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STATEMENT OF LEGAL ISSUES

L
WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DENYiNG CLARINS A

JURY TRIAL?

The Trial Court denied Clarins a jury trial.

IL.
WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DECREEING THAT
CLARINS WILLFULLY KNOWINGLY AND IN BAD FAITH VIOLATLED
COVENANTS?

The Trial Court held that the Clarins willfully, knowingly and i bad faith

[11.
WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN REJECTING CLARINS
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES?

The Trial Court held that Claring affirmative defenses were not applicable.

1V,
WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DISMISSING CLARINS
COUNTERCLAIM?
I'he 1rial Court dented Clanns Counterclaims.
V.,
WHETHIEIER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN GRANTING A
MANDATORY INJUNCTION?

I'hie Tral Court granted a mandatory imjunction,
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VL
WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN REQUIRING CLARINS T0
COMPLY WITH [TS MANDATORY INJUNCTION BEFORFE
REQUIRING ASSOCIATION TO TURN OVER CLARINS INSURANC |
PROCEEDS?

The Trial Court refused Clarins’ request to return msurance proceeds.

VIL.
WHETHER TIHE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN GRANTING GARY
REIMNITZ WITNESS FEES?

The Trial Count granted Oary Remmnitly travel, lodgimg and meal expenses.

VIII.
WIETHER ASSOCIATION MAY ASSESS CLARINS FOR
ASSOCIATION'S LLEGAL FEES?

The Tral Court did not rule, allowing Association to Contnue to assess Clarins



