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The Undersigned, pursuant to section 31 of MSRB rule G-35, hereby 
state as follows: 
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RELIEF REQUESTED 

Claimants requested that they be awarded damages of approximately 
$24,986, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees. Respondents 
requested that the judgment be in their favor and that Clainants 
be awarded nothing. 

AWARD 

On April 23, 1990, in West Palm Beach, Florida, the undersigned 
arbitrators heard the controversy between the parties set forth 
in submissions to the arbitrators signed by Claimants on August 
10, 1989 (filed with the MSRB on August 15, 1989), by Respondent 
J.B. Hanauer & Co. on September 12, 1989, and by Respondent David 
B. Moore on October 4, 1989. The arbitration panel, having 
considered the pleadings, the testimony and the evidence 
presented at the hearing, has determined, in full and final 
resolution of the issues submitted for determination, that: 

1. Respondent J.B. Hanauer & Co. shall pay to Claimants 
$12,500. 

2. No interest shall be awarded. 

3. Claimants' claims against Respondent David B. Moore 
shall be dismissed. 

4. The parties shall bear their respective costs and 
attorney's fees. 

5. Claimants' $100 arbitration deposit shall be refunded 
to Claimants by the MSRB, pursuant to section 2 of 
MSRB rule A-16. 

*=^S^to 
Bertram S. Bermar 

Edwin p. Brooks Dated: ^ / f O / Y ^ 
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STATE OF F"^OXvcJ^ 
COUNTY OF l^OivYX " ^ O C W 

WT»W WBIIC ST»T[ Of FIORIO* 
S S . : WCOWISSIOH tXP. MR 31.1S91 

eOWCO THRU ttMESM. " S - " * • 

On this \C3VW day of ^ ^ \ > ! \ , 19^^) , before ne personally 
appeared To ne known and known to ne to be the 
individual described in and who executed the foregoing instrunent 
and he duly acknowledged to ne that he executed the sane. 

STATE OF P/anyA. 
COUNTY OF ^ I ' v t t / U s 

8 8 . 
NO:;>SY PUBLIC STATE CF FLORIDA 
MY COMMISSION 1X7. MAY 29,1993 
SONDEO THRU GENERAL IMS. UND. 

* f 19 9c , before me personally On this / ¥ ^ day of /̂ <f, 
appeared tor me known and known to me to be the 
individual described in and who executed the foregoing instrument 
and he duly acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

STATE OF ^ : ! ^ J ^ ' ^ 
COUNTY 0f^--r<-.9^^^O-^^f 

88. 

/f-'^d.y.fW'W On this f 9 f "^ day of ~^ ' ^ ' ^ 1 « 10' » before me personally 
appeared to me known and known to me to be the 
individual described in and who executed the foregoing instrument 
and he duly acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 
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