
No. 80 ,646  

ORLANDO REGIONAL MEDICAL 
CENTER, et. al., 
Pet i t ioners ,  

v s ,  

GREGORY ALLEN, etc., et al., 
Respondents. 

[ J u n e  1 7 ,  19931 

P E R  CURIAM. 

We review Allen v. Orlando Reqional Medical Center, S O 5  

!:o. 2cl 6 6 5  ( F l a .  5th DCA 1 9 9 2 ) ,  because of its conflict w i t h  

'l'dnner - v. Hartog, 5 9 3  S o .  2 6  2 4 9  (Fla. 2 6  DCA 1 9 9 2 ) .  We havi:. 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  unde r  a r t i c l e  V, section 3(b)(3) of the Florid? 

('Jotis ti t u t - i o n  . 



In Tanner v. Hastoc~, -- . 18 Fla. T,. Weekly S 2 8 1  ( F l a .  May 13, 

1 9 9 3 ) ,  we recently quashed a p o r t i o n  of the second district's 

Tanner decision which dealt with the issue involved in the 

instant case. When the interpretation we placed upon the medical 

malpractice statute of limitations in Tanner is applied to t h e  

f a c t s  of the instant case, it is evident that the court below 

correctly reversed the summary judgment entered against the 

Allens. There fo re ,  we approve the result of the decision below. 

It is so ordered. 

BARKETT, C.J., and OVERTON, McDONAZID, SHAW, GRIMES, KOGAN and 
HARDING, JJ., concur. 

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO FILE REHEARING MOTION AND, IF 
FILED, DETERMINED. 
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Application f o r  Review of the Decision of the D i s t r i c t  Court af 
Appeal - Direct Conflict of Decisions 

Fifth District - Case No. 91-2333 

(Orange County) 

Richard W. Bates and E r i c  D. Struble of Mateez, Harbert & B a t e s .  
P.A., Orlando, Florida, 

f o r  Petitioners 

John Militana of Militana, Militana & Militana, Miami, Florida; 
and Martin Trpis, Bethesda, Maryland, 

f o r  Respondents 
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