of one more.



           5   Was it your idea to demolish this side building, the



           6   condemned building on the 5501 property?



           7        A.   Was it my idea to demolish -- was it my idea to



           8   remedy the unsafe structure?  Yes, you're correct about



           9   that.  I stepped in for your client to handle that for



          10   safety.



          11             MS. ZALMAN:  Thank you for your cooperation, Mr.



          12        Dale.  That is all I have.



          13             THE WITNESS:  My pleasure.



          14             MR. BRADFORD:  Can I have a brief redirect, your



          15        Honor?  Unless, your Honor has some questions you



          16        would like to ask the witness first?



          17             THE COURT:  Well, let me ask real quick.  I saw



          18        the lease, it started April 1st of 2019, when does



          19        that lease end?  Is there an end date in the lease?



          20        I didn't see that.



          21             MS. ZALMAN:  For the 5501?



          22             THE COURT:  Yes, Mr. Dale.  Was there an end



          23        date in the lease?



          24             THE WITNESS:  I believe we had a three-year



          25        renewal coming up at the end of 2022, so 2025.
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           1             THE COURT:  So from April 2019 to April 2025 is



           2        the lease?



           3             THE WITNESS:  It was a three-year lease with a



           4        one-term renewal.



           5             THE COURT:  Okay, so the first term would be --



           6        the first ending would be in 2022?



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  March 31, 2022 is what is stated on



           8        the face page of Defendant’s Exhibit 1.  I would



           9        state there is no renewal in effect, obviously



          10        between parties.



          11             THE COURT:  I'm sorry, say that again.



          12             MS. ZALMAN:  I would say there is no renewal in



          13        effect after the expiration date as the parties are



          14        not in agreement.



          15             THE COURT:  Okay, okay.  Go ahead, Mr. Bradford.



          16             MR. BRADFORD:  Just a brief redirect.



          17                      REDIRECT EXAMINATION



          18   BY MR. BRADFORD:



          19        Q.   Counsel asked you the question, Mr. Dale, how



          20   long you should be able to stay in the property without



          21   paying rent; do you believe that you owe any rent under



          22   the lease at 5501?



          23        A.   Absolutely not.



          24        Q.   And what is your basis for not owing any rent



          25   under the lease at 5501?
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           1        A.   I would say there is two components to that,



           2   your Honor.  One would be the value of my prepaid rent



           3   credits that I worked tirelessly for over the course of



           4   the past seven years; and the other would be the fact



           5   that, you know, the pandemic closed our business, right?



           6   And as a small business owner, you know, I was proud to



           7   close my doors and I knew the challenges that we were



           8   going to face.  But in doing so, I closed my doors for the



           9   safety of, you know, American lives and the unknown with



          10   this pandemic.  But what I did understand as a small



          11   business owner is that our government will come to the aid



          12   of small business owners to support not only us, but our



          13   employees, families, vendors, and we rightfully have the



          14   right to getting that government aid.  And the government



          15   did what was right, they distributed funds to the use of



          16   our business to be utilized for rents, and to be utilized



          17   to pay our staff, and pay our vendors, and pay the



          18   utilities, you know.  The government stepped in to help



          19   the businesses that held our country when the time was



          20   needed.  Those programs were not established by Congress



          21   in order for people to make loans of those funds intended



          22   for the business for their real estate development



          23   companies.  That is not -- that wasn't why these programs



          24   were intended.



          25             So the amount of money that we requested in our
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           1   memo of understanding of $150,000, your Honor, that's what



           2   we received.  Our total aid was $192,500 for Churchill's



           3   Pub, your Honor, and nothing has been credited for the



           4   rents.  I haven't been able to pay any of my staff.  I



           5   haven't been able to pay any of my utilities.  I haven't



           6   been able to pay any of my vendors.  And while that



           7   happened, this is worth noting, your Honor, when the



           8   pandemic started in March, simultaneously our liquor



           9   license expired, the liquor license owned by the Plaintiff



          10   here today.  And that liquor license expired on March 31st



          11   of 2020.  Now, the landlord decided that they were not



          12   going to renew that liquor license allowing us to operate



          13   our business.  The only thing -- we are mandated by the



          14   lease in front of you to make sure that we only operate as



          15   a bar, and I can only use that, their liquor license, I am



          16   bound to only using their liquor license, which they did



          17   not renew.



          18             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, I object to this.  This



          19        is beyond the purview of the question and it is a



          20        complete monologue.  And it's irrelevant to this



          21        case.



          22             THE COURT:  Sustained, okay it's sustained.  I



          23        have a question, the lease, how much is the amount of



          24        rent that is paid for 5501?



          25             THE WITNESS:  Great question, your Honor, at the
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           1        beginning of the pandemic -- in totality it's about



           2        10,500.  It's an $8,800 base rent, but I'll have you



           3        know --



           4             THE COURT:  I'm sorry, what was the rent again?



           5             THE WITNESS:  At the time it was an $8,800 base



           6        rent.  Now, the landlord offered us a rent reduction



           7        for the entirety of the pandemic to be $5,000, okay,



           8        $5,000 from March 2020 until the reopening of the



           9        pandemic and I do have that in writing.  Okay, so



          10        when we entered the beginning of the pandemic it was



          11        my understanding that my rent would be an adjusted to



          12        $5,000, which was manageable to us.  Our business



          13        wasn't in debt, we were doing great.  The --



          14             THE COURT:  Mr. Dale, Mr. Dale, hold on.  And so



          15        on March 20th, $5,000 -- going with what you are



          16        saying, March 20th, $5,000 is your rent that is to be



          17        paid every month?



          18             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.



          19             THE COURT:  Okay, and was that rent being paid?



          20             THE WITNESS:  Yes, it was your Honor.



          21             THE COURT:  Okay, and when was the last payment



          22        made?



          23             THE WITNESS:  On the books I think we have it



          24        through July.  It got complicated when I confronted



          25        the landlord on June 12th about taking the money --
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           1             MS. ZALMAN:  Just to correct, it's July 2020 for



           2        the record.



           3             THE COURT:  July 2020, was that the last day



           4        that rent was paid?



           5             THE WITNESS:  I believe.  I don't have the



           6        ledger in front of me, your Honor.



           7             THE COURT:  Well, let's be clear because we are



           8        here for a rent determination hearing.



           9             THE WITNESS:  I understand that.  I don't have



          10        my ledger for -- oh, yes I do, yes I do.  I have my



          11        affidavit.  Going into the month of August, $19,300



          12        has been paid by DLA to the landlord.  At that point



          13        $8,000, a PPP fund still remained so --



          14             THE COURT:  I'm confused, what are you saying?



          15             THE WITNESS:  I'm trying to look at exactly the



          16        payments that were made in 2020.  So I'm looking



          17        through and I am seeing that June, July -- wait



          18        March, April, June, July, I believe is the last time



          19        out of pocket, not taking into consideration SBA



          20        funds or the prepaid rent credits.



          21             THE COURT:  Okay, so what I am asking is, July



          22        was the last month the payment was made.



          23             THE WITNESS:  That is correct.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay.  Any other questions?



          25
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           1   BY MR. BRADFORD:



           2        Q.   To follow up on your question, just for absolute



           3   clarity; do you believe your rent to be prepaid?



           4        A.   Absolutely, zero dollars owed.



           5        Q.   Okay, so just stay with me for a second.  It is,



           6   you know, presumptively your response to your Honor's



           7   question was accurate with respect coming out of pocket,



           8   but just for clarity, how are you defining payment coming



           9   out of pocket?



          10        A.   Actual, not my prepaid rent credits, physical



          11   dollars from my bank account to the landlord, but --



          12        Q.   Do you believe that the value of your prepaid



          13   rent credits is greater than the amounts you would owe



          14   under the lease if no prepaid rent credits were applied



          15   since July 2020?



          16             MR. VELEZ:  Your Honor, that is an argumentative



          17        question.



          18             THE COURT:  So I'll sustain it.  That will be



          19        argument for you to make, Mr. Bradford.  Any other



          20        question for Mr. Dale?



          21             MS. ZALMAN:  We do not.



          22             THE COURT:  And Ms. Zalman, you said there was a



          23        witness you wanted to call?



          24             MS. ZALMAN:  We do.  We have Ms. Levitt, Danita



          25        Levitt for the Plaintiff.
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           1             THE COURT:  Okay.  And one of the questions I



           2        would just like to know is what does she reflect as



           3        the last rental payment?  If you could for me?



           4             MS. ZALMAN:  For the 175 premises?



           5             THE COURT:  Both, the 5501 and 175.



           6             MS. ZALMAN:  Okay, so --



           7             THE COURT:  No, I'm asking you for the witness



           8        to testify to.



           9             MS. ZALMAN:  Oh.



          10             THE COURT:  I'll have some testimony on it.  So



          11        I'm saying if you could make sure to ask that



          12        question.



          13             MS. ZALMAN:  Yes, we'll start right there.



          14             THE COURT:  All right, so, would you please



          15        raise your right hand, ma'am?



          16             THE WITNESS:  (Witness complies.)



          17             THE COURT:  Do you swear or affirm that the



          18        testimony you're about to give will be the truth, the



          19        whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you



          20        God?



          21             THE WITNESS:  I do.



          22             THE COURT:  Okay, thank you.  You may proceed.



          23             (Thereupon, the witness was duly sworn)



          24                       DIRECT EXAMINATION



          25
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           1   BY MS. ZALMAN:



           2        Q.   Good afternoon, can you state your name for the



           3   record.



           4        A.   Danita Levitt.



           5        Q.   And what is your position -- can you advise the



           6   Court what your position is regarding the Plaintiff, 175



           7   Northeast 55th Street, LLC?



           8        A.   I'm the manager for 175 Northeast 55th Street,



           9   LLC.



          10        Q.   If you could raise you voice just a little bit



          11   because the hearing on your end is a little low.



          12        A.   Okay.



          13        Q.   You said you are the manager?



          14        A.   Yes.



          15        Q.   Okay.  And how long have you held that position?



          16        A.   Since acquisition of that property in 2014.



          17        Q.   And as manager do you maintain the ledger for



          18   the premises, the 175 premises?



          19        A.   Yes.



          20        Q.   What is Plaintiff's role for, I'm sorry, 175



          21   Northeast 55th Street's role in regard to the premises



          22   address 175 Northeast 55th Street, if any?



          23        A.   Landlord.



          24        Q.   You're the landlord.  Do you personally have the



          25   care, custody, and control of business record for the
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           1   premises?



           2        A.   For my records, yes.  For 175 Northeast 75th



           3   LLC.



           4        Q.   Okay.  And what is relationship with the



           5   Defendants, if any?  The Plaintiff's relationship, not



           6   yours personally.



           7        A.   The Plaintiff is the landlord.



           8        Q.   And do you have an agreement with the Defendants



           9   in this matter, as they testified, a tenancy agreement?



          10        A.   There was a verbal agreement.



          11        Q.   And what are the terms of that agreement?



          12        A.   That the tenant would and could take possession



          13   to begin clean up and repairs to the premises.  And at



          14   some point further down the line there would be a rent



          15   agreement for them to pay rent.



          16        Q.   So the repairs and the improvements, were these



          17   to be in lieu of rent?



          18        A.   Yes.



          19        Q.   For how long?



          20        A.   It wasn't stated, I guess on my part I assumed



          21   maybe about a year-and-a-half.



          22        Q.   I don't want you to make an assumption.  I just



          23   want you to testify to what was agreed to.



          24        A.   There was no strict date of when rent would



          25   start.
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           1        Q.   So it's your recollection it was about a



           2   year-and-a-half?



           3        A.   Approximately.



           4             MR. BRADFORD:  Objection.  That was a



           5        mischaracterization of the witnesses testimony.  She



           6        didn't say that.  She said that there was no date



           7        certain.  Why are you putting words in her mouth,



           8        Counsel?



           9             MS. ZALMAN:  Well, she said about a



          10        year-and-a-half before.



          11             MR. BRADFORD:  After you told her to say that.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay, okay, okay.  Let the witness



          13        do the testifying, please.



          14             MS. ZALMAN:  I don't have, I can try to share



          15        the screen, but I want to bring forth the question at



          16        issue, which is the affidavit you filed with the



          17        Court on June 23, 2020, does everyone have that



          18        present in front of them?  And Ms. Levitt, do you



          19        have that present in front of you?



          20             THE WITNESS:  Let me find it



          21             THE COURT:  And what is the affidavit attached



          22        to.



          23             MS. ZALMAN:  Plaintiff's Affidavit, nonpayment



          24        affidavit.



          25             THE COURT:  Okay.  I have it.
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           1   BY MS. ZALMAN:



           2        Q.   I would like to refer you to the last page of



           3   the affidavit, which is tenant ledger?



           4        A.   Okay.



           5        Q.   What is the total balance due from Defendants



           6   through June 2021?



           7        A.   $66,000.



           8        Q.   What is monthly rent due from tenants in



           9   accordance with your ledger?



          10        A.   $3,000 up to August.



          11        Q.   And why did the $3,000 -- why do you say up to



          12   August?



          13        A.   Because then we terminated our month-to-month



          14   tenancy.  The tenant then became a hold-over tenant, at



          15   which point the rent doubled.



          16        Q.   I'm going to refer you to Exhibit B in this



          17   affidavit, which is the termination notice, Exhibit B of



          18   your affidavit.  Is this termination notice you are



          19   referring to?



          20        A.   Yes.



          21        Q.   What date did Plaintiff terminate the tenancy?



          22        A.   August 31, 2020.



          23             THE COURT:  Okay, if you will excuse me.  I'm



          24        sorry, I need to interrupt.  Can we go off the record



          25        for a moment?
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           1             (Thereupon, a short recess was taken.)



           2             (Thereupon, the proceedings continued.)



           3             THE COURT:  I believe when I left off Ms. Zalman



           4        was still questioning her witness.  And I just want



           5        the parties to keep in mind that the court reporter



           6        has another hearing at four o'clock; is that right,



           7        Ms. Wilson?



           8             THE COURT REPORTER:  Yes, your Honor.



           9             THE COURT:  Okay.



          10             MS. ZALMAN:  I'm going to do my best to really



          11        make this brief.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay.



          13   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          14        Q.   Let's return back to the affidavit filed on



          15   June 23rd, which I would like to admit into evidence



          16   starting on our docket, but it's Plaintiff's Exhibit A.



          17             THE COURT:  Is there any objection?



          18             MR. BRADFORD:  No objection.



          19             THE COURT:  Okay.  Affidavit will be admitted



          20        without objection.  And that will be Plaintiff's 2.



          21             (Thereupon, the exhibit was entered into



          22        evidence.)



          23             MS. ZALMAN:  Oh, yes, yes.  Because I brought



          24        the lease in as 1.  Yes, thank you.  I apologize.



          25
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           1   BY MS. ZALMAN:



           2        Q.   Ms. Levitt, let us know when you're ready and



           3   I'm going to pull your attention again back to the



           4   termination notice we were looking at attached to the



           5   affidavit.  My question to you is, what date did the



           6   amended termination notice terminate the tenancy.  And



           7   you're on mute.



           8        A.   I apologize.  The effective date of termination



           9   is September 4, 2020.



          10        Q.   Thank you.  Following issuance of this notice,



          11   did the tenant provide possession?



          12        A.   No.



          13        Q.   Did the tenant respond in writing to you



          14   regarding this notice, as far as you are aware?



          15        A.   No.



          16        Q.   Did the tenant contact you regarding this notice



          17   of termination?



          18        A.   No.



          19        Q.   Is the Plaintiff, 5501 -- I'm sorry, 175



          20   Northeast 55th Street, LLC., is the Plaintiff suffering a



          21   hardship as a result of nonpayment of rent?



          22        A.   Yes.



          23        Q.   Why?



          24        A.   We are unable to pay our mortgage.



          25        Q.   I'm going to refer you quickly to Exhibit A of
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           1   the same affidavit, a three-day notice to pay rent.



           2        A.   Yes.



           3        Q.   What is the amount of the three-day notice?



           4        A.   $6,000.



           5        Q.   And what date was this issued?



           6        A.   Served September 2, 2020.



           7        Q.   And this $6,000, can you tell us what months



           8   this represents?



           9        A.   That would be for July and August 2020.



          10        Q.   I want to call your attention to, I will see if



          11   I can share my screen, Plaintiff's affidavit filed in the



          12   5501 matter.  One moment, I'm having unfortunate technical



          13   problems with my sharing.



          14             THE COURT:  Is this a document that's --



          15             MS. ZALMAN:  Did that work?



          16   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          17        Q.   Are you familiar with this document, Ms. Levitt?



          18        A.   Yes.



          19        Q.   What is this document?



          20        A.   This is my amended updated nonpayment affidavit.



          21        Q.   And for what case is this affidavit relate to?



          22        A.   For 5501 Northeast Second Avenue, LLC.,



          23   plaintiff versus District Live Agency, LLC, defendant.



          24        Q.   And what is your position, if any, with 5501



          25   Northeast Second Avenue?
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           1        A.   Manager for the LLC.



           2        Q.   Are you also in the care and custody and control



           3   of ledgers for that premises as well?



           4        A.   Yes.



           5        Q.   I'm going to refer to the last page, can you



           6   identify if rent credits at all were provided to the



           7   tenant in this matter?



           8        A.   Yes.



           9        Q.   How much in rent credits were provided?



          10        A.   Approximately, $15,000.



          11        Q.   And where does that reflect that on this ledger?



          12        A.   In paid/credited column, commencing April 1,



          13   2020.



          14        Q.   So approximately 3,000 a month for five months,



          15   is that also what you are looking at, Ms. Levitt?



          16        A.   Yes.



          17        Q.   When is the last time the tenant paid out of



          18   pocket for the 5501 property?



          19        A.   He paid a portion in March 2020.



          20        Q.   Are you referring to the 5800?



          21        A.   Yes.



          22        Q.   Have you received any out-of-pocket rent from



          23   the tenant since that date for 5501?



          24        A.   No.



          25        Q.   Have you received any rent out of pocket fro any
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           1   properties from the Defendant in this action?



           2        A.   No.



           3             THE COURT:  And, if I could, just on that



           4        docket, it said rent 1 and rent 2, what is the



           5        difference there?



           6   BY MS. ZALMAN:



           7        Q.   Ms. Levitt, can you clarify what the category



           8   rent 1 is?  And what the category rent 2 is?



           9        A.   Yes.  Rent 1, is the rent for Churchill's Pub,



          10   rent 2 was a property 206 Northeast 55th Terrace that was



          11   also being utilized.



          12             THE COURT:  Okay, so it's a separate property?



          13             THE WITNESS:  Yes.



          14   BY MS. ZALMAN:



          15        Q.   Ms. Levitt, there has been discussion in today's



          16   hearing about a condemned building that is near the 5501



          17   property, are you aware of this building?



          18        A.   Yes.



          19        Q.   What was the purpose of this building, if any,



          20   when the 5501 property was rented out?



          21        A.   At the time it was being used for storage and



          22   office.



          23        Q.   When the premises were rented out, were you



          24   aware if this building needed to be condemned?  If you



          25   don't recall, that's fine.
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           1        A.   It required its 40-year recertification.



           2        Q.   Was there ever an agreement with the tenant to



           3   use this building as an office space?



           4        A.   It's part of the lease.



           5        Q.   Was there ever an agreement that the tenant,



           6   Franklin Dale would substitute use this storage space for



           7   175?



           8        A.   No.



           9             MS. ZALMAN:  That is all I have.



          10             THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me ask a question, Ms.



          11        Levitt, I think you said it was a 40-year



          12        certification needed to be at the office at 5501; did



          13        I hear that correct?



          14             THE WITNESS:  Yes.



          15             THE COURT:  So because of that, that office



          16        space was not, I guess usable, because they needed to



          17        do the work there; is that correct?



          18             THE WITNESS:  The office space was usable.  The



          19        notification was from the City for us to get the



          20        building recertified.



          21             THE COURT:  Right, and so what I've heard is



          22        that Mr. Dale moved today 175 building -- property,



          23        correct?



          24             THE WITNESS:  At some point, yes.



          25             THE COURT:  And so why did he need to move to
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           1        the 175 property?



           2             THE WITNESS:  Because it was his intention to



           3        demolish the building.



           4             THE COURT:  Demolish what building?



           5             THE WITNESS:  The small building on the premises



           6        at, there are three premises at 5501 Northeast Second



           7        Avenue, that was one of the buildings.



           8             THE COURT:  Okay, so what was going to be



           9        demolished, was that the office?



          10             THE WITNESS:  Yes.



          11             THE COURT:  Okay.  So the office was going to be



          12        demolished?



          13             THE WITNESS:  Yes, because I believe he wanted a



          14        larger outdoor courtyard area for staging and bands



          15        to play outside.



          16             THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  And so how did



          17        the 175 property, I guess, come into discussion?



          18             THE WITNESS:  He wanted to have a location for



          19        bands to practice, for visiting bands to stay as like



          20        an Airbnb.  He also wanted to have an office for



          21        District Live Agency, his business.



          22             THE COURT:  And I forgot to ask, the 5501



          23        building, the office that was going to be demolished,



          24        that was same office that the City of Miami had given



          25        the notice about?
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           1             THE WITNESS:  Yes, correct.



           2             THE COURT:  Were there, I guess, any intentions



           3        to bring that up to code?



           4             THE WITNESS:  It could have been, but I believe



           5        it was decided that taking it down would be the best



           6        result at that location.



           7             THE COURT:  So the 5501 rent that was being paid



           8        there, that was the pub and for that office that was



           9        being used?



          10             THE WITNESS:  For the entire premises.



          11             THE COURT:  So if the office is no longer there,



          12        how -- I guess, how is the rent adjusted, or if it is



          13        adjusted because now the full property is not



          14        available?



          15             THE WITNESS:  He did some work on building two,



          16        which is a small building on premises and got it



          17        ready to be used as an office for that premise.



          18             THE COURT:  At 5501?



          19             THE WITNESS:  Correct, for 5501.



          20             THE COURT:  Okay.  But still though, you said



          21        there is three properties at 5501, so now one of



          22        those properties is no longer available to him,



          23        correct?  Because City of Miami said it has to be --



          24        I think you said, inspection or recertification



          25        needed to be done?
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           1             THE WITNESS:  Yes.



           2             THE COURT:  Okay, so now a portion of what's



           3        being rented is not available to him, correct?



           4             THE WITNESS:  Not necessarily, no.  Because his



           5        intention was to tear it down and have it open-air



           6        space for ands, so he would not have lost the real



           7        estate had he done that.



           8             THE COURT:  Okay.  And then I wanted to ask you



           9        about, the affidavit of nonpayment, I am looking at



          10        Exhibit C. here there is an amount of $3,000 being



          11        charges every month, where does the $3,000 come from?



          12             THE WITNESS:  That is an under-market value that



          13        we as the landlord determined would be a fair rent.



          14             THE COURT:  So this wasn't the agreement, this



          15        is what you all decided should be the amount?



          16             THE WITNESS:  We had -- prior we had verbal



          17        discussions with Franklin Dale that at some point



          18        rent would need to be paid.



          19             THE COURT:  Well, what I'm trying to --



          20             THE WITNESS:  We were going to allow a year for



          21        the renovation, not charge him rent while he was



          22        doing that renovation and then we needed to commence



          23        a lease.



          24             THE COURT:  But what I'm trying to figure out



          25        is, so the number, the $3,000 that is here, is this a
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           1        number that you all agreed to, or this is a number



           2        that the landlord says is appropriate for the



           3        property?



           4             THE WITNESS:  This is a number we felt was



           5        appropriate for the property.



           6             THE COURT:  And then, is that the same thing



           7        when it doubles then it goes to 6,000?



           8             THE WITNESS:  Correct that is when the



           9        month-to-month tenancy was terminated and he did not



          10        vacate the premises, then by Florida statute it



          11        doubles in rent for the hold over.  It's my



          12        understanding of the law?



          13             THE COURT:  So I want to make sure I'm following



          14        you.  So when he moves to the 175 property, what is



          15        the agreement when he moves there, initially?



          16             THE WITNESS:  Initially, we allowed him access



          17        early in 2019 to start clearing and repairing for



          18        future use.



          19             THE COURT:  As far as payment, what is



          20        discussed?  Or what is determined, agreed to?



          21             THE WITNESS:  At the beginning we did not have a



          22        determination of what the rent would be, other than



          23        we did state it would be under market.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay.



          25             MS. ZALMAN:  Your Honor, can I ask a question
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           1        here?  Because it was my understanding that Ms.



           2        Levitt was handling the finances behind the scenes



           3        and her partner was actually handling the negotiation



           4        with the tenant; I might be in error.



           5             MR. BRADFORD:  Objection.



           6             THE COURT:  Wait, hold on.



           7             MS. ZALMAN:  Yeah, I think she is trying to



           8        answer outside the scope of -- I don't know if she's



           9        actually had any discussions with --



          10             THE COURT:  Right, but Ms. Zalman, there is a



          11        way to ask that.  You can't just say that to her kind



          12        of thing.  Like if there was a question to be asked



          13        about her involvement, that is one thing; but then it



          14        comes across that you're telling her what to say and



          15        that is why he is objecting like that.



          16             MS. ZALMAN:  I'm sorry.  I wanted to establish



          17        if she's actually had conversations with Mr. Dale,



          18        because my understanding she was witness here to



          19        testify to the accounting.



          20             MR. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, I move strike.



          21        Counsel is attempting to testify on behalf of her



          22        client.



          23             THE COURT:  I mean, that's fine.  It's just the



          24        Court, I know what the witness has said.  Hold on, I



          25        lost my train of thought.  Okay, so Ms. Levitt, as
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           1        far as when Mr. Dale initially moved into the



           2        property, is this April 2019?  I see the first entry,



           3        is that when he moved to 175?



           4             THE WITNESS:  He took possession of the property



           5        prior to April 1st, clearing it out and it getting it



           6        to the point where he could start his repairs.  And



           7        at some point in early 2019, he did start, I don't



           8        know, started putting furniture in there.  I can't



           9        tell you the exact date, but that is that date that



          10        we agreed as it coincides with other leases.



          11             THE COURT:  Okay and when you say, we agreed,



          12        are you part of this discussion regarding him moving



          13        into this property.



          14             THE WITNESS:  I was part of the discussion at



          15        conception when he was handed keys and given the



          16        ability to go in and start working.



          17             THE COURT:  Okay.  And at that point, that is



          18        when you are saying the amount that would be paid



          19        hadn't been determined yet?



          20             THE WITNESS:  Correct.



          21             THE COURT:  And so then, at what point then is



          22        there a discussion and agreement regarding the amount



          23        to be paid?



          24             THE WITNESS:  I personally did not have a



          25        conversation with Franklin Dale of District Live
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           1        Agency as to a dollar amount.



           2             THE COURT:  Okay.  Okay, let me see if I have



           3        any other questions.  Okay, and then let me ask you,



           4        at the 5501 building, the ledger that I saw in that



           5        affidavit it said the rent was $8,800 a month, was



           6        the rent ever reduced in that -- related to that



           7        property?



           8             THE WITNESS:  Yeah, we did a reduction during



           9        COVID.



          10             THE COURT:  Okay.  And how much was that



          11        reduction for, or what was the amount after --



          12             THE WITNESS:  We credited him $3,000 per month



          13        for five months.



          14             THE COURT:  Okay, so 5,500 a month is what he



          15        would be paying in March, starting March of 2020?



          16             THE WITNESS:  It started April.  I'm just trying



          17        yo find it here.



          18             THE COURT:  Yeah, no problem.  And it stayed at



          19        that amount?  When did that amount change?  Or is it



          20        still that amount?



          21             THE WITNESS:  No, it went back up to the



          22        original amount.  I want to say it's April, May,



          23        June, July, August he was given the rent credit



          24        relief.  And then September it went back to the



          25        original amount.
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           1             THE COURT:  And I think you said -- and for the



           2        5501 building, what was the month of the last



           3        payment.



           4             THE WITNESS:  I want to say March, I'm trying to



           5        find the document on my computer.



           6             THE COURT:  No problem, take your time.



           7             THE WITNESS:  Okay, I'm showing March, I believe



           8        he made the payment in March -- excuse me, in April



           9        but it was applied to the March rent that was still



          10        outstanding.



          11             THE COURT:  Okay.  So the March rent was the



          12        last that was paid for the 5501?



          13             THE WITNESS:  Yes.



          14             THE COURT:  And then for the 175 property, no



          15        rent was for that one, right?



          16             THE WITNESS:  No rent was paid.



          17             THE COURT:  Okay, all right.  Okay I -- was



          18        there any other questions for Ms. Levitt?



          19             MR. BRADFORD:  On direct?  You're asking on



          20        direct?



          21             THE COURT:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Mr. Bradford, I



          22        didn't give you an opportunity to question her.



          23             MR. BRADFORD:  I have not begun my cross, no.



          24             THE COURT:  Okay, go ahead, sir.  I forgot --



          25             THE COURT REPORTER:  Your Honor.  It's two
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           1        minutes until 4 o'clock.



           2             THE COURT:  Okay.  The best I can do is Friday



           3        if you all are available.



           4             MR. BRADFORD:  I'm not available, your Honor.



           5        I'm traveling on Friday and I will be unavailable for



           6        a week's time there.



           7             THE COURT:  Well, we can do this tomorrow then?



           8        Ms. Wilson, we can go off the record for scheduling



           9        purposes, and you can go ahead and get to your next



          10        hearing.



          11             THE COURT REPORTER:  Thank you, your Honor.



          12             (Thereupon, the hearing concluded.)
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