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Submitted: January 7, 2003



Decided:  January 10, 2003
Before VEASEY, Chief Justice, WALSH and BERGER, Justices.
ORDER

This 10" day of January 2003, upon consideration of the briefs of the parties,
we conclude that the Court of Chancery correctly resolved the ambiguity in the
documents establishing the condominium plan in dispute. The court’s conclusion that
Lot 60 was not intended to be dedicated was supported by the evidence. Nor did such
dedication occur by operation of law. Our affirmance of the Court of Chancery’s
ruling in that respect renders it unnecessary to determine whether the improvements
on Lot 60 became part of the condominium project.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgment of the Court of
Chancery be, and the same hereby is,

AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

s/Joseph T. Walsh
Justice




