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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

Petitioner-Appellee, ) 
1 

1 

Service, 1 

vs . 
ROSEMARY FURMAN, d/b/a 
Northside Secretarial 

Respondent-Appellant. ) 
\ 

CASE NO. 51,266 

Interlocutory Appeal from Referee's 
Denial of Joint Motion for Stay of Proceedings 

BRIEF FOR ROSEMARY FURMAN, 

RESPONDENT-APPELLANT 
D/B/A NORTHSIDE SECRETARIAL SERVICE, 

STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 

This interlocutory appeal is being prosecuted 

under the Integration Rule, Article XVI,l from the decision 

of the referee on January 25, 1978, denying a Joint Motion 

to Stay Proceedings and for Suspension of Discovery and 

Final Hearing in an action brought by the Petitioner, The 

Florida Bar, against Respondent, Rosemary Furman, for the 

unauthorized practice of domestic relations law. 

'Article XVI (111) (A) ( 3 )  (e)  of the Integration Rule 
provides in pertinent part: 

Review of interlocutory rulings of the referee 
may be had by petition to this Court filed within 
thirty days after entry of the ruling complained 
of. A supporting brief and a transcript contain- 
ing conformed copies of pertinent portions of the 
record in the form of an appendix shall be filed 
with the Court by a party seekinq such review. 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Upon the petition of The Florida Bar, the Court 

issued its Rule to Show Cause why the Respondent should not 

be enjoined from the unauthorized practice of domestic 

relations law in the State of Florida. The Bar served its 

Amended Petition on September 23, 1977 (App. at 1-10)? and 

Respondent answered on November 14, 1977 (App. at 11-18), 

in accordance with the order of the referee, the Honorable 

P. B. Revels, (App. at 19) By order of the referee, the 

final hearing has been scheduled for March 6, 1978, with 

the parties estimating a three-day trial. (App. at 20)  

During the pendency of this case, the Court issued 

its decision in The Florida Bar vs, Marilyn R. Brumbaugh, 

Case No. 48,803 (Jan. 10, 1978). The Bar has since filed a 

petition for rehearing in Brumbaugh which has not been ruled 

upon . 
In response to the Brumbaugh decision, Respondent 

filed an Offer of Judgment stating that she will consent to 

the entry of an order incorporating the same limitations and 

restrictions that were imposed upon Ms. Brumbaugh. (App. at 

21-22) 

The facts in this case are similar to the facts 

presented to the Court in Brumbaugh, and the law applicable 

to these cases is identical. Compare Amended Petition and 

Answer to Amended Petition (App. at 1-18) with Brumbaugh. 

Because the final outcome of this Court's decision in 

Brumbaugh will materially affect this action and potentially 
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obviate 

jointly 

pending 

the need for a final hearing, The Bar and Respondent 

moved the referee to enter a stay of all proceedings 

the finality of this Court's decision in Brumbauah. 

(App. at 23-24) 

On January 25, 

Motion by letter. (App. 

1978, the referee denied the Joint 

at 25-26) Since the denial of the 

Joint Motion, the parties have engaged in settlement discus- 

sions in order to conclude a consent decree while continuing 

at the same time to prepare for the final hearing. 

ARGUMENT 

THIS COURT SHOULD ENTER A STAY OF THESE 
PROCEEDINGS PENDING THE FINALITY OF THE 
BRUMBAUGH DECISION. 

The final hearing in this unauthorized practice 

proceeding has been scheduled for March 6, 1978. There is 

no justification at present which compels the final hearing 

to be conducted as scheduled, As The Bar and the Respondent 

recognized in their Joint Motion for Stay, no purpose would 

be served in committing the resources of both parties2 and 

the referee to an evidentiary hearing of three days until 

this Court disposes of The Bar's petition for rehearing in 

Brumbaugh. Respondent has already indicated her willingness, 

2Counsel for Respondent are public interest attorneys 
and are receiving no compensation fo r  their services. Mr. 
Hadeed is associated with Southern Legal Counsel, Inc., a 
Florida-based, non-profit public interest law firm. Mr. 
Morrison is associated with Public Citizen Litigation Group, 
also a non-profit public interest firm located in Washington, 
D. C. 
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formally, to abide by the restrictions set out in Brumbaugh. 

Therefore, pending the finality of Brumbaugh, this Court 

should enter a stay of all proceedings, including a suspen- 

sion of discovery and a continuance of the final hearing. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ALBERT J. HADEED 
Southern Legal Counsel, Inc. 
Suite A, 115 Northeast Seventh 

Gainesville, Florida 3 2 6 0 1  
Avenue 

( 9 0 4 )  377-8288 

ALAN B. MORRISON 
Suite 700, 2000 "PI' Street, 

Washington, D. C. 20036 
Northwest 

( 2 0 2 )  785-3704 

BY 
Albert J/ Ifadeed 

Attorneys for Respondent- 
Appellant 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true copy of this Brief 

for Rosemary Furman, d/b/a Northside Secretarial Service, 

Respondent-Appellant, was furnished to Lacy Mahon, Jr., 350  

East Adams Street, Jacksonville, Florida 32202,  by United 

States mail, this 10th day of February, 1978 .  
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IN THE SUPREME COURT 3F FLORIDA 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

Petitioner, 

V. 

ROSZMARY W. FURMAN d/b/a 

NORTHSIDE SECRETARIAL SERVICE, 

Respondent. 

CASE NO. 51,226 

+MENDED PETITION AGAINST UNAUTHORXZED PRACTICE OF L A W  

THE FLORIDA BAR, Petltioner , charges ROSEMARY W .  FURMAN, d/b/a 

NORTHSIDE SECRETARIAL SERVICE, Respondent, with engaging In the 

unauthorized practice of law in the State d Florida and in support thereof, 

alleges: 

1. This petition is filed pursuant to Artlcle XVI d the Integration 

Rule of The Florida Bar. 

2 .  This court has the original and exclu8ive jurisdiction to prohibit 

the unauthorized practice of law pursuant to Artlcle V ,  Section 15 af 

the Florida Gonstitution. 

3 .  Petitloner is charged with the duty and responsibility of initiating 

and prosecuting, in this court, proceedlnga for the unauthorized practice 

law. 

4 .  Artlcle 11, Section 2 of the Integration Rule of The Florida 

Bar provides; 



. '  

NG person rhdl engage in any wdy in the praalce Lf law 
I n  this state unless such person is an acdve mumber of 
The Flcrlda E a r ,  except that J practicing morney of 
another sta@, i n  good standing, who has professional 
businoss in zi court of record in thiv sate may, upon aotion, 
be perrmttd u) practice for the purpose d mch buslnesh 
only, when It is made to appear that he has asoociated and 
appaating with hlm in such buslneas an a!lve member d 
The FbrldA Bar. 

5. The Board of C;r;rwrnors af The Florida Bar nas authoritud 

the insdtutton of this proceeding against Respondent. 

6. Respondent, at aiA times material herein, WM not and is not 

d member of The Florida Bar and waa not and t8  not licerued KO engage 

in the pracdce of law in xhe State of Florida. 

7 .  Re8pOndsnt hsr engaged In the unauthorired practice of law in 

Duvd County, Florida, by me or more d the fdawing acts. 

A. 3n or about September 22, A976, Reapondent offered to perform 

and aubsequentiy dld perform legal services for Joy- M. Green in regard 

to Ma. Greun obtaining a dloroluttoa of her m 8 r r h ~ e  to Charles J . Green. 

After soliciting information from hdo. Green, Reapondent prepared or caused 

tu be prepared dissolution of mrrlage papers to be flled with the clerk d 

the Fourth f udicial Clrcult Court. Respondent nndsred legal advtce fo MS. 

8 

Green in refttrence to her proposed diuolutlon Ot marriage. i?y Rc.rpondent's 

words and deecb, she held herself out to Ms. Creem 31 having legal experzifsc) 

in Florida diosolutlon of mzrrrhga laws. 



un or about Septenuitr 24,  1976, Xs. Green plcked up rhe dissoludon 01 x i f f  A d ~ t f  

papers prepared by Xespondent and pale B ize of $SO for Respondent's servir-es. 

Ktspondent also rendered legal advice t3  his .  Green in reference LO ner pr0Fosc.a 

dissoluticn of t ramage.  Pursuant rc kiespondenr's hstructims , on September 

24, 1976, I r i s .  Graen flied a peutlcn for dissolution of marriage . ~ n d  a s w a m  

staremenr for constructi;re service of process, both of whlch were prepared 

by Respondent, with me clerk of rhe Fourth Judicial Circuit Court. 

Pursuant to Respondent's advice, Ms. Green also ran an advertisement 

On or about Sctober 18, 1976, after receiving a receipt and proof of publicaticn 

from the Financial News, Ms. Green returned to Respondent for further legai 

dvice.  Respondent instructed M s .  Green to file the proof of publicatlon, 

d motion for default, a nonmilitary affidavit and a motion ior f lnd hearing 

with the clerk of court which Ms. Green did on November 1, 1976. A default 

against Mr . Green was entered on November 3, 1976, On or about ?!ovember 

2 ,  1976, Respondent rendered legal advice on the procedures €or a final hearing 

in a dissolution of marriage proceeding. Respondent also rendered legal advice 

by writlng instructions for Ms. Green to follow on her copy of the pedtion for 

dissolution of marrlage . 

On November 4 ,  1976, Ms. Green appeared before Judge John S . Cox of the 

Fourth judlcial Circuit in the case of Green v. Green, Case N:J. 76-10688-C.4. 

Judge Cox grantad Ms. Green's petition for dlssolutfon cf marriage, and signed 

the final judgment ?repared by Respondent. 

Copies of the aforemenuoned legal documents prepared by Fiicspondent :or 

Ms. Green are rlnachkd t9 this pedtion ds composite Exhibit " A . "  A copy of 

Hispondenr's handwitten and typed insrrucuons perrdnlng tc 3rccedurcs 

in the final hearing an the petition for dissolution uf mtsrrrage proceedng t o  
/3 

attached to this petition 3s Exhibit "B ." 

. 



B . ;?n o r  wout ianuary 14, 1977, Gladys Ammonr clbttrtnsd dissoluuon 

t A  marriage pbipk?fs from Zlltin L. Spangler, on employee df Heaspondent acting 

under Respcindrnt's supervtsion . The packclgr included a petltion for dissolution 

marrbge dnd a sworn statement for constructive servlce of process. 30th 

documunts were filea by MS. kmmonr an January 14, 1977, with rho clerk of 

the Fourth 1 udual  Clrcuit Court, Case Number 77-501-CA, Division I .  On 

lntomadon ahd belief, Rezlpondent , or Ms. Spangler acting under Reapondent's 

supervision, rendwed legal advice to Ms. Xmmono tn refarence 10 her proposed 

dirsoludon of marridge. By Respondends and Ms, S p ~ g l e r ' s  wordr and conduct 

they hela themrelverr out OD M8. Ammons as having 1-81 expsrttae on Florlda 

dissolution of marriage laws. Ms. Ammonr r.Ued on such representation#, 

advice and us&tanw tn U n g  her dimdutlon of marriage papers in circuit 

court. 

On infoamdon and belief, Respondent or her employee EUen Spanqlor charged 

Ms. kmrnon. a fee of SSO for thdr aervices. 

in the petition prepared far Ms. Arnmonr by Respondent or by Ms. Spangler, 

has. Arnmons asked for: a. custody of the threa minor chiidrun born from 

rho Ammonr marriage and support for these cNIdren in the amcrunt d S1SO 

per week, b .  temporary and permanent injunction. prohibiting Ur . A m m n s  

horn ". . . harrassing, threatening and otherwise abusing the wife". c.  Mr. 

Ammonr' equity in the marttal home, d .  monthly mortgage payments by X?r . 
Xmmons on the m a r i d  home amounting tc Sl00.28 per month. and e . that 

Ms. Ammons be awarded ride KO one of the cars belonging f~ Xr. .mi Idrs. 

A m m n s .  Despite the facr that sho is unemployed, ids. A n m n s .  relying en 

Rsspondcnt or 3 3 .  Spangler'6 leg& 3dvice, did not ask for rehebilitatlve or 



continuing ~ A L  rimy, provisions k r  aedlcal care fcr the mncr Amdr e n ,  a determmauon 

by rht court 3 visitation rights, or any divisicn by the c3un ,f debt; jGlntly 

w e d  by Mr . 9rid L s .  Ammons. 

Attached to this oedtion as composite Exhibit "C" are copies? of the petition 

for dfssoluuon of marriage and the sworn statement for constructive service 

of process prepared for Gladys Arnmons by Respondent or by Ellen Soangler 

w d n g  under Respondent's supervision. 

C .  Prior to February 23, 1976, Respondent prepared or caused 

to be prapdred a petltlon for dissolution uf marriage, an answer and waver, 

a jolnt otlpuhrlon for motlon for final hearing and a flnal judgment for dissolution 

of marriage on behalf of Frances R .  Holmes, petitloner in the matter of Frances 

3. hcilmes, wife,  and Delmar R .  Holmes, husband, Case Number ?6-1146-CA, 

Dlvision D , Circuit Court, Duval County , Florlda. On information and b d i e i ,  

Respondent rendered legal advice to Ms. Holmes In reference to her proposed 

dissoiutton of marriage. By Respondent's words and conduct. she held herself 

c)uf to hls. Hoimes as having legal expertise on dlS8OlUtlOn a f  inarriage laws 

In the State of Florida. Anached to this petition as composite Exhibit "G" are 

copies of the aforementioned documents prepared by Respondent. Also attached 

to this petirton ds Exhibit "En is ri copy of iin fnstructlon sheet which contdns, 

on information and bellef, written lnstrucdons given to Ms. Holmes by 3espondent. 

D. In or about September 1976, Respondent prepared or caused 

to be prepared a petition fcr dissolution of marriage, an finswcr :+nd vvaiver, 

3 joint stipulauon f;r motion for rlnai nearing and d final juC!;n.ent for dis- 

soluticn of marriage lor Debra A .  Twchton and Daniel A .  T2uchtc;n. The pedtlon 

ior dissolution of marriage declares that Debra A .  Touchtbn 1s  he peutioncr 



f 

Urd is filed under case number 76-!0499-CA. Divfslon 1 , Glrcui i  Gaurr, i.)uval 

G unty , Florida. On information and belief, Aespondent, or cne of her employees, 

rmdered legal advice to both Mr. and ; v h .  Tcuchton in refc:rence to their proawed 

dksolutlon of marriage. 

3v Respondent's words und conduct, she held herself out K ~ J  :Jr. '2nd Xs. 

T .uchton a8 having leg& expertise on Florida dlrsolutlon af marriage h W S .  

Cupies of the dcrernentioned legal documents prepared by Respondent are 

Attached to this petition a8 comporit Exhlbit 'F . 

E .  On information and bell&, on or about December 30, 1976, Respondent 

either prepared ur caused to be prepared d petition for adoprion, J consent 

for adopdon to be executed by David Charler Hook, and a consent for adoption 

M be execurod by Miirsha Lynn Kirby. T N s  petltlon with irs supporting documents 

was Mod in the Circuit Court of rhe Fourth Judicial Clrcuit, Dlvision P , on 

January 6,  1977, and was given case number 77-164-CA. By her activity in 

preparing these legal documents, Respondent held herself OUK as having legal 

experdro in the law of Florida adoptions. Copies of the aforementioned legal 

documents prepared either by or under the directton of the Respondent are 

attached as composite Exhibit "G. 

F . Gn or about July 30, 1976, Respondent advised Marilyn 2. Brumbaugh, 

d resident of Ocda,  Florida, to refuse to compiy with 3 rubpwns duces wcum 

served on M a .  Brunbaugh requiring her attendance at deposltlon set for August 

11, 1976. Acun9 un fiespondenr's advice, h!e. Brumbaugh cdused tc stlend 

the deposition tc her detriment. Furthermore, Respondent prepared a letter 

for h.13. 5rumbuuqh's'sf~nature to Ndllace B .  Srurgis, the reform in the proceedings, 

advising him that the subpoena ducee tecum served on Ms. 5rumlaugh on 

July 30 ,  1976, was not in compliance with Florida Rules of Civil Procedure 

1.4iO. 



. -.,.- 1 ., 
- _ .  I ~ . 

The  letter &o moved that Srcrgis recuse himself from Ms. iirumbaugh'a case. 

By advising bts. Brurr,baugh on legal matters end by writing legal correrpondctncz 

?or her, Respondent held herself quf as having legal expertise on Florida 

rules cif civil procedure dnd on Florida law. The dorementioned latfer prepared 

by Rcsponaent md signed by Ms. Brumbcrugh 1s attached ro th is  petltion as 

Exhibit "X. 

G. 2," or "bout July 8 ,  i937, the Respondent either placed or caused 

to be placed 3n adverrisernent in the Jacksonvllle Jcurnd. The bold print 

on this adverduemenr prcclcrlrned aDo-It-Yourself-Divorcen 'tnd advised the 

reader that :lorrhurat( secretarial Service wi l l  '. . .type all your papers tni-gsfr,uci 

1 % ~  --_- onqrocedurc" -_-I-- (emphasis added) . Respondent thereby advertlsed that 

she renders legal advlcc. A copy of the aforemantioned advertisement 1s attached 

H. On January 14, 1976, Circuit Judge john h!. Mc!;stt entered a 

judgment for dfssolutlon of marriage after a flnal hearing on the wlfe's petition 

in the marriage of ClaUdtd Luulse Isbill and Larry Cecil Xsbtli. C)n information 

a d  bellef, Ms. Isbill is the daughter of Respondent and the Respondent either 

prepared or caused to be prepared 

a judgment for dlsroludon of rnarrisge on behalf af the wife in the above referenced 

c a m .  The petition states in paragraph 6 that. .These are no property rights 

to be determined by this Court. " 

yetitlon for dosolution of marriage and 

Subsequently, in 1977, the husband, Larry Cecil Itbill flled a civil action in 

Division P of the Clrcuit Court in and for Duvd County, Florida (case no. 

77-5668-CA) for panlrion of real property against Claudia Louibe IsblU, hi3 

fcrmer wife. In paragraptl 4 c;f his  complaint, M r  , Isbill ?liegrd t ~ t ,  "?iirinttff 

and Defendant were mrrwd to each other and xqulred the following described 

7 
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rs.al prop@ ty durlna the term of their marriage, said property being the 

3Llbject rimer of this zction. . ."  The ?ldntltf further allcged that nc ?ward cf 

uze and poisession >zf this real property (the marital home oi the part ies) M"S 

oOdc by the er:brt in its final judgrnmt dissolving the parties' m r r l a g c .  The 

f c :  mc-r husbjnd/piaintiff claims a 50% undivided interest in the property -rnd 

w t k s  t:, ht+* 2 i t  sold dt public auction as  he tilcges thht it cannot be pi:rutiond 

wltncut g r+ t  damage to the owners. A copy of k k .  Isbill's Action for Petidon 

of i !r?perry L; artached heretc as Exhibit ";." 

Cn in!7rmt+t i i  n m d  b?lier, R2sponaent through her wcrds m d  conduct he12 herself 

[Jut tc -.&uche LtiulSi Ibbill ?s hi!ving legal expertise an Flcrid? dissolution 

of maryiage laws with resulting damage to Claudia Louise Isbillf in part consisting 

of subsequent htigcition to correct oversights and errors in the diesolutim 

o i  r.iarriqc ;rsxedings. Copies or' the aforementioned legal documents prcpartld 

by kesponddnt 3re attached hereto as composite Exhibit "K." 

I .  On inbrrnation and belief , Respondent either prepared or csu.qed 

to be prepdyed 3 petition fsr disolution of marriage, an answer and waiver, 

and d joint itipulaucin and dgrairnent ior use by James I<. 'Ayden as Petiticner 

dnd by , udith ;A. i.<dyden as Respondent in 6 proceeding k r  t h  dissolution 

of the kiayden marriage, which proceeding was filed in Sivision F cf the Circuit 

Court of the Fcurth ; udicial i l r cu i t  in L'uval County , Florida (C':~se hurnker 

77-8443-CA) . Respondent provided the f,.'aydens' with under1ir.d or hlqhlighted 

copies of certain pcrrioni; of the Fiorida Statutes, the Code of ,; udiciel r'-mduct, 

.md the Florida Fiuil;s of Summary Frccedure. By these a m ~ n s ,  ?Vispondent 

held herseif out as hdving legal expertise on FloriCa dissclutl TI ci rng-rri?a~c 

laws. 13r?pies of the aforerrmtioned docummts 3re c?ttached to this petttlon 

as cornposit:' Exhibit "L ." 
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J . On inforrztion and belief Respondent either prepared or  caused 

to be prepared a petition for dissolution of msrrlilge which was filed in the 

case of hawiand v .  Hljwland, case number 77-7173-CA. On information and 

bedef, Xespondent charged t.?r. I!Gwidnd 3 f e ~  c;f $50 for h e r  services and 

agreed t3  t-xpisln to h im the prccedurz he should use tu prosecute his case 

and prcvc his status us a Florida resident. 

On August'l, 1977, h r .  Howland dppezred befcre ; udge 5 Ir:.ti-.y Pfite rapresmting 

himeif in the aforrrnention*d cese. After hearing I .I . Fwrlsnd's presentation 

of avidknce, Judge Pate informtad him thst he had failed te prove up his peutfon . 

8 .  The aforementioned activities of Respondent violated the letter and 

spirit of this court 's decisions in The Florida Bar v. American L i q a l  and 

Business Forms, Inc., 274 So. 2d 225 (Fla. 1973) and in The Florida Bar 

v .  Stupica, 300 So. 2d 683 (Fla. 1974) . 

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays as follows: 

1. That this court issue a temporary injunction prohibidng Fcspondenr's 

acdvfttes which violate this court's decisions in The Florida Bar v. Americzn 

Legal and Business Forms, Inc., sup r s ,  and in The Florida Bar v. Stupicn, 

supra, 

2.  That this court issue a permanent injunction prohibiting and restrain- 

ing Respondent from engaging in the acts complained of and from otherwise 

engaging in the practice of law in the State of Florida. 

3.  That the costs of this proceeding be assessed against Respondent. 



. . .  

4. That this court grant such other and further rellef as It may deem 

proper. 

THE FLORIDA BAR 

R. Layton Mank, Chairman 
S wnding Unauthorized Practice 

2400 First Federal Building 
One Southeast Third Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33131 

of Law Committee 

John A .  Welor 
Asrinaat Staff Counrei 
Tho Florida Bar 
Tallaharoee, Florida 32304 

H .  Glenn Bog08 
Aorirtant Staff Counsel 
Tho Florida Bar 
T a l l a h a a ~ ,  Florida 32304 
(904) 222-5286 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
f 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Amended Petition Agdn8t 
Unauthotired Practico of Law war mailed to the Honorable B .P. Revel,, Referee, 
Post Office Box 250, Paiarlra, Florida 32077, and to Rommary W. Funnan, Respondent, 
1105 Edgewood Avenue, West, Jack8~avlUe, Florida 32208, thls 23 et day of 
~eptembor~ I 9 77 



I:osuiAm PUBP4W , d/b/a 
:Tortha fde  Secretarial 
Earvice, 



for those aarviaas. Respondent a180 admits typing tiia plcradfaqs 

apganded to the Aa8nded Pet i t ion  as E x h i b i t  C purauant to the 



t 

attorney or aa oae having l q a l  sxpartiaa in the lamof Florida 



or uigh i iqhted  copies sf certain ;Frtions of t3;a 'lorfda Statutes, 

t h e  Code of Judicial Conduct, and the ,Pbtida .Sure% of  Sumnary 
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required, the paragraph i r r  Omietd. 
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The rule of this court concarninq t;?. imaa*e=ixa 

practice of danestic refationa law is violative of A r t i c l e  1, 

Section. f ,  2 ,  9 arrd 21, of tho Florida Canstitatton itrd 

and the Csninl of equal protaction of tits ~ W B .  The Flor ida  

3 ,  ' - 
 outh hem ~eC3.31 counsel, ~ n c ,  
115 Xoxthonrst Seventh Avenue, 

S u i t e  P. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

(Before a Referee) 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 

petitioner, 

V. 

ROSEMARY FURMAN,d/b/a 

Northside Secretarial Service, 

Case No. 51,226 

Respondent . 
f 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO REQUIRE 

AN ANSWER TO PETITION IN A TIME 

CERTAIN 
- ~ 

This action was heard on the Motion to Require an Answer 

to Petition in a Time Certain filed by the Petitioner and it 

is 

ADJUDGED : 

1. That Petitioner's Motion is granted. 

2. Respondent is ordered to file an answer to Petitioner's 

amended petition against the unauthorized prac 'ce of 

, 1977. law not later than the /f' day of & 6 
ORDERED at Jacksonville, Florida on October 1 4 ,  1977. 

Copies furnished to: (1) Rosemary W. Furman, Respondent 

(2) Mr. Sid J. White, Clerk, The Supreme Court of 
Florida 



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

(Before a Referee) 

THE FLORIDA BAR 

Petitioner 

-vs - Case No. 51,266 i 

ROSEMARY FURMAN d/b/a  
Norths ide Secretarial Service 

Respondent 

O R D E R  

This cause came on to be heard upon Petitioner's Motion 

to Set for Final Hearing, and the Respondent having appeared be- 

fore the Court and moved the Court for a stay of this proceeding 

in order that Respondent might proceed to take an Interlocutory 

Appeal, and upon consideration of Petitioner's lMotion to Set and 

Respondent's Motion to Stay, it is 

ORDERED: 

1. That Respondent's Motion to Stay this proceeding 

pending Interlocutory Appeal, be and the same is denied. 

2. This cause be and the same is scheduled for final 

hearing on Monday, March 6, 1978, a t  9:OO A.M. at the Duval 

County Courthouse, Jacksonville, Florida. 

Dated this 16th day of January, 1978. 



rii THE S V P ~  C O U ~ T  OF FLORIDA 

(Before a Referee) 

TEE FLORIDA BAR, 

Petitioner, 

vs . Case No. 51,266 

ROSE,MARY W. FUWAN, d/b/a 
Northside Secretarial Service, 

Respondent. 

Pursuant to Rule 1.442, Fla. R. C i v .  Po, Respondent 

hereby makes the following offer of judgment: 

In accordance w i t h  the decision of t h e  Florida Supreme 

C o u r t  in The Florida B a r  VS. Marilyn R. Bnnbaugh, Case No. 

48,803 (Jan. 10, 1978), Respondent shall conduct her business 

activities as follows: 

1. Respondent shall sell only printed material pur- 

porting to explain legal practice and procedure to the public in 

general and shall sell ample legal forms. 

2. Respondent shall engage in a secretarial service, 

typing such foms for her clients based solely on the informa- 

tion given to her in writing by her clients. 

3. Other than through printed material furnished to 

her clients, Respondent,ahall not ,  in conjunction with her busi- 

ness, engage in advising clients a8 to the various remedies 

available to them, or otherwise assist them in preparing necessary 

fome; nor shall she  make inquiries or answer questions 6rom her 

clients as to the particular forms which might be necessary, how 

best to fill out such forms, where to properly f i l e  such forms, 

or how to present necessary evidence at court hearings. 

4 .  Respondent shall advertise her business activities 

in accordance with the above-described restrictions of providing 

secretarial and notary services and selling legal forms and 

general printed information. 



ALBERT J. HADEED 
Southern Legal Counsel, IAC. 
Suite  A, 115 Xortheast Seventh Avenue 
Gainesvtille. Florida 32601  
(904) 377-9288 

ALAN B. MORRISON 
S u i t e  700, 2000"P" Street, Northwest 
Washington, 0.  C .  20036 
(202) 7W-3704 / 

Attorneys for Respondent 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copies of t h e  foregoing O f f e r  of 

Judgment were served upon Lacy Mahon, Jr. ,  350 E a s t  Adams S t r e e t ,  

Jacksonville, Florida 32202, and upon The Honorable P .  B., Revela, 

P o s t  Office Drawer 250, Palatka, Florida 32077, by United S t a t e s  

mail, this 18th day of January, 

- 2 -  



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA . 
{Before a Referee) 

THE FLORIDA BAR 

Petitioner 

-vs - Case No. 51,266 

ROSEMARY FURMAN, d/b/a  
Northside Secretarial Service, 

Respondent 

JOINT MOTION FOR STAY OF PROCEEDINGS 
AND FOR SUSPENSION OF DISCOVERY AND 

FINAL HEARING. 

The undersigned parties to this action jointly move 

that the Referee enter his Order granting this Motion and state as 

follow 5: 

1. The Florida Supreme Court handed down its 

Opinion on The Florida Bar vs. Marilyn R. Brumbaugh, Case No. 

48,803, on January 10, 1978. 

2. The Florida Bar is petitioning for a rehearing in 

the Brumbaugh case. 

3, The final outcome of the Brumbaugh case will 

materially affect these proceedings . 
4. Pending the finality of the Supreme Court's 

decision in Brumbaugh, the undersigned parties request that the 

Referee enter an Order granting a stay of these proceedings including 

discovery. 

5. The undersigned parties request that the final 

hearing set for March 6, 1978 in this cause be continued until further 

Order. 

23 



WHEREFORE, the undersigned par t ies  request that 

the Referee enter his Order granting this Motion. 

THE FLORIDA BAR 

R. Layton Mank, Chairman 
S tanding Unauthorized Pract ice  
of Law Committee 
2400 Federa l  Building 
One Southeast Third Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33131 

H. Glenn Boggs 
Assistant Staff Counsel 
The Florida Bar  

350 E. Adams Street  
3acksonville, Florida 32202 

Bar Counsel 
(904) 354-4300 

ALBERT J. HADEED 
Southern Legal Counsel, Inc. 
Suite A, 115 Northeast Seventh 
Avenue 
Gainesville Florida 326 01 
(904) 377-8288 

ALAN B. MORRISON 
Suite 700, 2000 trPtt Street 
Northwest 
Washington, D. C. 20936 

Attorneys fo r  Respondent 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Joint Motion 

fo r  Stay of Proceedings and fo r  Suspension of Discovery and Final 

Hearing was served upon The Honorable P.B. Revels, Pos t  Office 

Drawer 250, Palatka, Florida 32077, by I(. 5 & , this 

&/r& day of January, 1978. 
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- I  

THE CIRCUIT COURT 

OF FLORIDA 
SEVENTH JUDICIAL Q R C W  

. 

P. 8. REVELS 
CIRCUIT' JU#;E tRET.1 January 25, 1978 P. 0. DRAWER 250 

PALATKA,RORlOA 32077 

Albert J. Hadeed, Esq. 
Southern &gal Counsel, Inc. 
Sui te  A, 115 Northeast Seventh Avenue 
Gainesville, Florida 32601 

In Ek: The Florida Bar vs. 
Rosemry Furman, d/b/a 
Northside Secretarial 
Service 

Case # 51,266 

Dear Nt. Hadeed: 

Last week I received a copy of your proffer of Consent Judgrrmt. I have 
today received your Joint Stipulation to  Stay the Proceedings and Suspension of 
Discovery and Final Hearing because The Florida Bar has f i led  a Petition for 
Rehearing in the Brmbaugh case. 

In the order dated August l s t ,  1977, I was appointed referee t o  hear and to  
report my findings t o  the Supreme court in subject case. That I am attempting to  do. 

I do not consider the reascms for all of the delay set forth in the motion as 
any justification for not going forward with this case and capleting the trial 
because even i f  the Suprere Court should grant a new hearing or  make any alterations 
or  dxmges in the B d a -  case, it would enter a judgplent based upon the final 
solution in the Bruubaugh w e  even if  S ~ I E  of my findings were contradictory to  any 
alteraticms or  mdifications the court might make. 
to  delay the trial date fram March 6th as nothing mre than a delay of due process. 

Therefore, I consider the attempt 

I have reserved a courtroan in Duval County t o  camnence the tr ial  on March 6.  
1978, at 9:00 A.M. unless same unforseen or  
attentian of the Court t o  postpone or  delay 
granting your Pbtim to Stay. 

strkger reason should be brought 
these proceedings. I do not plan 

t o  
an 

fhe 

The pleadings have been sett led since kcenber and on January 5th we settled on 
Mar& 6th as the date of trial. 
this case, &ch is mre than q l e  tim and mre than generous to  both sides. 

I allowed 60 days in Trjhich t o  prepare for trial of 

In the event you and Mr. Mahcm should wish to  proceed on your proffered j-t, 
I d d  be willing to  give you an earlier date for a hearing f o r  that purpose so if  
there is that possibility the three of us together could arrive at what the Court is 
to  report t o  the Supreme Court, we could quickly bring the matter to  final conclusion. 



. 

THE CIRCUIT COURT 

OF FLORIDA 
SEVENTH JUDICIAL ClRCUT 

P. 8. REVELS 
ClRCUlT JWOE tRET.1 

P. 0. DRAWER 250 

PALATUA.FLORDA 32077 

I do not think it is the proper procedure to  practice law by correspondence. 
If it is necessary for any matters to  be brought t o  the attentian of the Caurt, a 
date should be determined and proper notice given, so that we could be face to  
face and possibly have a chance of accomplishing something. 

Copies furnished to: 

R. LaytanMank, Qlairman 
Standing bauthorized Practice of Law Carmzittee 
2400 Federal Building 
ONe Sautheast Third A m u e  
Miarni, Florida 33131 

H. Glenn Boggs, 
Assistant S taf f  counselor 
The Florida Bar 
Tallahassee , Florida 32304 

Lacy M I ,  Jr. 
350 East Adams Street 
JacksanVille , Florida 32202 

C i r c u i t  Judge 

Alan B. Momson 
Suite 700, 2000 "P" Street Nbrthwest 
washington, D.C. 20036 

26 


