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I. INTRODUCTION

This is a jurisdictional brief in accordance with Rule 9.120
(d) of the Rules of Appellate Procedure, and is restricted to the

issue of the Supreme Court's jurisdiction to hear this matter.

ITI. ARGUMENT

Pursuant to Rule 9.030 of the Rules of Appellate Procedure
the Discretionary Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court may be sought
to review conflicts in decisions between District Court's of
Appeal. Rule 9.,030(2)(A)(iv). Annexed hereto is an Appendix
containing a conformed copy of the decision of the Fourth
District Court of Appeal, wherein the Appellate Court stated:

"Accordingly, we affirm the ruling of the Florida

Real Estate Commission but acknowledge that our

decision expressly conflicts with the holding in

Tucker."

The reference to Tucker, relates to the decision of the

Fifth District Court of Appeal in the case of Tucker v. State

Dept. of Prof. Regul. 521 so.2d 146 (Fla 5th DCA 1988).
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