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The Supreme Court of Florida does not have jurisdiction 

to hear this matter, pursuant to Florida Rule of Appellate 

Procedure 9.030(a)(2)(A)(iv), as there is no conf 1 ict between 

the Fifth District Court of Appeal and the decisions cited by 

Petitioner in his Brief on Jurisdiction. Of the three cases 

Petitioner cites, two deal with a lienholder's interest and 

the third deals with instruments affecting title to aircrafts 

under S329.01, Florida Statutes (1985). 

The Fifth District Court of Appeal's opinion in the case 

sub judice dealt with the ownership of the subject 

automobile. I t  held that failure of the vehicle title owner 

to record a certificate of title nevertheless gives himlher 

an equitable title interest. This conclusion was reached 

after the District Court traced the ownership of the subject 

automobile and found that four of the owners had not 

recorded their certificates of title. 

Petitioner in an attempt to show a conflict with other 

district courts cites three cases. The first case is -- In -- re: 

Forfeiture of One 1979 Chevrolet C10 Van VIN ffiU1590137222 
-----,---- -- --- ---- --------- --, -,1 -,- ,-,,,-------1 
Fla. BXF922 and One 1980 Buick C e n t u r ~ ,  VIN ---- Tag ------L --- --- ---- ----- ------ --- 

Fla. --- DCA 

19861, which is a Second District Court of Appeal case 

dealing with the issue of perfecting a lien before such 

lienholder may claim the protections of 5932.703, Florida 

Statute (1985). The second case is In re: Forfeiture of One -- -- ---------- -- --- 
1946 Lockheed L-18 Loadstar, Right 1820-A105A Engines ---- ------,- --,- ----,---- ,, ,- -- ---- L 

1 



Visible ------- -- ID ------ #N43WT, I1 FLW 1537 (2nd DCA, July 18, 19861, 

which is a Second District Court of Appeal case dealing with 

the provisions of S329.01, Florida Statute (19851, which 

requires an instrument affecting title to an -------- aircraft to be 

recorded in the Office of the Federal Aviation Adminstrator 

of the United States before i t  is valid. The third case 

Petitioner cites is Smith v. Cit~ of Miami Beach, 440 So.2d ----- - --- -- ----- ----- 
611 (3rd DCA 1983), which is a Third District Court of Appeal 

case dealing with a lienholder's interest. Petitioner 

therefore asks this Court to find a direct conflict between 

the case sub judice which deals with an ownership interest in 

an automobile and two cases dealing with a lienholder's 

interest. I t  also asks this Court to find a direct conflict 

between the case sub judice and a case dealing with aircraft 

and the requirements of 5329.01, Florida Statutes (1985). 

Since the Fifth District Court of Appeal in the case 

before the Court based its ruling on the issue of ownership 

and S319.22, Florida Statute (1985), there is no conflict 

with the decisions dealing with a lienholder's interest and 

with the decision dealing with aircrafts and their 

registration under S329.01, Florida Statute (1985). 



OONCLUS ION 

The Fifth District Court of Appeal's ruling in the case 

before the Court dealing with the ownership of the subject 

vehicle does not conflict with the holdings of other district 

courts of appeal dealing with the separate issue of a 

lienholder's interest, nor does i t  conflict with the Second 

District Court of Appeal's holding involving aircraft 

registration. 
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