
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

(Before  a R e f e r e e )  

In  Re: P e t i t i o n  t o  Amend t h e  
Rules  R e g u l a t i n g  The Case No. 70 
F l o r i d a  Bar 

1 

RESPONSE TO PETITION OF THE FLORIDA BAR 
TO AMEND RULE 4-1.5 AND RULE 4-7 .3  OF THE (I 

RULES REGULATING THE FLORIDA BAR 

COMES NOW, BILL WAGNER, At to rney  a t  Law, ( A t t o r n e y  

Number 083998))  and f i l e s  t h i s  Response t o  c e r t a i n  p o r t i o n s  of 

t h e  P e t i t i o n  of The F l o r i d a  Bar t o  t h e  Supreme Cour t  of  F l o r i d a  

t o  amend t h e  Rules  R e g u l a t i n g  The F l o r i d a  Bar .  

RESPONDENT'S INTEREST 

Respondent is  a member of  t h e  S p e c i a l  Commission t o  

Study Contingency Fees  and R e f e r r a l  P r a c t i c e s ,  however, t h i s  

Response is f i l e d  by Respondent s o l e l y  i n  h i s  c a p a c i t y  a s  a 

member of  The F l o r i d a  Bar .  

I )  OBJECTION TO PERCENTAGE LIMITATIONS ON SHARING FEES 

Respondent o b j e c t s  t o  t h e  a d o p t i o n  of  proposed Rule 

4 - 1 . 5 ( f ) ( 4 ) d  e s t a b l i s h i n g  s p e c i a l  l i m i t a t i o n s  on s h a r i n g  of  f e e s  

between l awyers  on c l a i m s  f o r  p e r s o n a l  i n j u r y ,  which l i m i t a t i o n s  

a r e  d i f f e r e n t  from and s u b s t a n t i a l l y  more r e s t r i c t i v e  t h a n  t h e  

l i m i t a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  s h a r i n g  of f e e s  between l awyers  i n  o t h e r  

c a s e s .  Such proposed r u l e  u n f a i r l y  l i m i t s  and r e s t r i c t s  t h e  

r i g h t  of an i n j u r e d  pe r son  t o  employ t h e  a t t o r n e y  of c h o i c e  and 

f u r t h e r  i m p a i r s  t h e  r i g h t  of an i n j u r e d  pe r son  t o  c o n t r a c t  upon 

r e a s o n a b l e  t e rms  w i t h  such  a t t o r n e y s  and such  number of  a t t o r n e y s  

and under such  terms and c o n d i t i o n s  a s  he o r  s h e  may choose .  

The proposed r u l e  u n f a i r l y  d i s c r i m i n a t e s  a g a i n s t  i n j u r e d  p e r s o n s  

by p l a c i n g  r e s t r i c t i o n s  upon t h e i r  r i g h t  of c o n t r a c t  and t h e i r  

r i g h t  t o  employ a t t o r n e y s  of  t h e i r  c h o i c e  upon terms and c o n d i t i o n s  

of t h e i r  choos ing  which do n o t  e x i s t  upon t h e  r i g h t  of o t h e r  

p e r s o n s  and c o r p o r a t i o n s  t o  employ a t t o r n e y s .  

Respondent ,  a s  a member of  t h e  S p e c i a l  Commission t o  

Study Contingency Fees and R e f e r r a l  P r a c t i c e s ,  opposed such  proposed 

r u l e  w h i l e  on t h e  Commission and t h e  r e c o r d s  of t h e  Commission 

w i l l  r e f l e c t  t h a t  Respondent was j o i n e d  by o t h e r  members of  t h e  

Commission i n  o b j e c t i n g  t o  t h e  r u l e .  



Respondent f i l e d  a  " P a r t i a l  D i s s e n t "  t o  t h e  Commission's 

r e p o r t  which has  been made a  p a r t  of  t h e  r e p o r t  of t h e  S p e c i a l  

Commission which is  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  bound copy of t h e  r e p o r t  

of t h e  S p e c i a l  Commission made a  p a r t  of t h e s e  p r o c e e d i n g s .  

Respondent r e s p e c t f u l l y  r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t h e  Court  c o n s i d e r  

Responden t ' s  arguments  and o p i n i o n s  a s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  such P a r t i a l  

D i s s e n t  i n  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  B a r ' s  P e t i t i o n .  

11) OBJECTION TO BOARD OF GOVERNORS' MODIFICATION 
OF COMMISSION'S RECOMMENDATION ON LAWYER DISCLOSURE 

The Board of Governors '  m o d i f i c a t i o n s  t o  proposed Rule 

4-7.3,  Legal  S e r v i c e  I n f o r m a t i o n ,  s h o u l d  be  r e j e c t e d  and t h e  

recommendations of t h e  Commission s h o u l d  be  a c c e p t e d .  

The S p e c i a l  Commission t o  Study Contingency Fees  and 

R e f e r r a l  P r a c t i c e s  overwhelmingly recommended t h a t  t h e  Cour t  

adopt  r u l e s  r e q u i r i n g  t h a t  l awyers  p r o v i d e  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  

t h e  l a w y e r ' s  background,  t r a i n i n g ,  and e x p e r i e n c e  t o  p r o s p e c t i v e  

c l i e n t s  upon r e q u e s t .  I f  a  lawyer c la imed s p e c i a l  e x p e r i e n c e  

i n  h a n d l i n g  c e r t a i n  m a t t e r s  o r  p u b l i c l y  l i m i t s  t h e  l a w y e r ' s  p r a c t i c e  

t o  c e r t a i n  k i n d s  of c a s e s ,  t h e  Commission proposed t h a t  such  

r u l e  s h o u l d  r e q u i r e  t h a t  l awyers  p r o v i d e  f a c t u a l  d e t a i l s  c o n c e r n i n g  

such s p e c i a l  e x p e r i e n c e  t o  p r o s p e c t i v e  c l i e n t s  i n  o r d e r  t o  a s s i s t  

them i n  making t h e i r  i n i t i a l  s e l e c t i o n  of a  lawyer t o  r e p r e s e n t  

them. The Commission f u r t h e r  recommended t h a t  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  

of w r i t t e n  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  l awyers  be made known by a l l  

a d v e r t i s i n g  l awyers  i n  a l l  a d v e r t i s i n g .  F i n a l l y  t h e  Commission 

recommended t h a t  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  by a  lawyer t o  a  p r o s p e c t i v e  

c l i e n t  of w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  c l i e n t  i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  

m a t t e r  be presumed t o  b e  m i s l e a d i n g  i f  a t  t h e  t ime  such r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  

a r e  made t h e  lawyer knows t h a t  he i n t e n d s  t o  r e f e r  o r  a s s o c i a t e  

o t h e r  c o u n s e l  t o  a c t  a s  pr imary  a t t o r n e y s  i n  t h e  c a s e ,  r a t h e r  

t h a n  p e r s o n a l l y  hand le  t h e  m a t t e r .  

F i n a l l y  t h e  Commission recommended t h a t  t h e  r u l e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  

p r o v i d e  t h a t  i n f o r m a t i o n  f u r n i s h e d  t o  c l i e n t s  s h a l l  n o t  be d i r e c t l y  

f a l s e  o r  m i s l e a d i n g ,  i m p l i e d l y  f a l s e  o r  m i s l e a d i n g ,  f a i l  t o  d i s c l o s e  

m a t e r i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  o r  be  u n s u b s t a n t i a t e d  i n  f a c t  o r  u n f a i r .  



The Board of Governors '  M o d i f i c a t i o n s  

The B a r ' s  proposed r u l e  makes t h e  requ i rement  f o r  p r o v i d i n g  

i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  c l i e n t s  and t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on a d v e r t i s i n g  a p p l i c a b l e  

o n l y  t o  l awyers  who a r e  i n v o l v e d  " i n  an a c t i o n  o r  c l a i m  f o r  p e r s o n a l  

i n j u r y  o r  f o r  p r o p e r t y  damage o r  f o r  d e a t h  o r  l o s s  of s e r v i c e s  

r e s u l t i n g  from p e r s o n a l  i n j u r i e s  based upon t o r t i o u s  conduct  

of a n o t h e r ,  i n c l u d i n g  p r o d u c t s  l i a b i l i t y  c l a i m s ,  whereby t h e  

compensat ion is t o  be  dependent  o r  c o n t i n g e n t  i n  whole o r  i n  

I I p a r t  upon t h e  s u c c e s s f u l  p r o s e c u t i o n  o r  s e t t l e m e n t  t h e r e o f  . . .  . 
The B a r ' s  m o d i f i c a t i o n  f u r t h e r  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  such  s t a t e -  

ments i n  a d v e r t i s i n g  need o n l y  comply w i t h  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  of 

Rule 4-7.1. 

Both of t h e  B a r ' s  m o d i f i c a t i o n s  s h o u l d  be r e j e c t e d  

and t h e  proposed r u l e  s u b m i t t e d  by t h e  Commission s h o u l d  be 

a c c e p t e d .  

Why Should D i s c l o s u r e  Apply Only To P e r s o n a l  I n j u r y  Lawyers? 

The Commission's p r o p o s a l s  t o  r e q u i r e  l awyers  t o  p r o v i d e  

i n  w r i t i n g ,  f a c t u a l  a c c u r a t e  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e i r  c a p a b i l i t i e s  

is v i t a l l y  i m p o r t a n t .  T h i s  Court  and t h e  Supreme Court  of t h e  

Uni ted  S t a t e s  h a s  r e c o g n i z e d  t h a t  we l i v e  i n  a  v a s t l y  d i f f e r e n t  

day and age  from t h a t  when our  s o c i e t y  was much less complex 

and t h e  consumers of l e g a l  s e r v i c e s  were f a r  f ewer .  I n  t h a t  

l e s s  complex s o c i e t y  w i t h  fewer l aws ,  fewer l a w y e r s ,  and l e s s  

s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  l e g a l  p r a c t i c e ,  it may have i n  some 

c i r c u m s t a n c e s  been r e a l i s t i c  t o  e x p e c t  a  p r o s p e c t i v e  c l i e n t  t o  

make a  r e a s o n a b l e  s e l e c t i o n  of a  competent a t t o r n e y  by p e r s o n a l  

i n q u i r y  i n t o  t h e  a t t o r n e y ' s  g e n e r a l  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s .  I f  such 

an age  e v e r  d i d  e x i s t ,  it most c e r t a i n l y  no l o n g e r  e x i s t s  i n  

t h e  complex urban s o c i e t y  of F l o r i d a  t o d a y .  Telephone books 

no l o n g e r  l i s t  1 0  o r  1 5  l awyers  o r  law f i r m s .  They l i s t  many 

hundreds of law f i r m s  and l awyers  under  a  v a r i e t y  of c o n f u s i n g  

and complex c a t e g o r i e s .  The most c u r r e n t  Tampa t e l e p h o n e  d i r e c t o r y  

ye l low pages  is  comprised of 65  pages  of a t t o r n e y  l i s t i n g s .  I n  

a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  c a t e g o r y  of " a t t o r n e y s "  which s t r e t c h e s  

on f o r  40 p a g e s ,  t h e r e  a r e  approx imate ly  26 a d d i t i o n a l  pages  

of s p e c i a l t y  c a t e g o r i e s .  A p r o s p e c t i v e  c l i e n t  must ,  wi thou t  



l e g a l  t r a i n i n g ,  de te rmine  i f  t h e i r  l e g a l  problem is one b e s t  

handled  by l awyers  l i s t e d  i n  24 s e p a r a t e  c a t e g o r i e s  of l e g a l  

s p e c i a l t y  r a n g i n g  from " A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  and Government Law" th rough  

"Workers Compensation". The c l i e n t  is e x p e c t e d  t o  make t h e  i n i t i a l  

d e c i s i o n  a s  t o  whether  o r  n o t  t h e i r  problem is one of "Admiral ty",  

"Corpora t ion  and B u s i n e s s  Law", "General  P r a c t i c e " ,  "En te r t a inment  

and S p o r t s  Law", "Franch i se  Law", " Insurance  Law", " T r i a l  P r a c t i c e  

- Genera l " ,  " T r i a l  P r a c t i c e  - P e r s o n a l  I n j u r y  and Wrongful Death",  

o r  p e r h a p s  a  combinat ion  of one o r  more of t h e s e  o r  o t h e r  c a t e g o r i e s .  

They may s e l e c t  from lawyers  who a r e  l i s t e d  o n l y  by name, l i s t e d  

i n  e x t r a  l a r g e  b l a c k  l e t t e r s ,  o r  by name w i t h  f i e l d s  of e x p e r i e n c e  

i n  b l a c k  l e t t e r s ,  o r  by names w i t h  s m a l l  d i s p l a y  a d s ,  o r  by names 

w i t h  s m a l l  d i s p l a y  a d s  i n  r e d  l e t t e r s ,  o r  by names and l a r g e  

d i s p l a y  a d s .  

I f  t h e y  a r e  n o t  f o r t u n a t e  enough t o  know someone who 

h a s  genuine  v a l i d  e x p e r i e n c e  d e a l i n g  w i t h  a t t o r n e y s  t o  h e l p  them 

make t h e i r  s e l e c t i o n ,  t h e y  must r e l y  upon t h e  happenstance  of 

g e t t i n g  a  v a l i d  recommendation from someone e l s e  who l i k e l y  f i r s t  

made t h e i r  s e l e c t i o n  of an a t t o r n e y  i n  an e q u a l l y  haphazard  manner. 

F a i l i n g  t h i s ,  t h e y  may r e l y  upon t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  of t h e  a t t o r n e y s  

i n  t h e i r  l a r g e  d i s p l a y  a d s ,  some of which list 11 o r  12  d i f f e r e n t  

c a t e g o r i e s  of l e g a l  s e r v i c e s  o f f e r e d  by t h e  f i r m  i n v o l v e d .  

These a d s  u r g e  c l i e n t s  t o  s e e k  a d v i c e  i f  t h e i r  l e g a l  problems 

i n v o l v e  "Debtor Payback P l a n " ,  " F l o r i d a  W i l l  P r o b a t e " ,  "Adoptions",  

"Divorce ,  Custody and C h i l d  Suppor t" ,  "Name Change", " I n c o r p o r a t i o n " ,  

"Real E s t a t e " ,  " I n j u r i e s  from Animals ( p i t b u l l s ,  and s o  f o r t h ) " ,  

" Insurance  Claims",  " M a r i t a l  and Family Law", "DUI", "DWI", " T r a f f i c " ,  

and "Bankruptcy". ( A l l  q u o t e s  a r e  from c u r r e n t  Tampa ye l low 

pages  ) .  

The consumer of l e g a l  s e r v i c e s  must now e i t h e r  de te rmine  

which of t h e s e  many a t t o r n e y s  a r e  t o  be s e l e c t e d  by i n d i v i d u a l  

t e l e p h o n e  c a l l s  o r  by i n d i v i d u a l  v i s i t s  t o  t h e  a t t o r n e y ' s  o f f i c e s .  

E i t h e r  method produces  a  s i t u a t i o n  i n  which t h e  consumer is i n  

a  d r a m a t i c a l l y  u n f a i r ,  p o t e n t i a l l y  p r e s s u r e d  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  w i t h  

t h e  a t t o r n e y .  



The Commission and t h e  Bar a r e  b o t h  r i g h t  when t h e y  

u rge  t h e  Supreme Court  of  F l o r i d a  t o  g i v e  t h e  consumer a t  l e a s t  

t h e  minimal a d d i t i o n a l  h e l p  of b e i n g  a b l e  t o  o b t a i n  f a c t u a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  

i n  w r i t t e n  form from a  p r o s p e c t i v e  a t t o r n e y  t o  a s s i s t  them i n  

making an i n t e l l i g e n t  d e c i s i o n  i n  t h e  i n i t i a l  s e l e c t i o n  of an 

a t t o r n e y .  By r e q u i r i n g  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  be i n  w r i t i n g ,  by 

r e q u i r i n g  t h a t  c o p i e s  be a v a i l a b l e  t o  a  c l i e n t  by minimal c l i e n t  

e f f o r t ,  and by r e q u i r i n g  such  w r i t t e n  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  be r e t a i n e d  

and a v a i l a b l e  f o r  examinat ion  by t h e  B a r ,  t h e  Court  w i l l  g r e a t l y  

i n c r e a s e  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e c e i v e d  and unders tood  

by t h e  c l i e n t  w i l l  be a c c u r a t e  and comple te .  R e q u i r i n g  a c c u r a t e  

w r i t t e n  i n f o r m a t i o n  is  f a r  s u p e r i o r  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  method of 

communicating such  i n f o r m a t i o n  th rough  d i s p l a y  a d v e r t i s i n g  c o n t a i n i n g  

l i m i t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  and th rough  l i m i t e d  o r a l  communication between 

t h e  c l i e n t  and t h e  l awyer .  

But t h e  B a r ' s  g r a v e  e r r o r  is t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  lawyers  

who must p r o v i d e  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  p r o s p e c t i v e  c l i e n t s  a r e  

t h o s e  l awyers  p r o v i d i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  c l i e n t s  who have p e r s o n a l  

i n j u r y  o r  wrongful  d e a t h  m a t t e r s  and o n l y  i f  t h e  lawyer w i l l  

r e p r e s e n t  t h e  c l i e n t  on a  c o n t i n g e n t  f e e  b a s i s .  

I f  t h e  c i t i z e n s  of  t h i s  S t a t e  a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  t h i s  

C o u r t ' s  p r o t e c t i o n  i n  i n i t i a l l y  c o n t r a c t i n g  w i t h  lawyers  i n  p e r s o n a l  

i n j u r y  and wrongful  d e a t h  m a t t e r s ,  t h e y  most c e r t a i n l y  a r e  e n t i t l e d  

l i k e w i s e  t o  t h e  same p r o t e c t i o n  i f  t h e y  a r e  i n i t i a l l y  s e l e c t i n g  

lawyers  d u r i n g  t h e  s t r e s s f u l  t i m e s  i n v o l v e d  i n  p e r s o n a l  bankrup tcy ,  

f a m i l y  d i s s o l u t i o n ,  and d e f e n s e  of c r i m i n a l  c h a r g e s .  

I f  t h e  p e r s o n a l  i n j u r y  lawyer a d v e r t i s i n g  h i s  a v a i l a b i l i t y  

must i n c l u d e  i n  h i s  a d v e r t i s e m e n t  a  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  " f r e e  w r i t t e n  

i n f o r m a t i o n  concern ing  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  and e x p e r i e n c e  a v a i l a b l e  

on r e q u e s t " ,  why s h o u l d  no t  t h e  lawyer s e e k i n g  c l i e n t s  who need 

h e l p  i n  d i v o r c e ,  a d o p t i o n ,  bankrup tcy ,  change of name, immigra t ion ,  

n a t u r a l i z a t i o n ,  o r  o t h e r w i s e .  Should n o t  a l l  c i t i z e n s  s e e k i n g  

p r o t e c t i o n  from t h i s  Court  i n  d e a l i n g  w i t h  l awyers  be e q u a l l y  

p r o t e c t e d .  

The Bar and t h i s  Court  have b o t h  s t r u g g l e d  w i t h  t h e  

i s s u e  of a d v e r t i s i n g  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of many t y p e s  of law p r a c t i c e .  

Cases i n v o l v i n g  a d v e r t i s i n g  i n  immigra t ion  and n a t u r a l i z a t i o n  

law, c a s e s  i n v o l v i n g  t h e  r i g h t  of a  law f i r m  t o  s o l i c i t  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  



of condominium associations and cases involving advertising of 

family law specialization are well known to the Bar. Why should 

not the lawyers seeking to establish a relationship with a prospective 

client in those situations not also be required to furnish factual 

information to their prospective clients. 

While recent high level publicity has focused attention 

upon personal injury lawyers, the polls seem to clearly indicate 

that distrust of lawyers is not nearly so specialized. This 

Court's protection of prospective clients should not be so limited 

and selective as that requested by The Florida Bar. 

Is It Unfair? 

The Commission's original proposal contained a paragraph 

(e) which read as follows: 

(e) Any factual statement contained in any advertise- 
ment or any information furnished to a prospective 
client under this rule shall not be: 

(1) Directly false or misleading. 

(2) Impliedly false or misleading. 

(3) Fail to disclose material information. 

(4) Unsubstantiated in fact. 

(5) Unfair. 

The Bar's proposal strikes this paragraph and substitutes 

instead a requirement that information furnished shall not violate 

Rule 4-7.1 which reads: 

4-7.1 Communications concerning a lawver's 
services. A lawyer shall not make or permit to be 
made a false or misleading communication about the - 
lawyer or the lawyer's services. A communication 
is false or misleading if it: 

(a) Contains a material misrepresentation 
of fact or law or omits a fact necessary to make 
the statement considered as a whole not materially 
misleading; 

(b) Is likely to create an unjustified 
expectation about results the lawyer can achieve 
or states or implies that the lawyer can achieve 
results by means that violate the Rules of 
Professional Conduct or other law; or 

(c) Compares the lawyer's services with other 
lawyers' services, unless the comparison can be 
factually substantiated. (emphasis supplied) 

Both the Commission and the Bar, of course, recommend 

that Rule 4-7.1 be retained as applying in all communications 

between a lawyer and a client. 



Debate b e f o r e  t h e  Board of Governors  focused  f r e q u e n t l y  

upon concern  a t  t h e  i n a b i l i t y  t o  e n f o r c e  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n  a g a i n s t  

" u n f a i r "  s t a t e m e n t s .  At tached  a s  E x h i b i t  A t o  t h i s  Response 

is t h i s  Responden t ' s  l e t t e r  c o n t a i n i n g  arguments  s e e k i n g  t o  have 

t h e  p r o v i s i o n  r e i n s t a t e d  a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  mee t ing  of  t h e  Board. 

T h i s  Respondent r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t h e  Court  c o n s i d e r  t h e s e  

arguments  and Law Review a r t i c l e  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e r e i n  i n  r e v i e w i n g  

t h i s  m a t t e r ,  b u t  w i l l  n o t  f u r t h e r  a rgue  t h e  m a t t e r .  

I t  i s ,  however, r e s p e c t f u l l y  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  i f  t h e  

t e r m  " u n f a i r "  is  deemed by t h i s  Court  t o  be  t o o  vague o r  i n d e f i n i t e  

f o r  enforcement  i t  n e v e r t h e l e s s  s h o u l d  be i n c l u d e d  t o  send  a  

message t h a t  i n  t h e  a r e a  of a d v e r t i s i n g  and s o l i c i t a t i o n  of c l i e n t s  

t h e  h i g h e s t  l e v e l  of f a i r n e s s  t o  a  c l i e n t  is  deemed i m p o r t a n t .  

Any m i s r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  ( n o t  j u s t  m a t e r i a l  m i s r e p r e s e n t a t i o n )  s h o u l d  

be condemned. I f  t h e  t e rm " u n f a i r "  is  deemed t o o  vague o r  i n d e f i n i t e  

f o r  even t h a t  p u r p o s e ,  pa ragraph  ( e )  s h o u l d  be r e i n s t a t e d  wi thou t  

t h e  i n c l u s i o n  of  subparagraph  ( 5 )  c o n t a i n i n g  t h e  " u n f a i r "  l anguage .  

111) CONCLUSION 

I t  is  r e s p e c t f u l l y  s u b m i t t e d  t h a t  t h e  Court  s h o u l d  

adopt  t h e  B a r ' s  p r o p o s a l s  w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  of proposed Rule 

4 - 1 . 5 ( f )  ( 4 ) d ,  and s h o u l d  r e i n s t a t e  t h e  ~ o m m i s $ ~ n ' s  r e c o d e n d a t  i o n  
* i " .  

, 1 .  

f o r  t h e  amendment t o  Rule 4-7.3.  ,I 
Y 1 

~ e s ~ e c t f d $ k i  s u b m i t t e d ,  *,**' 

McLaughlin, P.A. 
708 Jackson S t r e e t  
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