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During	the	two-year	license	renewal	cycle,	24	contact	hours	are	required.	The	courses	on	ceufast.com	meet	all	the	FBN	requirements.Every	two-year	renewal	cycle,	the	following	courses	are	mandatory	(FAC,	2020).The	following	continuing	education	courses	are	mandatory,	and	they	count	towards	the	total	24	contact	hours	required	for	renewal:A
two-hour	course	in	the	prevention	of	medical	errorsA	one	hour	course	in	HIV/AIDSA	two-hour	course	in	Florida	laws	and	rulesA	two-hour	course	on	human	traffickingA	two-hour	course	in	recognizing	impairment	in	the	workplace	is	required	every	other	renewal	cycle	(FAC,	2020).	A	two-hour	course	in	domestic	violence	every	third	renewal	cycle.	The
domestic	violence	course	does	not	count	in	the	24-hour	renewal	requirement.	The	nurse	will	complete	26	contact	hours	(FAC,	2020).Continuing	education	is	not	required	for	the	first	renewal	cycle	after	license	by	examination.	This	exemption	applies	to	a	person	licensed	by	endorsement	during	a	renewal	period	if	that	person	was	licensed	in	the
original	state	of	licensure	by	completing	an	acceptable	licensure	examination	during	that	biennium	(FAC,	2020).A	licensee	who	was	endorsed,	reactivated,	or	reinstated	in	the	middle	of	a	renewal	cycle	must	complete	one	contact	hour	for	each	calendar	month	remaining	in	the	renewal	period.	No	contact	hours	are	required	if	the	renewal	period	is
equal	to	or	less	than	six	months	(FAC,	2020).An	RN	who	also	holds	a	current	license	as	an	LPN	may	satisfy	the	continuing	education	requirement	for	renewal	of	both	licenses	by	completing	the	RN	requirements.An	RN	who	holds	an	APRN	license	may	satisfy	the	continuing	education	requirement	for	both	licenses	by	completing	appropriate	continuing
education	for	an	RN	or	may	satisfy	up	to	50%	of	the	continuing	education	requirement	by	completing	continuing	medical	education	coursework	equivalent	to	the	contact	hours	required	(FAC,	2020).A	nurse	who	is	the	spouse	of	a	member	of	the	Armed	Forces	absent	from	Florida	due	to	the	spouse's	duties	with	the	Armed	Forces	shall	be	exempt	from
continuing	education	requirements.	The	licensee	must	prove	the	absence	and	the	spouse's	military	status	(FAC,	2020).If	you	serve	as	an	expert	witness	and	probable	cause	panel	member,	additional	requirements	are	outlined	in	64B9-5.007	(FAC,	2020).The	Florida	Department	of	Health	employs	an	online	verification	system	to	confirm	the	completion
of	continuing	education	at	the	time	of	renewal.	This	tracking	system	checks	its	records	when	you	renew,	and	if	the	required	course	work	is	present,	the	renewal	process	is	allowed	to	continue.	If	the	requisite	hours	or	specified	training	are	not	present,	you	will	be	prompted	to	report	completions	through	the	state-contracted	CE	Broker	online	service
before	being	allowed	to	continue	your	license	renewal.	A	nurse	can	check	their	progress	toward	the	completion	of	contact	hours	here.CEUfast.com	automatically	reports	your	contact	hours	to	CE	Broker	the	day	you	complete	the	course.	Some	CE	providers	do	not	report	completed	contact	hours	to	CE	Broker.	It	will	be	up	to	you	to	be	on	top	of	items
that	you	need	to	enter	by	hand	into	the	electronic	verification	system.	Each	license	holder	can	report	completed	hours	by	logging	here.	Score:	0%	Rank:	Correct	Answer:	To	streamline	the	grant	administration	process,	an	electronic	post	award	management	system	has	been	added	(Altum	proposalCentral).	The	site	is	used	to	upload	all	requests	for
grant	changes	and	related	documents,	and	required	reports	(deliverables).	The	site	will	house	all	reports,	requests	and	correspondence	pertaining	to	a	grant	and	is	accessible	to	both	ACS	program	staff	and	grantees.	Grantees	may	provide	access	to	others	at	their	institution	(e.g.,	grants	officers)	using	the	instructions	provided	below.	Download	the
Policy	Post	Award	Management	Instructions	(PDF)	for	more	information	on	how	to	submit	these	deliverables.	Illustration	by	Barbara	Kelley	A	modest	epiphany	suggested	that	the	instant	article	may	be	somewhat	like	the	late	1980s-1990s	TV	show	Seinfeld.[1]	As	much	as	the	author	may	be	constrained	otherwise,	this	article	may	also	be	about	nothing.
As	avid	fans	may	recall,	Seinfeld	was	implicitly	deemed	to	be	a	show	about	nothing	by	one	of	the	show’s	four	main	characters	—	George	Costanza.	Despite	the	“nothing”	moniker,	the	iconic	TV	show	enlightened	viewers	for	nine	years	(1989-1998).[2]	An	appellate	court	per	curiam	affirmed	decision	(PCA),	meaning	without	a	written	opinion,[3]	is	an
essential	appellate	practice	primarily	utilized	by	Florida’s	five	district	courts	of	appeal	(DCA).	PCAs	are	vital	to	Florida’s	ever-burgeoning	common-law	jurisprudence	and,	thus,	have	staying	power	much	like	Seinfeld	had	staying	power,	back	in	the	day.	The	DCA	Grounds	for	A	PCA	Decision	Not	surprisingly,	some	appellate	counsel	for	appellant(s)	have
found	it	downright	exasperating	that	an	appellate	court	would	render	a	PCA	decision	upon	their	client’s	allegedly	meritorious	appeal.[4]	Although	not	frequently	invoked,	that	the	Florida	Rules	of	Appellate	Procedure	expressly	provide	for	summary	affirmances	of	trial	court	orders	even	before	an	appellate	answer	brief	is	filed	seems	to	be	a	rule
disregarded	or	ignored	by	numerous	appellants’	counsel.[5]	By	Florida	Supreme	Court-adopted	appellate	rule,	because	a	summary	affirmance	may	be	reached	before	an	appeal	has	been	fully	briefed,	a	fortiori,	a	summary	affirmance	may	undeniably	be	rendered	upon	full	appellate	briefing.	Moreover,	25	years	ago,	the	Fourth	DCA	informed	the	Elliott
family	litigants,	their	attorneys,	the	Florida	judiciary,	and	The	Florida	Bar	that	“it	is	fundamental	black	letter	law”	that	a	PCA	“disposition	affirming	a	trial	court	order	without	a	written	opinion,	occurs	when	the	points	of	law	raised	are	so	well	settled	that	a	further	writing	would	serve	no	useful	purpose.”[6]	“The	sheer	volume	of	appeals,	in	and	of	itself,
would…indicate	the	impossibility	of	a	written	opinion	on	every	affirmance.”[7]	Relying	on	the	opinion	authored	by	the	late	appellate	DCA	Judge	John	S.	Rawls	in	Taylor	v.	Knight,	234	So.	2d	156,	157	(Fla.	1st	DCA	1970),	the	appellate	district	court	in	Elliott	v.	Elliott,	648	So.	2d	137	(Fla.	4th	DCA	1994),	further	provided	that	the	“[c]ourt	and	not	the
attorney	for	the	losing	party	is	charged	with	the	responsibility	of	deciding	which	cases	merit	and	warrant	a	full	written	opinion	upon	the	basis	of	that	opinion’s	contribution	to	the	jurisprudence	of	this	[s]tate”…and,	moreover,	the	Court	“has	not	overlooked	or	failed	to	consider	the	jurisprudence	of	this	[s]tate	in	deciding	a	case	without
a	written	opinion.”[8]	Likewise,	more	than	35	years	ago,	the	First	DCA	upon	a	motion	for	rehearing	following	a	PCA,	the	appellate	court	consumed	additional	limited	judicial	time	to	explain	why	counsel	cannot	reasonably	expect	a	written	opinion	from	the	court	in	all	affirmances	of	lower	tribunal	orders	and	judgments.[9]	We	recognize	that	if	we
decide	a	case	without	writing	an	opinion,	the	losing	party	will	be	unable	to	obtain	further	review	in	the	supreme	court.	Therefore,	we	endeavor	to	write	opinions	in	all	cases	in	which	we	believe	that	our	decision	can	arguably	be	in	conflict	with	a	prior	decision	of	the	supreme	court	or	a	district	court	of	appeal.	To	be	ever	faithful	to	this	practice,	there
have	been	cases	in	which	we	first	decided	a	case	without	opinion	but,	upon	rehearing,	determined	to	write	an	opinion	in	order	to	distinguish	the	cases	relied	on	by	the	losing	party.	See,	e.g.,	Fortman	v.	Freedom	Fed.	Sav.	&	Loan	Assoc.,	403	So.	2d	985	(Fla.	2d	DCA	1981),	petition	for	review	denied,	402	So.	2d	609	(Fla.	1981).	In	Fortman	we	wrote
because	we	felt	the	cited	cases	were	close	enough	on	point	that	the	losing	party	could	make	a	legitimate	argument	to	the	supreme	court	that	we	had	improperly	distinguished	them	from	the	case	at	hand.	The	fact	remains,	however,	that	most	of	the	cases	cited	by	zealous	advocates	as	being	in	direct	conflict	with	our	PCA	decisions	are	simply	not	close
enough	to	write	about.	Appellant	correctly	observes	that	the	decision	of	whether	to	write	an	opinion	rests	with	the	assigned	panel	of	three	judges.	However,	he	does	this	court	an	injustice	by	saying	that	such	decision	is	made	“[u]pon	the	whim,	or	caprice”	of	the	assigned	judge	or	panel.	He	characterizes	this	procedure	as	“arbitrary,	capricious,	and
irrational.”[10]	Of	course,	each	appeal	is	assigned	to	a	panel	of	three	appellate	district	court	judges	before	being	disposed	of	on	the	merits.[11]	The	appellate	district	court	in	Whipple	v.	State,	431	So.	2d	1011	(Fla.	1st	DCA	1983)	(per	curiam),	further	acknowledged	that	the	DCA	writes	opinions	in	all	reversals,	remands,	and	in	affirmances	in	which	the
appellate	court	believes	a	written	opinion	will	make	a	substantial	contribution	to	the	law,	or	where	necessary	to	disclose	conflict	or	certify	questions.[12]	If	it	were	not	permissible	to	issue	a	PCA,	the	processing	of	appeals	would	be	materially	delayed.[13]	The	Whipple	court	concluded	by	urging	appellate	counsel	to	carefully	consider	the
appropriateness	of	filing	a	motion	for	rehearing,[14]	particularly	upon	receipt	of	a	PCA	that	just	may	lead	to	an	order	to	show	cause	why	sanctions	should	not	be	imposed.[15]	More	than	50	years	ago,	the	Third	DCA	also	provided	an	insightful	explanation	for	the	issuance	of	PCA	decisions.	Omitting	opinions	in	a	minority	of	affirmances	is	customary
with	appellate	courts.	It	is	a	useful,	if	not	essential	practice	of	a	busy	appellate	court	such	as	this,	where	the	judges	each	are	faced	with	a	need	to	write	more	than	[100]	opinions	annually.	Thus,	opinions	generally	are	dispensed	with	upon	affirming	cases	which	do	not	involve	new	or	unusual	points	of	law,	or	which	turn	on	facts	to	which	established
rules	of	law	are	applicable,	or	where	a	full	or	adequate	opinion	has	been	supplied	by	the	trial	judge;	and	where	the	writing	of	an	opinion	would	be	without	useful	purpose,	serving	only	to	satisfy	the	parties	that	the	court	adverted	to	the	issues	and	gave	them	attention,	and	to	add	needlessly	to	an	already	excessive	volume	of	opinions.[16]	Thus,	Florida’s
appellate	district	courts	have	expressly	provided	multiple	grounds	for	rendering	the	ubiquitous	PCA;	to	wit:	1)	the	sheer	plethora	or	volume	of	appeals;	2)	the	lack	of	a	substantial	contribution	to	Florida’s	common	law	jurisprudence;	3)	the	lack	of	novel	issues	raised	on	the	appeal;	4)	the	lack	of	a	useful	purpose	for	a	written	opinion;	5)	where	well
established	rules	of	law	are	applicable;	and	6)	where	a	full	or	adequate	written	opinion	has	been	supplied	by	the	trial	judge.[17]	Objectively	considered,	such	grounds	may	not	be	deemed	unreasonable.	Post-PCA	Review	or	a	Written	Opinion	The	Florida	Supreme	Court	has	made	clear	that	while	a	party	on	appeal	may	submit	a	request	for	a	written
opinion	to	a	district	court	of	appeal,	the	DCA	retains	the	inherent	discretion	to	issue	a	written	opinion	when,	in	its	reasoned	judgment,	a	written	opinion	is	required.[18]	Significantly,	the	Florida	Supreme	Court	lacks	jurisdiction	to	review	a	PCA.[19]	Although	rarely	exercised,	the	U.S.	Supreme	Court	may	review	a	PCA	rendered	by	a	Florida	district
court	of	appeal[20]	as	well	as	by	the	Florida	Supreme	Court.[21]	Notably,	the	Florida	Supreme	Court	may	review	a	PCA	with	a	citation	to	a	case	that	is	pending	review	at	the	Supreme	Court.[22]	The	Florida	Supreme	Court	also	lacks	jurisdiction	to	review	a	PCA	that	contains	nothing	more	than	mere	case	citations	to	cases	not	pending	review	before
the	Supreme	Court.[23]	Indeed,	the	Florida	Supreme	Court	has	expressly	provided	that:	based	on	our	case	law	since	Jenkins,	it	is	clear	that	we	have	explicitly	held	that	this	[c]ourt	lacks	discretionary	review	jurisdiction	over	the	following	four	types	of	cases:	(1)	a	per	curiam	affirmance	rendered	without	written	opinion–see	Jenkins,	385	So.	2d	at
1359;	(2)	a	per	curiam	affirmance	with	a	citation	to	(i)	a	case	not	pending	review	or	a	case	that	has	not	been	quashed	or	reversed	by	this	[c]ourt,	(ii)	a	rule	of	procedure,	or	(iii)	a	statute-see	Dodi	Publishing,	385	So.	2d	at	1369,	and	Jollie,	405	So.	2d	at	421;	(3)	a	per	curiam	or	other	unelaborated	denial	of	relief	rendered	without	written	opinion-
see	Stallworth,	827	So.	2d	at	978;	and	(4)	a	per	curiam	or	other	unelaborated	denial	of	relief	with	a	citation	to	(i)	a	case	not	pending	review	or	a	case	that	has	not	been	quashed	or	reversed	by	this	[c]ourt,	(ii)	a	rule	of	procedure,	or	(iii)	a	statute-see	Gandy,	846	So.	2d	at	1144.[24]	It	should	further	be	recognized	that	there	is	no	automatic	or
fundamental	right	for	a	party	to	obtain	a	written	opinion	on	appeal	when	requested.[25]	Accordingly,	when	appellate	practitioners	enter	the	Florida	appellate	arena,[26]	the	learned	practitioner,	particularly	on	behalf	of	the	appellant,	must	be	willing	to	accept	that	an	appellate	court	may	render	a	PCA	decision	on	their	client’s	appeal.	On	occasion,
however,	a	cordial,	respectful	request	for	a	written	opinion	is	granted	by	the	appellate	court,	even	if	the	ultimate	affirmed	decision	on	appeal	remains	unchanged.[27]	Florida	appellate	district	courts	have	also	been	recognized	for	having	sua	sponte	withdrawn	a	PCA	and	rendered	a	written	opinion.[28]	While	the	majority	of	occasions	in	which	the
appellate	courts	change	their	judicial	minds	to	render	a	written	opinion	occurs	within	the	typically	more	complex	criminal	appellate	context,	the	same	occurs	from	time	to	time	on	civil	appeals.[29]	It	should	further	be	recognized	that	the	purpose	of	a	motion	for	written	opinion	is	to	provide	a	basis	for	review	by	the	Florida	Supreme	Court,	not	to
impose	upon	or	require	the	appellate	DCA	to	explain	itself[30]	and,	once	an	appellate	decision	is	withdrawn,	that	decision	has	absolutely	no	precedential	value.[31]	A	Florida	PCA	Possesses	Certain	Limited	Attributes	Unlike	a	written,	detailed,	elaborated,	explanatory	appellate	decision,	a	PCA	has	no	precedential	value	and	should	not	be	relied	on	for
anything	other	than	res	judicata.[32]	A	PCA	also	“does	not	constitute	authority	for	any	proposition.”[33]	Interestingly,	a	PCA	is	not	even	precedent	in	the	district	court	that	rendered	the	decision.[34]	A	PCA	with	no	reasons	or	authorities	given	and,	although	this	may	be	sufficient	to	support	a	plea	of	res	judicata[35]	as	between	the	original	parties	or
their	privies,	such	opinion	does	not	stand	for	any	general	pronouncement	of	principles	of	law	that	might	have	been	urged	by	the	parties	in	their	pleadings	and	briefs.[36]	A	PCA,	even	one	with	a	written	dissent,	has	no	precedential	value	and	should	not	be	relied	on	for	anything	other	than	res	judicata,[37]	since	a	dissenting	opinion	has	no	precedential
value.[38]	Given	the	four	elements	necessary	to	demonstrate	that	a	subsequently	filed	action	is	res	judicata,[39]	a	subsequent	appellate	court	would	necessarily	have	to	look	behind	the	PCA	and	examine	the	briefs	filed	on	the	appeal	to	make	that	res	judicata	determination.	Notably,	a	PCA	may	also	establish	the	law	of	the	case.[40]	“The	doctrine	of
the	law	of	the	case	requires	that	questions	of	law	actually	decided	on	appeal	must	govern	the	case	in	the	same	court	and	the	trial	court,	through	all	subsequent	stages	of	the	proceedings.”[41]	However,	a	PCA	should	not	be	cited,	particularly	in	appellate	briefs,	because	it	lacks	precedential	authority	and	it	is	impossible	to	state	the	proposition	of	law
for	which	the	PCA	is	cited	as	authority.[42]	It	has	also	been	held	that	a	PCA	does	not	thwart	the	right	of	access	to	the	courts	because	the	Florida	Constitution’s	guarantee	of	a	right	to	appellate	review	does	not	extend	to	Supreme	Court	review.[43]	Likewise,	it	is	improper	to	cite	to	a	PCA	at	appellate	oral	argument.[44]	A	PCA	also	does	not	bind	the
appellate	court	in	another	case	to	accept	the	conclusion	of	law	on	which	the	decision	of	the	lower	court	was	based.[45]	A	PCA	is	also	not	an	indication	that	the	case	was	not	considered	on	the	merits	because	each	and	every	appeal	receives	the	same	degree	of	attention.[46]	There	seems	to	be	little	doubt	that	a	high-profile	appellate	proceeding	may
garner	a	modicum	more	appellate	scrutiny	but,[47]	ultimately,	the	reviewing	court	always	seeks	to	make	the	right	decision	for	the	benefit	of	all	those	concerned,[48]	regardless	of	the	notoriety	of	the	particular	appeal.[49]	Nearly	50	years	ago,	the	late	appellate	First	DCA	Judge	Rawls	provided	a	most	insightful	appellate	decision	that	explained
Florida’s	appellate	court	structure,	which	expressly	provided	in	relevant	material	part:	Appellants’	learned	counsel	apparently	is	traveling	upon	a	misconception	as	to	the	scope	of	appellate	jurisprudence	in	this	[s]tate.	The	respective	[d]istrict	[c]ourts	of	[a]ppeal	in	the	[s]tate	of	Florida	are	courts	of	final	appellate	jurisdiction	except	for	a	narrow
classification	of	cases	made	reviewable	by	the	Supreme	Court.	Article	V,	Section	5(3),	Constitution	of	the	State	of	Florida,	F.S.A.	These	courts	were	not	established	by	the	people	of	Florida	as	intermediate	appellate	courts	or	“way	stations”	to	the	Supreme	Court	of	Florida.	Each	of	the	some	[800]	cases	reviewed	by	this	[c]ourt	in	each	calendar	year
does	not	require	a	full	written	opinion	in	the	disposition	of	same.	This	[c]ourt	and	not	the	attorney	for	the	losing	party	is	charged	with	the	responsibility	of	deciding	which	cases	merit	and	warrant	a	full	written	opinion	upon	the	basis	of	that	opinion’s	contribution	to	the	jurisprudence	of	this	[s]tate	and	those	cases	of	great	public	interest.	This	[c]ourt	is
not	now	denying	and	has	not	denied	appellants	herein	any	constitutional	right	and	has	not	overlooked	or	failed	to	consider	the	jurisprudence	of	this	[s]tate	in	ruling	upon	the	merits	of	the	appeal.[50]	Appellants	are	not	entitled	as	a	matter	of	constitutional	right	to	a	written	opinion	from	this	[c]ourt	in	order	that	they	might	petition	for	writ	of
certiorari….One	party	in	a	lawsuit	must,	as	a	general	rule,	be	a	losing	party.	We	adhere	to	our	per	curiam	affirmance	of	the	trial	court’s	order	directing	a	verdict	and	final	judgment	rendered	thereon	for	appellee-defendant	Knight.[51]	Perhaps,	that	may	be	a	common	misconception	held	by	the	general	public[52]	and	some	Florida	appellate
practitioners,	alike,	that	may	not	have	yet	recognized	that	the	five	Florida	district	courts	of	appeal,	generally,	are	courts	of	last	resort[53]	except	for	a	narrow	classification	of	particular	cases,	including	those	certified	to	the	Florida	Supreme	Court	as	being	of	great	public	importance	and	certified	conflict	cases	wherein	multiple	district	court	decisions
conflict	on	points	of	law	that	necessitate	Supreme	Court	resolution.[54]	The	late	Florida	appellate	First	DCA	Judge	Rawls	seems	to	have	had	an	enduring	effect	on	appellate	PCA	common	law	jurisprudence.[55]	Conclusion	Upon	That	Profound	PCA	Disappointment	The	legal	import	and	effect	of	Florida	appellate	PCA	decisions	has	long	been	established
under	Florida	common	law	jurisprudence.	Given	the	sheer	volume	of	appeals	throughout	the	Florida	state	court	system,	PCA	decisions	are	both	essential	and	necessary	to	enable	the	appellate	courts	to	keep	up	with	their	burgeoning	workload.[56]	The	large	volume	of	appeals	is	simply	a	fact	of	appellate	life	in	Florida.	Litigants,	particularly	Florida
appellate	practitioners	who	represent	appellants	on	appeal,	simply	must	recognize	that	appellant’s	counsel	may	just	be	the	recipient	of	the	ubiquitous	PCA	if	for	no	other	reason	than	the	points	of	law	raised	are	so	well	settled	that	a	further	writing	would	serve	no	useful	purpose,[57]	and	while	this	article	may	seemingly	have	been	about	nothing,	a	PCA
may	lawfully	establish	that	a	subsequent	action	is	res	judicata	and	also	may	establish	the	law	of	the	case.[58]	Therefore,	a	PCA	may	actually	be	about	something,	much	like	Seinfeld,	and,	hopefully,	so	is	the	instant	article	by	sharing	the	appellate	nuances	of	the	ubiquitous	yet	infamous	PCA.	At	the	same	time,	Florida	appellate	practitioners	should
carefully	consider	whether	to	file	a	motion	for	rehearing	following	receipt	of	a	PCA	as	well	as	whether	to	request	a	written	opinion.[59]	Appellate	practice	experience,	at	least	over	the	past	century,	has	demonstrated	that	motions	for	rehearing	following	receipt	of	a	PCA	are	most	often	denied.[60]	Prudence	should	be	diligently	exercised	before	filing	a
motion	for	rehearing	because	it	is	extremely	challenging	to	inform	the	appellate	court,	as	the	applicable	Florida	appellate	rule	requires,	to	state	with	particularity	the	points	of	law	or	fact	that,	in	the	opinion	of	the	movant,	the	appellate	court	has	overlooked	or	misapprehended	in	its	decision.[61]	In	fact,	it	has	been	held	meritless	to	argue	that	a	PCA
conflicts	with	another	district	court	opinion	because	a	PCA	only	contains	the	one	word	“affirmed”	without	any	further	explanation	or	rationale	for	the	appellate	court’s	unanimous	by	the	court	or	PCA	decision.[62]	Florida	appellate	practitioners	should	also	remain	aware	that	a	motion	for	rehearing	following	a	PCA	should	be	the	rare	exception	and,	if
prepared	for	filing,[63]	should	be	written	with	a	modicum	of	respect	for	the	appellate	court	while	delicately	navigating	or	traversing	the	narrowly	prescribed	requirement	to	merely	point	out	or	identify,	without	argument,	the	points	of	fact	or	law	the	appellate	court	may	have	overlooked	or	misapprehended.[64]	Notably,	it	has	been	held	more	than
once	that	“the	motion	for	rehearing	is	not	a	vehicle	for	counsel	or	the	party	to	continue	its	attempts	at	advocacy.”[65]	It	would	further	be	wise	to	keep	in	mind	that	filing	a	motion	for	rehearing	following	receipt	of	a	PCA	may	not	be	a	riskless	undertaking.[66]	Upon	receipt	of	that	PCA,	appellant’s	counsel	should	proceed	cautiously	and	always
remember	that	a	Florida	attorney’s	obligations	to	the	Florida	courts,	as	officers	of	the	court,	outweigh	an	attorney’s	duty	and	obligation	to	zealously	represent	one’s	client.[67]	The	Las	Vegas-like	roll-of-the-dice	chances	are	such	that	not	filing	that	motion	for	rehearing,	essentially,	in	the	blank,	stoic	face	of	that	one-word	appellate	PCA	decision	may	be
the	most	prudent	alternative.	Indeed,	there	comes	a	point	in	every	case	that	the	losing	party	must	accept	the	fact	that	the	case	is	over	and	he	or	she	or	the	company	did	not	prevail.[68]	Conversely,	if	you	are	the	appellate	practitioner	who	represents	the	appellee	in	defense	of	an	appeal,	receipt	of	a	PCA	could	not	bring	more	joy,	because	the	appeal	is
over	and	the	possibility	for	further	appellate	review	has	essentially	been	extinguished.[69]	Accordingly,	receipt	of	a	PCA	by	appellee’s	appellate	counsel	is	the	sine	qua	non	of	appellate	success.	As	with	most	earthly	challenges	necessarily	embraced	within	the	human	experience,	one	party	must	prevail	on	appeal,	and	the	losing	party	appellant	must
begrudgingly	tolerate	the	shocking	loss	without	a	scintilla	of	an	explanation.[70]
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