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PER CURIAM. 

I n  November 1984 t h i s  Court  heard o r a l  argument i n  ca se  

numbers 65,197 and 65,877, encompassing a  t o t a l  r e v i s i o n  of t h e  
* 

bar  r u l e s .  S ince  t h a t  t ime,  numerous p e t i t i o n s  f o r  r e v i s i o n  

of both t h e  c u r r e n t l y  e x i s t i n g  ba r  r u l e s  and of t h e  proposed new 

r u l e s  have been f i l e d  wi th  and cons idered  by t h e  Court ,  and t h e  

proposed new r u l e s  have been r e v i s e d  s e v e r a l  t imes.  A f t e r  r e a r -  

ranging and r e v i s i n g  p o r t i o n s  of t h e  b a r ' s  proposed r u l e s ,  we now 

adopt  t h e s e  new r u l e s ,  e n t i t l e d  "Rules Regulat ing t h e  F l o r i d a  

Bar ."  A s  can be seen i n  t h e  new r u l e s ,  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  r u l e ,  

bylaws, and code of p r o f e s s i o n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  no longer  e x i s t  

a s  s e p a r a t e  e n t i t i e s .  Rather ,  a l l  r u l e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  bar  

have been i n t e g r a t e d ,  i n  a  chap te r  format ,  i n t o  a  s i n g l e  docu- 

ment. I t  i s  t h e  r e v i s e r s '  hope, a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  C o u r t ' s ,  t h a t  

t h i s  new arrangement w i l l  make it e a s i e r  t o  f i n d  t h i n g s  i n  t h e  

r u l e s .  

Severa l  noteworthy changes have been made from t h e  c u r r e n t  

r u l e s  and from t h e  b o a r d ' s  p roposa ls .  For i n s t a n c e ,  whi le  amend- 

ments t o  most of t h e  r u l e s  s t i l l  must be through p e t i t i o n  t o  t h i s  

Court ,  c h a p t e r s  2 ,  7,  and 9 can be amended by t h e  board of 

* 
The board of governors ,  dur ing  o r a l  argument on no. 67,085, 
lawyer r e f e r r a l  s e r v i c e s ,  asked t h a t  we cons ide r  t h a t  p e t i t i o n  
i n  conjunc t ion  wi th ,  r a t h e r  than  s e p a r a t e l y  from, nos. 65,197 
and 65,877. The Court  conso l ida t ed  no. 68,293, concerning 
s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  r u l e s ,  w i th  t h e  o t h e r  p e t i t i o n s .  



governors  w i thou t  p e t i t i o n i n g  t h e  Cour t .  See r u l e  2-10. Dues, 

however, a r e  s t i l l  capped,  and t h i s  Cour t  w i l l  have t o  be  p e t i -  

t i o n e d  f o r  changes i n  t h e  amount of  members' dues .  The new r u l e s  

a l s o  p rov ide  f o r  nonlawyer members of  t h e  board  of governors ;  t h e  

p e r i o d  f o r  d i sbarment  ha s  been r a i s e d  t o  f i v e  y e a r s ;  and t h e r e  

a r e  numerous changes i n  t h e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  p r o c e s s ,  now set  o u t  i n  

c h a p t e r  3. 

A few of  t h e  changes made by t h e  Cour t  i n  t h e  b o a r d ' s  

p roposa l  i n c l u d e :  an a d d i t i o n  t o  r u l e  4-3.6 r ega rd ing  persons  

making e x t r a j u d i c i a l  s t a t e m e n t s  i n  c r i m i n a l  c a s e s ;  a  p r o v i s o  

r ega rd ing  ho ld ing  and ma in t a in ing  p r o p e r t y  a s  a  c l i e n t  wishes  

added t o  r u l e  4 -1 .15 (a ) ;  and expansion of c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  i n  

minor misconduct  r e p o r t s  i n  3 - 5 . l ( b ) .  Also ,  r u l e  4-7.3, a s  

o r i g i n a l l y  proposed,  p r o h i b i t e d  d i r e c t  ma i l  s o l i c i t a t i o n  of  

pe rsons  known t o  have s p e c i f i c  l e g a l  problems. A f t e r  s t udy ing  

t h i s  m a t t e r ,  w e  have concluded t h a t  such ma i l i ng  cannot  be  

p r o h i b i t e d .  I n s t e a d ,  w e  have r e v i s e d  r u l e  4-7.3 t o  r e g u l a t e ,  

r a t h e r  t h a n  p r o s c r i b e ,  such communications. I f  t h i s  r e g u l a t i o n  

proves  unworkable o r  i f  a  p a t t e r n  of abuse  i n  d i r e c t  ma i l i ngs  i s  

e s t a b l i s h e d ,  w e  w i l l  c o n s i d e r  amending t h e  s o l i c i t a t i o n  r u l e .  

The r u l e s  a s  f i n a l l y  adopted a l s o  i n c l u d e  r e c e n t  amend- 

ments r ega rd ing  c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  f o r  a t t o r n e y s  s eek ing  t r e a t m e n t  

f o r  a l c o h o l  abuse ,  no. 67,568 ( F l a .  June  26, 1 9 8 6 ) ,  c o n t i n g e n t  

f e e s ,  no. 68,417, ( F l a .  June 30, 1 9 8 6 ) ,  and g r a d u a t i o n  from an 

a c c r e d i t e d  law schoo l  f o r  emer i t u s  a t t o r n e y s ,  no. 68,827 ( F l a .  

J u l y  3,  1986 ) .  The r u l e s  w i l l  be  p r i n t e d  i n  bo th  t h i s  y e a r ' s  

e d i t i o n  o f  t h e  b a r  J o u r n a l  and t h e  W e s t  r u l e s  pamphlet.  

W e  e x p r e s s  o u r  thanks  t o  a l l  members and o f f i c e r s  of  t h e  

b a r  who worked on t h e s e  r e v i s i o n s  and who favored  t h e  Cour t  w i t h  

t h e i r  comments and sugges t i ons  r ega rd ing  t h e  proposed r u l e s .  

These r u l e s  w i l l  become e f f e c t i v e  a t  1 2 : O l  a.m., January  1, 1987, 

and w e  u rge  a l l  members of  t h e  b a r  t o  f a m i l i a r i z e  themselves  w i th  

t h e s e  new r u l e s .  

I t  i s  s o  o rde red .  
McDONALD, C . J . ,  and ADKINS, BOYD, OVERTON, EHRLICH,  SHAW and 
BARKETT, JJ . ,  Concur 

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO FILE REHEARING MOTION AND, I F  
FILED, DETERMINED. THE FILING OF A MOTION FOR REHEARING SHALL 
NOT ALTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THESE RULES. - 
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