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Fourth Affirmative Defense 

The Fourth Affirmative Defense alleges that AAN should be estopped froin seeking relief 

due to its own attempts to cover up accounting inaccuracies, incompetence, and the owner, Jeremiah 

Hartman's, family's theft from AAN. AAN contends that this defense fails to explain the defense 

and fails to provide notice. The elements of the defense of estoppel are: "(1) a misrepresentation of 

material fact by a party, which is contrary to a later asserted representation or position by that party; 

(2) reliance on that representation by the party claiming estoppel; and (3) a detrimental change in the 

position of the party claiming estoppel caused by the party's reliance on the misrepresentation." 

Mandarin Paint & Flooring, Inc. v. Potura Coatings of Jacksonville, Inc., 744 So. 2d 482, 485 

(Fla. I st DCA 1999). It is unclear how Defendants' allegations pertain to the necessary elements of 

the defense of estoppel. This defense therefore fails to provide notice to AAN and must be repled, 

if possible. 

Fifth Affirmative Defense 

The Fifth Affirmative Defense alleges that AAN failed to mitigate it damages by correcting 

purported internal accounting errors and stopping the theft by Hartman's family. AAN asserts that 

failure to mitigate cannot constitute a defense to an intentional tort. Defendants contend that AAN' s 

accounting practices caused their damages. This is more akin to a denial and will be treated as such. 

Sixth Affirmative Defense 

The Sixth Affirmative Defense alleges that AAN' s claims are barred by the doctrine oflaches 

because AAN knew of its injuries over four years before filing this lawsuit. AAN argues that the 

doctrine of laches does not apply to congressional acts providing a statute of limitations and that it 

is an equitable remedy generally not applicable to claims for legal remedies. Defendants contend 
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