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SYMBOLS AND REFERENCES

In this brief, the complainant, The Florida Bar, shall be
referred to as "The Florida Bar" or '"the bar."

The transcript of the final hearing held on December 13th
and 14th, 1993, shall be referred to as "T", followed by the
cited page number.

The Report of Referee dated January 4, 1994, will be
referred to as "ROR, 81,903," followed by the referenced page
number(s) of the Appendix, attached. (ROR-A- )

The bar's exhibits will be referred to as Bar Ex. p
followed by the exhibit number.

The respondent's exhibits will be referred to as Respondent
Ex. , followed by the exhibit number.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Nineteenth Judicial Circuit Grievance Committee "A"
voted to find probable cause on February 17, 1993. The bar filed
its complaint on June 8, 1993. The referee was appointed on June
18, 1993. This case was consolidated with case number 81,379 for

purposes of judicial economy.

The final hearing was held on December 12 and December 13,
1993. The referee issued his report on January 5, 1994, in which
he recommended the respondent be found not guilty of all charges
in both cases. The board considered the report at its February,
1994, meeting and voted to appeal the referee's conclusions of
law and recommendation of not quilty only in case number 81,903.

The bar served its petition for review on February 22, 1994.




STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

The bar does not take issue with the referee's findings of
fact, therefore, unless otherwise noted, the following facts are

derived from the report of referee.

The respondent and Margaret Taylor divorced in 1972, At
that time they had two minor children. Pursuant to an agreement,
the respondent was ordered by the Superior Court of the State of
New Hampshire to pay $450.00 per month in child support and
maintain adequate medical insurance. At the time the respondent
was a medical doctor. In the ensuing years, the respondent's
career and business ventures faltered due to his substance abuse
problems. He filed for personal bankruptcy. In 1984, he sought
treatment for his addictions. He later entered and graduated
from law school and was admitted to The Florida Bar in 1989. At
the time he was examined by the Board of Bar Examiners, his child
support delinquency was made known to and considered by the
board. After his admission, the respondent became employed by a

large personal injury law firm as an associate.

On March 1, 1991, Margaret Taylor filed a petition in the
New Hampshire court to hold the respondent in contempt for
nonpayment of child support. On August 30, 1991, after a hearing
on the merits, the court entered an order finding that at times
between September, 1982, and June, 1990, the respondent had the

2




ability to pay the child support but without just cause failed to
do so. The court rejected his argument that he and his former
wife had orally agreed to a modification. The respondent was
found in contempt of court and his former wife was awarded
attorney's fees. No further sanctions were imposed. The
respondent did not appeal the court's order and it remains

outstanding.




SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT

The respondent has engaged in the contempt of court for
failing to satisfy his personal child support obligations. The
respondent continuously has ignored a 1972 court order requiring
the payment of child support. 1In 1991, this finally resulted in

his being found in contempt of court.

Rather than seeking modification of the child support order,
or appealing the contempt order, the respondent simply has
ignored the New Hampshire orders. Clearly, this demonstrates
conduct prejudicial to the administration of Jjustice. The
referee incorrectly has dismissed this matter as a personal civil
matter between the respondent and his ex-wife. An attorney has a
duty either to obey orders of a tribunal or to seek appropriate
remedies. 1Ignoring valid court orders is not an alternative for
a member of The Florida Bar sworn to uphold the integrity of the
judicial system. Whether the orders affect an attorney

professionally or personally should not be distinguished.

By imposing discipline, this court will respond to the
legislature's request that the Supreme Court of Florida adopt
sanctions similar to 61.13015, Fla. Stat. (1993), and demonstrate
that this court always has disciplined attorneys who violate
orders of the court, whether related to personal child support or
otherwise. This court already has in effect measures to impose
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discipline on an attorney who engages in any action of contempt
of court, including failure to satisfy personal child support
obligations. A ninety-one (91) day suspension, requiring proof
of rehabilitation from the factors which led to this situation,

is appropriate.




ARGUMENT
POINT I

IT IS APPROPRIATE THAT THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA

DISCIPLINE ATTORNEYS WHO FAIL TO OBEY COURT ORDERS.

Ch. 93-208, preamble, Laws of Fla., an act relating to child
support, was enacted on July 1, 1993. This act provides for the
Department of Professional Regulation to suspend or deny a
professional 1license or certificate due to the licensee's
delinquent child support obligations. The act further states
that it is "...requesting the Florida Supreme Court to adopt an
amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar to discipline

attorneys who are delinquent or fail to pay child support..."

Ch. 93-208, preamble, Laws of Fla., Section 61.13015
provides that an obligee of child support may petition the court
with jurisdiction over the child support order to suspend or deny
a professional license of any delinquent obligor, upon exhaustion

of all other available remedies.

The legislature has requested that similar sanctions be
imposed upon attorneys. Clearly, this case provides this court
with the opportunity to demonstrate to the legislature that the
Supreme Court of Florida does in fact discipline any attorney who

acts in the contempt of court.

The precedent in this state to date is The Florida Bar v.
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Langston, 540 So. 2d 118 (Fla. 1989), where an attorney was held
in contempt of court during his divorce proceedings due to his
failure to pay temporary alimony and child support as ordered by
the court. He was jailed for approximately six weeks until he
purged himself. In the final judgment of dissolution and various
orders pertaining to the contempt, the trial judge found, that
despite his ability to do so, the attorney failed to pay his
temporary alimony and child support and also engaged 1in a
calculated scheme to defraud his wife of alimony and prevent an
equitable distribution of property. This court stated that the
attorney's misconduct was neither excused nor satisfactorily
explained by virtue of it arising in an acrimonious dissolution
proceeding where the wife was represented by counsel. 1In defense
of his position, the attorney pointed out that the misconduct
occurred more than six years prior to the bar's case and in the
interim he took steps to reestablish his credit and rebuild his
business following bankruptcy. This court, however, was unswayed
by his arguments and found his contemptuous conduct to be serious
and "particularly egregious for a lawyer." The attorney received

a ninety-one (91) day suspension.

An attorney was suspended for three years in The Florida Bar

v. Wishart, 543 So. 2d 1250 (Fla. 1989), as a result of the

attorney's close personal and emotional involvement in the
custody proceeding involving his step-granddaughter. The lawyer
became involved in the divorce of his son and daughter-in-law.
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The court entered a temporary order awarding custody to the
daughter-in-law. The presiding judge then entered an orxder of
recusal. Mr. Wishart took possession of the child and refused to
return her to her mother, claiming that the recusal order had the
effect of voiding the temporary custody order. A subsequent
judge entered a temporary restraining order requiring Mr. Wishart
to return the child which Mr. Wishart refused to obey. He then
refused a direct order of the judge to reveal the child's
location and was jailed. He returned the child only after
assurances from the court that she would not be returned to her
mother. After the final judgment was entered in the dissolution
action, the court ordered the parents to share parental
responsibility with primary residence being with the mother.
Thereafter, Mr. Wishart again took the child and refused to
return her to her mother. He refused to obey a writ of habeas
corpus issued by the circuit court because he believed it was
void. Several appeals followed. Throughout the civil
proceedings, the attorney willfully and knowingly disobeyed and
counseled others to disobey orders and judgments of the circuit
court. He pursued a course of conduct knowingly designed to
disrupt the orderly process of the judicial system and to serve
his own ends, as he alone defined them. He failed to recognize
the adverse impact his course of conduct had on the legal system
which he took an oath to uphold. This court stated that if Mr.
Wishart doubted the validity of the various court orders, his

option was to challenge them legally rather than to ignore them.
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The orders were presumed valid and he was obligated to obey them
until such time as they were properly and successfully
challenged. In mitigation, the court considered Mr. Wishart's
close personal and emotional involvement in the <custody

proceeding.

It is well settled that actions in contempt of court by a

member of The Florida Bar will not be tolerated by this court.

Rule 4-8.4(d), with which the respondent was charged,

provides: "A lawyer shall not engage in conduct that is
prejudicial to the administration of justice." The comment
notes: "A lawyer may refuse to comply with an obligation imposed

by law upon a good faith belief that no valid obligation exists.
The provisions of rule 4-1.2(d) concerning a good faith challenge
to the validity, scope, meaning, or application of the law apply

to challenges of legal regulation of the practice of law."
In the case at hand, the respondent has made no challenges
to the August 30, 1991, order of the New Hampshire court (Bar EX.

6) and he remains in contempt for noncompliance.

Recently, in The Florida Bar v. Rood, 19 Fla. L. Weekly 551

(Fla. Jan. 20, 1994), this court suspended Mr. Rood for a number
of violations where Mr. Rood was held in willful contempt of
court. He was found to have viclated rule 4-8.4 of the Rules

9




Regulating The Florida Bar. The court noted, "As to count two, a
lawyer should never mislead the court on a proposed course of
action or fail to keep a promise made to the court. There is
evidence that Rood did both, even though he may not have intended

to do so," at page 55.

In The Florida Bar v. McKenzie, 432 So. 2d 566 (Fla. 1983),

this court publically reprimanded an attorney where he engaged in
the contempt of court for failing to appear on behalf of his
client at a hearing. Mr. McKenzie also was found guilty of

additional rule violations for other conduct.

In The Florida Bar v. Neely, 417 So. 2d 957 (Fla. 1982),

this court disciplined Mr. Neely with a public¢ reprimand and one
year probation for his actions in failing to obey orders of the
appellate court directing him to proceed in prosecuting his
client's criminal appeal which resulted in his being adjudged in

contempt.

In The Florida Bar v. Jackson, 494 So. 2d 206 (Fla. 1986),

an attorney challenged the referee's recommendation of guilt
where he had been found to be in contempt of court for disobeying
an order of the trial court requiring his appearance. Mr.
Jackson claimed he did not obey the order for his appearance
because the date was a religious holiday and the order infringed
on his first amendment rights. This court stated:

10




. Under the circumstances, we cannot conclude that
Jackson's intentional defiance of the trial court's

order to appear was a good faith test of the validity

of that ruling. To hold otherwise would extend this

exception to all cases in which a recalcitrant attorney

claims a sincere belief in the invalidity of a ruling,

regardless of the reasonableness of that belief. At
page 207.
This rationale is directly on point here. The respondent

failed to seek to judicially modify the standing obligation of
the court which stemmed from 1972. He has failed to seek an
appeal of the court's order holding him in contempt, or to take
action to purge himself of the contempt. This action clearly

demonstrates a disregard for the administration of justice.

Discipline is appropriate for such conduct.




POINT II
THE REFEREE'S CONCLUSION OF LAW THAT AN ATTORNEY SHOULD
NOT BE DISCIPLINED FOR BEING HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT
DUE TO A FAILURE TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT IS ERRONEOUS.

The bar takes no issue with referee's findings of fact

because such findings are supported by the evidence, The Florida

Bar v. Micks, 628 So. 2d 1104 (Fla. 1993). The referee's legal

conclusions, however, are subject to a broader scope of review
because the ultimate responsibility for entering the appropriate

judgement rests with this court, The Florida Bar in re Inglis,

471 So. 2d 38 (Fla. 1985).

The bar submits the referee's conclusion that the bar is
seeking to discipline the respondent for not paying his child
support is erroneous. The situation here is that the respondent
was found in contempt of court for actions which continued after
his admission to The Florida Bar. The order of contempt was not
issued until 1long after the respondent had been admitted to
practice and therefore was not considered by the Board of Bar
Examiners. As a result, there are no ex post facto

considerations presented here.

With respect to the referee's concerns about ex post facto
considerations, the misconduct with which the respondent is
charged, being held in contempt of court, did not occur until

after he was admitted to The Florida Bar and therefore was not
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considered by the Board of Bar Examiners. It is true that the
respondent's failure to pay his child support arose prior to his
admission to the bar and continued thereafter. Simply because an
attorney's ongoing activities commenced prior to admission to the
bar does not immunize him from professional responsibility. For

example, in The Florida Bar v. Pedrero, 538 So. 2d 842 (Fla.

1989), an attorney was disbarred for his involvement in drug
importation. His involvement began approximately one year prior
to his being admitted to the practice of law in Florida. He
arranged for a co-conspirator to obtain false identification so
as to acquire credit cards and bank accounts which were used to
purchase merchandise and receive c¢ash advancements. These
activities continued after the attorney's admission to The

Florida Bar.

The bar submits it is appropriate to discipline an attorney
for his contempt of court even if it involves a matter unrelated
to the practice of law because an attorney is an officer of court
and is held to a higher standard of care to avoid bringing the

profession and the legal system into scorn and disrepute.

In the case at hand, it is noted that the order holding the
respondent in contempt specifically found that respondent had the
ability to pay, Bar Ex. 6. Therefore, respondent's attempt to
engage the referee in a de novo review of his financial situation

was lirrelevant and inappropriate. Sanctions are warranted for
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respondent's action in failing to obey a valid court order

resulting in his being held in contempt.

The respondent has disobeyed an order requiring his payment

of child support from 1972 to date, Bar Ex 1; Bar Ex. 2; Bar Ex.

6. He never has sought a modification of the child support
order, T. pp. 103-104. He never has appealed the most recent
order adjudicating him in contempt (T. pp. 104-105). Such

actions are not appropriate to a member of The Florida Bar.

The referee characterizes this as a private civil matter
between the respondent and his ex-wife. It is the position of
the legislature of this state that nonpayment of child support is
a matter which may be addressed, in other regulated professions,
by the suspension or denial of professional licenses and
certificates. The referee acknowledged this court's ability to
make a similar determination in his report, ROR-A-8, Section III.
As discussed above, this court clearly has the authority to
discipline attorneys who engage in violations of orders of the

court.

It is the position of The Florida Bar that the respondent's
actions, resulting in his being held in contempt of court, and
his continued failure to seek to purge himself of this condition,

are grounds for disciplinary action.
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POINT TIII
THE APPROPRIATE LEVEL OF DISCIPLINE FOR BEING HELD IN
CONTEMPT OF COURT FOR FAILING TO ABIDE BY A CHILD

SUPPORT OBLIGATION IS A NINETY-ONE (91) DAY SUSPENSION
AND PAYMENT OF COSTS.

In accordance with the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar and
Ch. 93-208, preamble, Laws of Fla., respondent should be
suspended for ninety-one (91) days and thereafter until he
demonstrates his fitness to practice law by satisfying his child

support obligation.

The Florida Standards for Imposing Lawyer Sanctions support
a suspension. Standard 6;2, abuse of the legal process, applies
in cases where an attorney fails to obey an obligation under the
rules of a tribunal. Standard 6.22 calls for a suspension when a
lawyer Kknowingly violates a court order or rule, and causes
injury or potential injury to a client or a party, or causes
interference or potential interference with a legal proceeding.
The language of the standard does not require the attorney to be

acting in his professional capacity.

A ninety-one day suspension requires the attorney prove
rehabilitation in order to gain reinstatement. Rehabilitation
has been defined by this court as the attorney's restoration to
previous rank, good standing, former rights, privileges or

reputation, In re McGregor, 122 So. 2d 7, 9 (Fla. 1960). A
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suspension with automatic reinstatement does not impose on the

lawyer the responsibility of taking affirmative action during the

suspension period to gain reinstatement, The Florida Bar v.
Thompson, 500 So. 2d 1335 (Fla. 1986). Therefore, anything less

than a ninety-one day suspension would allow the respondent to
continue ignoring the New Hampshire court's order as he has done
for the past two and one-half years. He would have the freedom
to decide when, if ever, to purge himself of contempt. He would
continue practicing law, thus demonstrating to the public that a
lawyer, unlike other professionals, can continue to enjoy earning
a substantial income and not suffer the adverse consequences
other professionals face when found in contempt of court due to a

failure to pay child support.

The respondent does not appear to appreciate the gravity of
being held in contempt of court or his duty either to abide by

court orders or seek modification through the appropriate means.
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. CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, The Florida Bar prays this Honorable Court will
review the referee's findings of fact, conclusions of law and
recommendation of not guilty and instead impose a discipline of a
ninety-one (91) day suspension, requiring proof of rehabilitation
prior to reinstatement and payment of costs, currently totalling

$1,786.11.
Respectfully submitted,

JOHN F. HARKNESS, JR.
Executive Director
The Florida Bar
650 Apalachee Parkway
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300
(904) 561-5600

. ATTORNEY NO. 123390

JOHN T. BERRY

Staff Counsel

The Florida Bar

650 Apalachee Parkway
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300
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AND

JAN WICHROWSKI

Bar Counsel

The Florida Bar
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Suite 200
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JAN WICHROWSKI
Bar Counsel




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the original and seven (7) copies of
the foregoing amended initial brief and appendix have been
furnished by regular U. S. mail tov@g; Supreme Court of Florida,
Supreme Court Building, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1927; a copy
of the foregoing has been furnished by regular U. S§. mail to Mr.
Michael Keenan, counsel for respondent, at 325 Clematis Street,
Suite A - 2nd Floor, West Palm Beach, Florida 33401; and a copy
of the foregoing has been furnished by reqular U. S. mail to
Staff Counsel, The Florida Bar, 650 Apalachee Parkway,
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300, this _23rd day of March ,

1994.

e U hedidy

JAN WICHROWSKI
Bar Counsel
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA
(Before A Referee)

Case Nos. 81,379

THE FLORIDA BAR (Fla. Bar Case No. 92-31,232 193)
Complainant,
V.
PEILLIP H. TAYLOR 81,803
(Florida Bar Case No. 92-31,972 183)

Respondent,

I Summarv of Proceedings tursuant to the undersicned being duly
arTeinced as Referee teo conduct cissiplinary procssdings nerslin, accCording to
sz Tules of Discipline, final nezying was neld cn Iscember 1L oand 13, 1¢S:

Tne feollowing attorneys appearsd &8 counssl ICTY LOEe TaILiEs

Fer The rlicorice EZar Janicse ¥. Wichrowsxi, Zar Counse.

. For The Respondent G. Michzel Keenan, Zsguirs
These casss were consolidated for purposes of final hezring, although

LAs To Cese No. B1-37¢
K (Florida Bar Cess No. 92-31,232 (1%3))

1. In the fall of 1991, Respondent was employed as an assocliate in
the West Pzlm Beach, Florida, law firm of Searcy, Denney, Scarola, Barnhardt
& Shipley, P.R. ("Searcy firm").

2. Also at that time Respondent continued to be on probationary

admission to The Florida Bar, which, in part, required that he practice only

ith other member(s) of the Florida Bar (Respondents No. 1 in evidence).

Al
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3. Respondent’s area of practice at the Searcy firm primarily

.olved medical malpractice cases. ‘This was only natural, since he is also
a medical doctor (although he does not have an active license).

4. One of the Searcy firm’s clients was Alicia Slagle and har
minor daughter, who had a medical negligence claim for brain damage sufferad
by the child at the time she was pbcrn. Respondent was the primary associats

"

&t the Searcy firm working on the case and had fresguent contact with Ms.

Slagle. Apparesntly such cases invelve great deal of client "hand-holding®

A7)

due to the complex problems of the children, which was especially true fer

“he Fespondent’s involvement in ligh: of nis medical trainine and experisnce
3 During cnis pericdd ci time Zespendent became concerned azcus
trne ceniinusd wviebilicy of nis emglovment with thz Searey firm, in larss
cerc, cue Lo Lts desmand that &l. esscclates si¢gn an emplovment contracso
.nca;nlr.g certain proviglons with which Rsspeondent disagrsed
g ks result of such concern and Xnowing the condition of nis

inquire abcut potential employwent with his firm. He first spoke with Mz,
Gary by telephone on Friday, Novembsr 15, 1991, andé personally met with nim

at that time. -

11
8]
cr
O

7. Also during this seame period of time, Respondent continu

1]

have contact with Ms. Slagle ané advised her about his possible departus
from the Searcy firm.

8. On November 21, 1991, Respondent made his decision to resicn

from the Searcy firm after first speaking with Mr. Gary to make sure he could

‘e employed by his law firm. Apparently, he first advised Mr. Searcy by

telephone and immediately thereafter submitted handwritten and typed letters

A?




of resignation (Respondent’s Exhibits 5 & 6 in evidence) .

9. On November 27, 1991, the Searcy firm sued the ﬁeSpondent, Mr.
Gary and their law firm in the Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, Florida,
and obtained an ex parte injunction prohibiting them from communicating with
certain of the Searcy firm’s clients, including Ms. Slagle (BRar’s Exhibits 1
& 2 in evidence) .

10. A motion was f£iled to dissolve the injunction and a hearing

wag commenced Lo consider the issue before the Fonorable Jonn D. Wessel

Circuit Jucdgce, on December 10, 19861 Both the Respondent and Ms. Slacgle

testified In that procesding. The sntire transcrizt of that proceeding was

aomIiiel LntC gevidence eg Bar’s Zxilzit No. Theg metion te dissolvs the
LhoUnCiicn was o ultimately denied (Zar’s Exnizic YNo.o 4 in evidesnce)

il It 1s important tc xesp in wmind that The Floricda Bar has rot

.‘arg-&d tne Fespondent with impregerly soliciting the Searcy firm’s cliencs.

mathexr, ne has been charged with tsstifving falssly to Judge Wessel about che

12. The Floridas Bar’s turcden in this regard is to prove its case
by clear and convincing evidencs. In my view it has failed to meet its
burden N

13. Essentially, the Zar’'s case 1s based upon conflicts betwesn

the testimony of Respondent and Ms. Slagle.

In some instances I find there was no conflict or that Respondent’s
testimony was accurate. For example, - both Respondent and Ms. Slzagle
testified that prior to November 21, 1991, Respondent told her about the

.possibility that the was leaving the Searcy firm. Thus, when he was asked

questions which included words connoting certainly of departure he was
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truthful in testifying that:such conversations did not occur.

. In other instances, Ms. Slagle’s testimony conflicted with itself.
For example, at page 29 of the hearing transcript (first section of Bar’'s
Exhibit No. 5) Ms. Slagle testified that during a conversation which took

place prior to November 21, 1991, Respondent asked if she would go with him

iy
foae
b

if he left the Searcy firm. However, she subsequently testifisd at page 24

cf her depcsition (second section of Bar’s Exhibit No. 5)°, the Respondent

»
3

e
9]
=3
o]
}_l.
N
D

actually tolad her that clients had

(Zirss sagoicn of EBar’s EZxhibit MNo. ©) that Resgeondent teleghcned her end
rented ner Lo sign & ccniract and dismiss the Ssarey firm SCWever, Lhal
ccx placs gfter Regpendent’s resignation. Thug, 1T Cannct Dg considered as
& casis tc reluge Fesgondent’s testimony ©f what e €a2id UC NEX Dpricr o

2 totel cerngidsration of Ms Slagle’s testimony discloses én
individual who had develcpsd & rapport with the Rssgendent and was concernsd

Undoubtedly, Respondent’s possible departure and her possible tsrmination cf
representation were discussed prior to November 21, 1891. EHowever, there ars

questions about exactly what was said and when it was said. Such questions

"
i

preclude & finding of false testimony by Respondsnt by cleer and convincing

evidence.
As To Case No. 81,903
(Florida Bar Case No. 92-31, 971(1%A))
1. Respondent was formerly married to Margaret Taylor. They were
. 'Part of Ms. Slagle’s testimony was taken by deposition after

Judge Wessel had to adjourn the courtroom proceedings to handle
other matters on his docket.

Ad
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divorced on March 8, 1972, in the Superior Court of the State of New
.ugshire, Equity #11,638. At the time of the divorce the parties had two
minor children. Pursuant to an agreement, Respondent.was ordered to pay
$450.00 per month in child support and maintain adequate medical insurance.

2. Riter the divorce Respondent became & successful medical doctor
and businessman. He ultimately lost everything, including another marrizce, Al

due to alcohol and drug addictions, culminating in personal zenkruptcy.

3 He Dbegan treatment Zor addictions in 1884. Lazer he encsrad,
&nd subsequently graduated from, law school. Eowever, he was also beceming
increasingly celincuent In his child support pevmsnts Lo Margare:s Tevicr
Theses pavmente had rnever been wmedified or abated by ordsr of {hz ey
Campshire courc

4 Wnen Reggencsent azfplied Ior admission to The Fleorida Ear in

B&r Examiners, was his cnild supgert problems with Margaret Tavlior. Zlthcuch

oS A

child support due the Zormer Mrs. Tavlor (Respondent’s No.

[8)

5. After his admission, Respondent became an asscciate in ths law
firm of Montgomery, Searcy & Denney, P.A. n/k/a Searcy, Denney, Scarols,
Barnhart & Shipley, P.2.

6. On March 1, 1991, Margaret Taylor filed & retition to hold
Respondent in contempt for nonpayment of child support in the original New
Hampshire divorce proceeding.

7. On RAugust 30, 1991, after a hearing on the merits, the New

‘ampshire court entered its order finding "...that at times..." between ".

September, 1982, through June, 1990,..." Respondent had the ability to pay

AS




child support and without just cause failaj.to do so. The court also
reMected Respondent’s argument of a&an oral modification due to lack of
consideration, since Respondent failed to comply with its terms. As a
conséquence, he was found in contempt of court and his former wife was
awarded attorneys’ fees (Bar No. 6 in evidence). No further sanctions‘or
requirements were impossd by the court. That order was not appealed and
remains outstanding.

IIT. Recommendaticn 2s To Whether Or Not The Respondent Should Be Feound

Guiltv:
As to each cease I mzke the Ifcllowing rscommendations as to cuili cr
innocencs
ts te Casz MNo. E1-37S
I reccmmend thiat ths Respondent ke found not cuilty and speciiiczlls

The following Rulessg of Professional Conduct: 4-3.3(a) (1) Zor knowincly

making & false statement of

)

zterizl fact or law to a tribunegl; 4-4.1(z) for
knowingly making a false statement of material fact or law to g‘third person;
4-8.4(b) for committing & originazl act that reflects acdversely on his
honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawyer in other rssceacts; 4-§6.4(C)
for engaging in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice.

The redson for my recommendation is the failure of The Florida Bar to
prove the basis for those charges by clear and convincing evidence.

. As to Case No. 81,903

I recommend that the Respondent be found not guilty and specifically

Ab




rhat he be found not guilty of the followiﬁg violations charged by The
.rida Bar, to wit:

rule of Discipline 3-4.3 for committing an act that 1is unlawful or
contrary to honesty and justice; and

The following Rules of Professional Conduct: a-8 .4 (a) for violating the
pules of Professional Conduct; and 4-8.4(4) for engaging in conduct that 1is
prejudicial to the administration of justice.

The reasons for my recommendation in this particular case do not inveolve

or
T

purden of proof. The macerial fazcis are not in dispute. Rather, they

b
(i

as follows:

fu

1 Neither sids nhag CLIzT & reported Tlpovida case where & Lawryerl

--c peen sanc-icned for Zailure LT RED child suTTeTT CY SCmE CLier cdemssiic
~zizrions Gebc, except Lng FICXICE S2 U Larcsccn 540 §. 2¢ 1 (Fla 1SEZ)

.wzve_, in Langston ©hg &ULOoIns perjurec “imgzlf and entersc ILLC &

czlculated scheme to cefrauc nis cifa and consegusently the court No such

ecregious facts are pregent in this Case. Nor ¢id the New Hampshire court

velative to nhis defense of oral medification. RELDET, it essentially held
that any such modification lacked consideration because Respondent failec to
fully perform his end of the bargain.

2. This case is more &kin to 2 private civil matter betwsen

Respondent and his former wife. The situation has not had an adverse impact
on his ability to practice law. Nor does it involve disnonesty, moral
turpitude, immorality, deceit or breach of trust. I believe the court’s

comments in The Florida Bar V. Della-Donna, 583 So. 2d 307, 312 (Fla. 1991),

.should be seriously considered and that The Florida Bar should not be acting

as a de facto collection agent for child support in a civil matter.
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3. The actual subject mat£er of the Complaint in this case was the
.gust 30, 1991, order of the New Hampshire court (Bar’s Exhibit No. 6). It
was really a civil judgment. rurther, The Florida Bar did not formally
charge the Respondent with misconduct under the 13972 divorce decree.

4. That same August 30, 1991, order was not specific as to the
dare of Respondent’s CONCLemptuous conduct (it occurred "at times" betwesen
September, 1982 and June 1890) . rhat fact, considered with the fact that

Respondent’s problems with nis formaer wife were considersed prior to nis

preoationary sdmission into The Florida Bar in 198¢, make me wonder if tnis

S o . oA - . R
woold neot emcount Lo SCmeLlilnc gimi_ar LC g£X oSt fecto pu‘ulsnment.

tn
]

come otnher conduct, such as perjusy, dishonesty, deceit, etc., SO e it
However, L1 do not pelieve the Rules of Discipline oOr tne Rules of

brofessional Conduct specifically address it at this time.

IV Recommendation as to Disciplinary Measures LO be Apovlied:

Having found the Respondent not guilty in both cases, 1o discipline is
recommended.

V. past Historv and Past Disciplinary Record:

Having found the Respondent not guilty in both cases, this section is

not applicable.

vi. Statement of Costs and Manner in Wwhich Costs_Should be Taxed.

T am aware of various legislative proposals to address this
particular issue for professional ]icensees in Florida.

A8




. Having found the rRespondent not quilty in both cases, I recommend that

costs not be charged to the Respondent.

DATED this 6Q£a_day of _AlLLZHLdLup ' Jéé;:nnjbj

SCEET MJ KENNEY, FTEREH
Comﬂes To:
SEE ATTACEED MAILING LIST

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T EEREEY CERTIFY & coniormsd tnat & copy OL tnE zbove-rezort of referes
nzs peen servad on Janice K Wichrowski, EBar Cou neel at The Florida Bar, €20
Norch Orancs Ave., Suite 200, Orlando, Florida, 328; G Micnael Xesnan,
Tsquire, Suits A, Szcondé Floor, 3223 Clematis St., West pzlm Zeach, Flcorica
321401; ané Jenn T. BEIIY, Scaff Counsgl, Tne Tiaridaz Bar, 630 Apalacnss
Zarwway, Tellanasses, Tiorida, 328¢t-posteacse praceid, vig fizst class mell,
sostage prEfail, trnis B cay of , 1¢6¢:

FY PRI



The Florida Bar V phillip H. Tavlox

Case No. 93-30,502 (194)
- MAILING LIST
Janice Wichrowski
Bar Counsezl
THE FLORIDA BAR

880 MNorth Orange Avenue

Orlando, FL 328701

Janice ¥. Wichrowski, Bar Counsel
TER FLORIDA BAR
€80 MNerth Orance Lvenue
Suite 200
QOriendo, Ti 3ZECL
. Tromas Wackesn, CnRalrman
Mimerssroh Judicizal Clrcult Grisvancs
Cc\-—--—w - - - HD‘H
401 =. Oscsclsa ST
. Sryars, TL 24663
Jonn T. Zerry
Stafif Counsel
TEE FLORIDA BAX
6S0 Apalachee Parxway
Tallanessee, FL 32398-2300
Jonn F. Harkne Jr.

650 Rpalachee Parkway
Tzllzhassee, FL 32399-2300

Robert M. Montgomery, JIr..

Montgomery, Larmoyeux, P.A.
P.0O. Drawer 3086

West Palm Beach, FL 33402

G. Michael Keenan, Esq.
Suite A, Second Floor

3125 Clematis St.

West Palm Beach, FL 33401
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Ch. 93-207, § 76 1993 REGULAR SESSION

Saction 76. This act shall take effect upon becoming a law.

Aporoved by the Governor May 12, 1993
Filed in Office Secretary of State May 12, 1942,

FAMILY LAW—CHILD SUPPORT
Chapter 93-208

CSHEB. N

AN ACT relating to child support amending & 6113, F.5 providing for child support in
accordance with the child support quidelines; providing for apportionment of the costs of
ealth imsurance for the minor child; creating s. 6113015, F.5. providing for a petition to
suspend or deny 2 profescional license or certificate for delinquent child support obligations;
amending s. 5111, F.5 providing [or interest with respect to judgments for child suppert:
sroviding fur egual oifact of setilements and court orders on subsequent medifications:
amending s 6116, F.8. authonizing the as of ceriain fees against the Department of
Health and Ref . s 51.20. F.5. providing for modification :
cRilg support guidclines; < 23031, F.8; requiring employers o allow 2

: : Cor the cenial of teaching ceriificn

ding for the suspenzion of i

alemeanty limiting

rofessional licer

<

o

wport delinguencies; Iimiting lizhility:
denial of licenzes for chilé supron

limiting liability; providing for re

registration; amencing 61.181, F.5.; ex

recoiving, recording, reporting, dishursing, monitering, and handling child support payment

1o be collected: requiring compliance audits: requesting the Florica Supreme Cour: to

an amendmern: to the rules regulating The Floridn Bar to diccipline atlorneys who
celinguent or fail to pay child supporly amenging S5 1097367, T42.045, and Ti2.0%,
providing that any costs in Title IV-D cases incurred by the clerk of the eircuit cour sha
assessed only against the nonprevailing obligor; amending s. 4200, F.8; revising lan

with respect to the establishment of paternity for children born ou: of wedlock; amendi
%33.707, F.5.; providing for the payment of arrearages from court-ordered child support by
personal representative; amending s. 61.1301, F.&,; revising language with respect to inceme
deduction orders; requiring a report to the Governor and the Legislature; providing an
effective date.

Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Florida:

Saction 1. Faragrar

sgraphs (a) and (b) of subsection (1) and subsection (3) of section 61.13.
Florida Statutes. are amended to read:

61.13. Custody and support of children; visitation rights; power of court in making
orders

(1)(a) In a proceading for dissolutien of marriage, the court may at any time order either er
both parents who owe a duty of support to a child to pay support in accordance with the
ruidelines in s 61.30 m%#mmww%m%«
equiabla. The court initially entering an order requiring one or both parents to make child
support payments shall have continuing jurisdiction after the entry of the initial order to
modify the amount and terms and conditions of the child support payments when the
modification is found necessary by the court in the best interests of the child, when the child
reaches majority, or when there is a cubstantial change in the circumstances of tha parties.
The court initially entering a child support order shall also have continuing jurisdiction to

Adcilions are Indicaled by underling; defetions by shikeoul
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REGMLAR SESSION Ch. 93-208, § 2

re the obligee to report {o the court on terms prescribed bY the court regarding the
sition of the child support payments.

) Each order for child support shall contain a provision for health insurance for the minor
{ -vhen the insurance is reasonably available. Insurance is reasonably available if either
obligor or the obligee has access at @ reasonaple rate to group insurance. The court may
jire the obligor either 10 provide health insuranc verage or to reimburse the obligee [or

e co A

o5t of health insurance coverage for the minor cniid when coverage is provided bv the

c

T ...._-—-—"‘_"'___-_h ] - )
se. In either event. the court__r_:hall apporuon The cost of coverage to both parties oY
ing the cost to the basic obligation Jetermined pursuant to §. 51.30(6).

A copy of the court order for insurance coverage shall be served on the obligor's parer

arion by the obligee oF the V-D agency when the following conditions arg MED

.. The obligor fails 0 srovide writien proof to 118 obligee or the [V-D agency within 30
of receiving effectve sotice of the court order, that the Insurance has been obtained of
.- zoplication for insurzcility n.as peen mads;

by mail at the obligor's

in 1

The obiigee of [V-D agency serves wrissen notice of it nrent to eniorce reditcl

coverage avizted 8

suppars o
ase iz equilalii

L GWATS (R

i
i
e
s

Ane an GrhET T

of professionzl licenses and certificates

pumsuant 2 31, 408, Cand : o s gelngue Dt
ooiization. ‘aver v ~aw Do ingd Faz exnauiiad o

Tvailapie remeai T 3 secticn 15 10 promote the Tuoiic DolCY of 5. =Lt .
{2) The obliges gnzil @mv fea (g any CTHIOT when a delinguancy exists in the sUTTIL
ohvgauon. The noucs =t tne cohgor has 30 ds

zanvice of the nolice 1= compieie to pay tne delinguency or 10 TE
ehTmee to pay the deinauency. 1ne rouce i t, i
aoreerent cannot bé reachod. ihe license 7 €2 ied or su jed CLoflEnl
s o court order.
) 1 a delinguenty exists and t o ilz v the calinquency OF to rezin iR
av Lne dalingue
of Tinquency. ne obigee shal d motice lo_tne obligor si3
obigor has 30 days to By the delinguency oF teach an agreemant w3ih the obligee o L3 (e
delinquency. 1 the coupor fails to tespond to_either mouce from the obligee or if the oTIED
av the delinguency OF to reach an arreement to pay the delinquency after the f22
Totice, the obligee M3y DeLuon the court {0 deny the a Tication for the license or ceranicai?
or to suspend the 1 ficate of the obhror. Lhe court mav find that it would
iravpropriate to derv or suspend a licenseé or certiicate if:

(a) Denial or suspension would result in irreparab\e harm to the obligor or emb
obligor or would not accomplish the objective of collecting the delinquency: or

_____________»-————-L-_—_'

Acditions are indicated By undetling; deletions BY strikeout 1603
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Ch. 93-208, § 2 1993 REGULAR SESSION

(b) The obligor demonstrates that he has made a good faith effort to reach an agreement

with the obligee,

The court may not deny or suspend a license or certificate if the court determines that an
zlternative remedy s available to the obligee which is likely to accomplish the objective of
collecting the delinguency. If the oblizor fails in the defense of a petition for denial or
cuspension. the court which entered the support order or the cowrt which is enforeine the
SupDort order shall enter an order to deny the application for the licenze or ceruficate or to
cuspend the license or certificate of the obligor. In the case of suspension, the court shall

order the obligor to surrender the certificate or Ticense to the department or to the licensing
board which issued the license or certificate. In the case of denial, the court shall order the
apnropriate deparument or licensing board to denv the application.

(4) If the court denies or suspends a license or certificate and gor subseguenilv

pavs the delinguency or reaches an apgTeerment Wiin ine opiiges 10 2 delinquency and
anes the nrst paviment reguired by the agreement inz license or te shall be iszuea
or reinstated upon wniten proof o the court inat the cobligor has ad with the cours
order. Proot of pavmeni shall congist of a certinied cony of tl

demcsiiory. Tne court shail order the ADDronrials CEDArNiMmEr
Tzinstate the license or certficate withous zadizional charge

(37 Notice shall D
G, Lo the ¢od
v

51.14. Enforcement and madification of support. ~aintenance, or alimony agreements
or orders

(d) The court shall near the obl
er the date of U i

;
ait

wdements for child suppor.

(7) When modification of an exi
modify a settlement agreement an
court order shall be the same.

Saction 4. Subszcdion (1) of secton BL1E, Flerds
to read:

61.16. Attorney's fees, suit money, and cosis

Seoa

(1) The court may {rom time to time, ater consic
parties, order a party 1o pay a reasonadle amoun: for atterney’s {ees. suit money, and the cost
to the other party of maintaining or defending any proceading under this chapter, inciuding
enforcement and modification proceedings. The court may order that the amount be pal
directly to the attorney, who may enforce the order in his name. In Title IV-D cases,
attorney’s fees, suit meney, and costs, including filing fees, recording faes, mediation costs,
service of process fees, and other expenses incurred by the clerk of the eircuit court, shall be
assessed only against the nonprevailing obligor aiter the court makes a determination of the
nonprevailing obligor's ability to pay such costs and fees. The Department of Health and
Rehabilitative Services shall not be considered a party for purposes of this section: however,

fees may be assessed against the department pursuant to s. 57.105(1).

1604 Additions are indicated by underiine; delelions by siZkesud
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1993 REGULAR SESSION : Ch. 93-208, § 5

5 Subsecton (1), paragraph (e) of subsection (3), and subsections (6), (7), (8), (9),
(o, ' (12), (13), and (14) of section 61.20, Florida Statutes, 1992 Supplement, are amended
to read:

61.20. Child support guidelines

(1)(a) The chiid support guideline amount 25 determined by this section presumptively
establishes the amount the trier of fact shall order as child support in &n initial proceeding for
such support or in a proceeding for modification of an existing order for such support,
whether the proceeding arises under this or 2nother chapter. The trier of fact may order
payment of child support which varies, olus or minus 5 percent, from the puideline armount,
The trier of fact may orger payment of chid support in an amount which varies more tnan 3
percent diffarans from such guideline amoust onlv upon 2 written finding, or 8 speciic finding
on the record. explaining why ordering paim.ent of such guideline amount would be unjuii of
inappropriate.

‘sr proving 2 substanial change in cirgums

(b) The guidelines may provide the besis

@ nrder may be grantéG. However, the diff
m sroviced for under ine qudelines shell be 2

v reiore (he COUTT May Iind that ©

.+ Children

~ CRii e

Income D=z Twd Trraa Four Five iy

$30.00 ) D 70 T Ts
700.00 120 2 123 124 R
73000 i 186 167 171 173
£00.00 180 211 213 218 224
S30.00 202 257 239 2 233 RERS
0000 23 302 305 306 312 3
030.00 RN 347 331 335 330 RE
1000.00 235 3835 397 402 46 L
1030.00 243 332 443 443 453 455
1100.00 235 400 459 485 500 302
1150.00 233 417 522 Ml 347 3338
1200.00 230 435 4 333 394 g
1250.00 9¢9) 4351 585 34 611 &3
1300.00 S 467 o 639 683 653
1330.00 310 482 €03 £31 735 T3
1400.00 R 488 623 702 763 '“!
1450.00 330 513 B42 724 188 53
1500.00 340 529 662 74 813 Se8
1550.00 330 544 631 63 836 385
1600.00 300 560 701 70 860 92\?
1650.00 370 LYE) 720 12 84 9-30
1700.00 320 591 740 833 807 gl
1750.00 300 606 159 832 931 aes
1500.00 400 622 779 817 933 1022
1850.00 410 638 798 900 979 1048
1900.00 421 634 818 923 1004 1074

addilions are indicaled by underline; deletions by strikeoul 1605
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Ch. 93-208, § 5 ' : 1993 REGULAR SESSION

Combined
Monthly
Available ' Child or Children
Income One Two Three Four
1830.00 431 670 239
2000.00 442 636 859
2050.00 452 702 379
2100.00 453 718 399

9130.00 472 734 919
5 2960.00 484 751 a4
¥ 9920.00 464 767 960
: ; 2300.00 303 783 230
& - 9550.00 515 759 1000
¥ 216000 328 815 1020
x5 2450.00 555 £31 1041
-8 2550.00 37 &t 1051
T 92:0.00 557 g5 1081
. zas 820 1101
' 3 03 1121
L 233 ¢i2 1141
- it 1150
& R fal 1S 3
gy, s PR vion -
i i - :
e 1231 i ‘
Fz 1232 i \
2 R 1271 1433 1383
r £33 1031 1285 1433 1583
i 73 1043 1308 274 1803
3 : 882 1080 1327 1483 155
g 5730.00 303 1075 1543 1315 1834
. 2200.60 0% 1060 1264 13237 1377
710 1103 1582 1338 1700
72 1129 1401 1370 1728 3
a8 1133 14ic 1386 1713 22
753 1140 1438 1620 17al 3
Tis 15 1433 12101 T8 TR
5559.00 TiT 1178 1473 1832 1811 PR
3550.00 757 1194 1483 1683 1537 163
3760.00 175 1208 1303 1702 1337 1887
53750.00 T 1221 1390 1721 1878 20
5300.00 783 1234 1536 1740 1388 2031
3850.00 02 1248 1553 1735 1620 5235
3¢00.00 &1l 1751 1570 1778 1950 2273
3¢30.00 gia 1275 1337 1797 1641 2257
400000 €23 1983 1503 1515 1632 2
4020.00 ST 1302 1820 1533 g2 2
4100.00 &5 1315 1557 1834 2023 3
4150.00 834 1328 163+ 1373 2044 2
4200.00 £33 1342 1670 1592 2054 2
4250.00 872 1335 1687 1911 2035 2

1369 1704 1630 2105
1382 1721 1848 2127
4400.00 &23 1396 1737 1983 2147
4450.00 20v 1409 1754 1987 2168
4500.00 815 1423 1771 2005 2180
1436 1788 2024 2200
1450 1804 2043 2230
1463 1821 2062 2231
1477 1833 2031 2271
1490 1855 2100 2202

1606 . Additions are Indicated by undedtine; deletions by
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ymbined

onthly

sailable Child or Children

come One Two Thrze Four Five

1£00.00 263 1503 1871 2119 2313
1850.00 977 213 2334

46C0.00 986 2157 2354
4930.00 993 2174 2372
3000.00 1000 2188 2387
2050.00 1006 2202 2102
5l 1013 2213 2417
101¢ 222¢ 2432
1023 2243 247
1032 22305 2152
1038 2270 2377
1043 2283 2562
1031 2267 2507
1057 2311 2822
103 D34 23370

1050

e
A
A

1 2

2 1 73T
250000 11 2 2734
235000 1153 2 2751
500.C0 11cy 2240 2708
£530.00 1133 253t 2735
£200.00 1T 284l 2783
1550.00 1173 2373 2510
$¢20.00 1178 253 2322
$550.00 & 2585 2534
6702.00 1128 2304 2343
$730.C0 1163 2613 2534
¢S00.C0 11%g . 2383
£250.00 12¢0 1863 2340 2372
$800.00 120 1873 2347 2882
3930.00 AN 1879 2335 2501
7000.00 1212 1835 BRE 2600
5050.00 1213 1891 2370 35090
7100.00 1220 1897 2378 2919
7150.00 1224 1903 2333 2023
7200.00 1223 1909 2383 2037
7230.00 1232 1915 2400 20486
7300.00 1235 1921 2403 2036

330.00 1238 1927 2410
7400.00 1243 1933 2423
7450.00 1247 1939 2430
7500.00 1251 1945 2438
R50.00 1253 1951 2446
0.00 1259 1937 2453
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Ch. 93-208, § 5 1993 REGULAR SESSION

Combined
Monthly
Available Child or Children
Income One Three Four Five
7650.00 1263 2461 2767 3020
7700.00 1267 2468 2775 3030
7750.00 1271 23 2784 3039
7800.00 1274 24 2792 3048
7850.00 1278 24 2801 3057
7900.00 1282 24 2810 3067
7%50.00 1286 23 2218 3076
£000.00 1220 2 2827 3085
£030.00 1204 2 2835 3094
£100.00 12¢8 2 EASE
8130.00 1302 2 2832
£200.00 1302 2 2861
JRIRS AL
130 2ssT

1343
1348 24
1332 2 34
15352 21 34
1340 21 54
1554 2113 345
1373 2123 3463
1372 2129 5303
1578 2133 3513
1380 2141 3523
158 2147 3 3332
1383 2133 2l ; : 3342
1551 21359 27 3 3325 3332
15¢3 2165 2 3 3333 3362
1353 2171 2 3 3544 2371
1403 2177 27 3 3333 3531
1407 2183 2 3 T 3363 3391
1411 2189 2 3062 3372 3601
1413 2193 2 Rt 3351 351C
£230.00 1413 2201 i S0 33¢0 33520
67360.00 422 2205 2 311 3586 RItRAS
2730.00 1425 2219 IR 3121 3402 3334
0300.00 427 2215 2776 312 3408 3641
€350.00 430 2217 2781 KRN 341 3647
¢200.00 1432 2221 2786 3137 3420 3653
$950.00 1435 2225 2701 3143 3426 3039
10000.00 1437 2225 2795 3148 3432 3666

For combined morthly available income less than the anount sel out on the above schedules,
the parent should be ordered to pay a child support amount, determined on a case-by-case
basis, to establish the principle of payment and lay the basis for increased orders should the
parent’s income increase in the fulure. For combined monthly avaiisble income greater than
the amount set out in the above schedules. the obligation shall be the minimum amount of

.
s"'“:i"aﬂ'r

a- i
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1993 REGULAR SESSION Ch. 93-208, § 5

support provided by the guidelines plus the following percentages multiplied by the amount of
income over $10,000:

Child or Children

One Two Three Four Five Six
5.0% 7.5% 9.5% 11.0% 12.0% 12.5%

(7) Child care costs incurred on hehaif of the children due to employment, &f job sezrch. or
cdueation calewlated to result in emploxmment or to enhance income of current emplovment of
either parent shall be reduced by 25 percernt and then snall be added to the basic oblgatisn.
Child care costs shall not exceed the level requred to provide guality care from a licenzed
squrce for the children.

(8) Health insurance cosis resulung from coverage orcered pursuant 1o E. A1.13(1)
=~ :

)

o2 2

aaim amm Tt Tatect-T
R A S M.

maved pareniil

romemaking senmioe

cnnseeutive dave the o

ocaid (o the cu
wount awarded.

(R3304

(7Y Total availzdle &

) The impac: of the
cxemuption.  Tne fours mav order ke cemary residentis
inicraal Reverca zenmice dependen sxemption i 2
UDPOrt pavmants,

(i) When anolication of the child sunvort ruidelines raquires a person to pay soelnar
person more taan ao percent of his wwas income for a caid sLOLOIT oblization for current
Sunport resulung (ram a single suppert ereer.

(k)% Any other adjustment which is ~eeded to achieve an equitable result which may

L
rr
lonlNs "]

ate

&)
-

include, but no: be limitad to, a reazanaole and necessary existing expense or debi. Such
expense or dett may include, but is nod limited to, a reasonable and necessary expense or

debt which the parties jeintly incurred curing the murriage.

(12)_A parent with a support oblization may have other childven living with him or her who
were born or acdopted after the suppor: ovligation arese. The existence of such subsequant
children shoula net as a general rule te considered by {hc court as a basis for disregarding
the amount provided 1n the puidpkmes. The parent with 3 support obligation for subseguent
hildren mayzgas thesexstence of sucn subzequent children as 2, justification for dzviation

adétling; deletions. by stikecut 11609

T
i o




Ch. 93-208, § b 1993 REGULAR SESSION

from the guidelines. However, if the existence of such subsequent children is raised, the
‘heome of the other parent of the subseguent children shall be considered by the court in
determining whether or not there Is a basis for deviation from the guideline amount. The
Tssue of subsequent children may only be raised in a proceeding for an upward modification of
an exsung award and may not be applied to justify a decresse in an existing award.

(13)L) If the recurring incomne is not sufficient to meet the needs of the child, the court
may order child support to be paid from nonrecurring income or 2ssels.

(14)12) Every petition for child support or for modification of child support shall be H
accompanied by an affidavit which shows the party’s income, allowable deductions, and net S

income computed in accordance with this section. The affidavit shell te served at the same

me that the petition is served. The respondent_whether or net 2 stipulation is entered,

5
i

~mouted in accordance with this section. The responcent snall includs nis affidavit with the

answer to the petition or as soon thereatrer as iz pracucable, butin anv case atleast 72 hours
srior to apv hearing on the ninances of either sariy.
(15)03) For purposes of establishing an odit

g
¢

21| make an affidavit which shows the pary’s income, zllowable ¢zcuciions, and net income
H - +

iz zceordance with this

zzonion, i
: (92579 the IV-D zgeney is

imcame of the cusicdizl parent

a person who is receiving puo!

st Aty
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ve of proce

o
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cctien 251.097, Floride S:ztut

ha depariment shall allow apoliesnts for rnew or renewzl cerseates and renewal

0

csrificareholders to be screened by the Tive IV-D child support azancy pursuant (0 5.

T 9303 {p assure coripliance with a support obngzuon, Tre puroei2 of this secuon is @0
Trorote the public policy of this state as sslaoliined in § 4000551, ine departmen:t snall.
wren girected by the court, deny the appiicaten 0f eny applicant fcund to have a delinguent
5017 obligation. The cepartment shail issue or ramsiate the ceruficatd without additional
Tarze 1o the ceruncatenolder when rotified by Tha court tna: tne certificateholder hos
mehed wWith (e terms of the court order, Tr2 c#pa t - b2 held liable for any

Lid

Al
I
b
L)

carmincate demal or suspension resulting from tne Cizcnarze of 122 cutes under this saction,

sction S, Subsection (1) and paragraph (z) of subsecton (47 ¢f saction 231.23, Florida

23128, Education Practices Commission; authority to discipline

(1) The Education Practices Commission shall have authority to suspend the teaching
certificate of any person as defined in s. 228.0:1(9) or (10) for a period of time not to exceed 3
vears, thereby denying that person the right to teach for that peried of time, after which the
helder may return to teaching as provided in subsection (4); to revoke the teaching certificate
of any person, thereby denying that person the right to teach for a period of lime not to
exceed 10 years, with reinstatement subject to the provisions of subsection (4); to revoke
permanently the teaching certificate of any person; to suspend the teaching certificate, upon

1610 Additions are indicaled by underline; deletions by strikecu!
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993 REGULAR SESSION Ch. 93-208, § 9

@the court, of any person found to have a delinquent child support obligation; or to
mpose any other penalty provided by law, provided it can be shown that such person:

(2) Obtained the teaching certificate by fraudulent means;

(b) Has proved to be incompetent to teach or to perform duties as an employee of the
yublic school system or to teach in or to operate a private school;

(¢) Has been guilty of gross immorality or an act involving moral turpitude;

(d) Has had a teaching certificate revoked in another state;

(e) Has been convicted of 2 mizdemeanor, felony, or any other eriminal charge, pther than
a minor traffic violation;

() Upon investigaton, has been found guilty of personal conduct which seriously reduces
that person's effectiveness as &3 employee of

() Has breacned a coniract, 3s provided in & 231.36(2); or
cring the Education Practices Commigsion 10

(n) Has been the subiect of a coury order Gir

suivend the certificate 28 2 rezult of 2 € i support ociization.

(i4k) Has otherwise violated the provisions of law or rules of the State Board
: © iz teaching ceruficate,

«re penaliy for which is the revoeatien € 1

4%a) A teachin : nas sigpenced UnGET U

reinzlated aUln

nerot ol

. - ceriificate DY

2 ike siale board CIITERL S

2ULTL -

inguent cnil

Towever. no cetils
zvailople remegies.
ozzohicred in s 209
9y The Tile IV-D &
c-certinicates and current iic
of ail licenses and ceriicates i o
comoliance with any cnid suppors oolicaticn.

s=piicant. licensa2, or coruncateholder is an coligor wno is delinguent on

an
<

g22, 7 suppors ogligatie
The Title 1v-D agency shail ceruiy Lne C2iinGUency pursuent to & 6114
(3) The Title IV-D agancy chall give notce to any oblicor who is an 3 plicant fer a ngw @
yamewal license or certificiie oY The holder of 2 current Ticenze or certiicai?
Calinguency exisid in the supdort obl The notice shall soeciiy that the obligs
davs from the gaté on Which service of (he notice 1S complate to pav U
iwch ap agreement to pay the Jelmaueney with the Title V-0 agency. Lhe neues
zpecilv that, if pavinent iz not made or an arveement eannot be reached, the atoiicaiion
be denied or the license Or certifica..on may be suspended pursuant to A courl Crgen

(4) 1{ the obligor {zils to pav the delinguency OF reach an agre2able avment arrangeme

iTation,

within 30 davs following completion of service of the notice of the delinquency, the Tl iv-D
agency shall send a second nolice to the cblior stating that the oohgor has 30 days 10 ;
delinquency or reach an arreement 1o pay the delinquency with the Title IV-D agency. 17
the obligor fails to respond to either nouce from the Title VD agency or if the ebliger jal
to pay the delinguency or reach an agreoment to pay the Jelinquency after the second noiice

The ‘Title 1V-D agency may petition the court which entered the support order or the €0

0\'hich i enforoing the support order to deny the apphication for the Ticense or certificaie o7 t¢

Additions are Indicated by underling; deletions by strikeont 1611
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Ch. 93-208, § 9 | 1993 REGULAR SESSION

suspend the license or eertificate of the obligor. However, no petition may be filed until the
Title IV-D agency has exhausted all other available remedies. The court may find that it
would be inaporooriate to deny a license or suspend a license or certificate if:

(a) Denial or suspension would result in irreparable harm to the obligor or employees of
the obligor or would not accomplish the objective of collecting the delinquency; or

(b) The obligor demonstrates that he has made a good faith effort to reach an agreement
with the Title [V-D agency.

The court mav not denv or susdend a license or certificate if the court determines that an
alternative remedv is available to the Title [V-D agency which is likelv to accomplish the
obieclive of collecting the delinguency. 1f the obligor fails in the defense of a petition for
denial or suspension, tne court whicn entered the support crder or the court which iz
eniorcing the support order snall enter an order to denv the apolication for the license or
Tertitoation or 10 suspend the license or cerufication of the gdligor. Tne court shall order the
conmor to surrender the license or certificadon to_the Tide IV-D agency, which will return

e license or certification and a copv of the orcer of suspension !0 the appropriais
cenmartment or licensing entity.

(37 17 the court denies or suspends 3 Fezniz or cerifigsd znd the oblizor subsz
. = [V-D agencv o sai

s ine licenze or cerd

the dehinguengy or reach
vency and makes ihe frst
re iszued or rein !

2 LETTE 01 Lhg IO

d cous
opriaie qena

WILNOUT E2CILI0NEd CRErES

() The Gepariment snall, when direcied by the cows. susgerd or deny the license cr
Teale OF 20w licersea OF CeruficzianolCer uncer ity jurisdieton fcurncd Lo have & delinguant
L 0bligation. Trhe Geparument shal issue or reinsiale the licenze or ceruficate W :

Z nzl charge o the licensee or cer Tolder whazn nouizg bv the court that the
it 26 Or cartiiicatenolger has COmPIE Wwiin the lerms of (he coury order.

(7) Notice shall be served under this section by mailing it by certified mail, return raceist
raougiiaC. 10 Lhe obhicor at Mis last adaress 6f record With tne loeal decository. Ii the obitzer
Tas ro aqares: of recard with the local ge rarv. OF if tne last scdress of recerd with in2

T CEDosIlOI 15 incorrect, serice shall e b publicalon af oroviced In chapter 4G N

ca-ce of the nolice is made bv mail, service is comelete upon e rec&nt of the noucs Dy g
eh.igor.

Section 10. Subsection (9) is added
2s amended by chapter 92-373, Laws

to section £53.203, Florida Statutes, 1592 Supplement,
of Florida, to read: .

435.203. Department of Professional Regulation; Agency for Health Care Administra-
tion; powers and duties

The Department of Professional Regulation and the Agency for Eealth Care Adminisirva-
tior. for the boards under their respective jurizdictions, shall:

(@) Allow applicants for new or renewal licenses aad curren: licensees to be screened by
the Title 1V-D child support agency pursuint to s. 409.2583 to assure compliance with 2
suoport obligation. 'The purpose of this subsection is to promote the public poliey of this
Ttatc as established in s. 400.2551. The department shall. when directed by the court,
susoend or denv the license of any licensee found to have a delinquent support obligation.
The department shall issue or reinstate the license without additional charge to the licensee
when notified by the court Lhat the licensee has complied with the terms of the court order.
The department shall not be held liable for any license denial or suspension reswiting from
the discharge of its duties under this subsection.

Section 11. Section 539.79, Florida Statutes, is amended to read:

1612 Additions are indicaled by underling; deletions by sidkeout
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359.79. Applications for license or renewal

(1) Each application for a license issued by the Department of Business Regulation shall
include a statement showing the name, awd address, and social security number of each
person who owns 10 percent or more of the outstanding stock or equity interest in the
licensed activity and the name, s=d address, and social security number of each officer,
director, chief executive, or other person who, In accordance with the rules of the issuing
agency, is determined to be able directly or indirectly to control the operation of the business
of the licensed entitv, and each application for renewal of such a license shall set out any
changes in the required names and addresses which have occwred since the license was
issued or last renewed.

(?) Each application for a licensa or renewal of a licensa issued by the Department of
Busiress Regulation shall te signed under ozth or affirmation by the applicant, or owrner or
chiel executive of the applicant, without the need for witnesses unless otherwise required by
law.

(3) The department snall allow the Title V=D child support agency to screen all apolicants
for mew OF renewal Lcenses and currentilcensees pursuant to £ 5002588 1o assure compliance
' Haad e purs of tmiz supsecton is L0 cromote the public nolicv of
Tate 2z estanuened inm £ 4000551 ire caparument nal. wren directed by the cowrt,
[N found o have imguent support obigation

2 icangea

ms tertms Of tne ¢ourt 2rger

—angion TESUILRD ITOTH

= AR S

Suspension of driving privileges due to child support delinquency

depar-men: raceives notice om tne Tite [V-D agency that anyv persen licensad to
oersia a motor venicie in the Sioie of Fiorca uncer the orovisions of this chapier has a
Cahrguent cnid scopor. obligation. U —ment chal suspend such license or anving
trwilece and the remsiratien of sl verlolgs gwred by tnai person. the Tide IV-D

deliaGuency 2Wisis in ine suppor: cbligedion.

sgency shall give nodce to the lice
H = dave from ine date on which semvice of tne
n

Thz rouce spay sraedy that the Hees

Jorice 1S COTMTIEle 10 Tav iné Gelinguency OT reich an agresment t0 Tay tire delinguency with
7 1508 [VoD ogency. 1he nolice snal stecuv that, If an agreement cannot be reacheg. the

Trving orivilere and veniw2 regiswaton of tne licensee ehzl e suspended. If the Licenses
T 1o TESDONG 10 the notes from ine Lie 1v-D agency and a deiincuency sull exisis. the
Titde [v-D agency snall send a second notice to the lizensee staninz that the Leense? has 15
Gavs from the date on which service of the nouce is complete 10 pay the delinguency or reach
on agreement lo pav (ne deaiinguency with the Title TV-D azency. I the licensee fais to
resoond to enher mouce from the lide [V-D agency or if the licensee fails to pay the
celincuercy or reach an agreement to pay the delinguency. the Titde 1V-D agency shall
metition the couri which entered tr2 supgport orders or The court which is enjorcing the
SuDDOrL order to susbend Lhe driving orviege aad vohicle remsiration of the licenses. The
c¢eoarument shall reinstate the dnving o=viece and allow reciscadon of a motor vehicle only
T the Tile IV-D agency provides to tne caoartment Written notice staung that the person
T7s paid the denincuency or has reacned an agreement for payment with the Tide IV-D
amency. Any non-1vV-D obligee may cettion the court for an order to suspend the license or
driving privilege of. and the remeiration of all motor vehicles owned by, a person with 2
delinquent child support obligation, orovided that the non-IV-D obligee complies with the
notice provisions of this section. The court may act upon the petition of the non-1V-D obligee
T the same manner provided in this section. The department shall not be held liable for any
Ticonee or vehicle remstration suspension resulting from the discharge of its duties under this
Seclion. Nouce shall be served under this section by mailing it by certified mail, return
veceipt requested, to the obligor at his Tast address of record with the local depository. If the
igor has no address of record with the Jocal depository, or il the last address of record with
Jocal depository is incorrect, service shall be by publication as provided in chapter 4%

7 Flaleg Sorv.93—11  Addilions are indicated- by~underline; defetions by strikeout _ 1613
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Ch. 93-208, § 12 1993 REGULAR SESSION

When sexvice of the notice is made by mail, service is complete upon the receipt of the notice
by the obligor, .

Section 13.! Any person whose driver's license or registration has been suspended as
provided in section 322.058 must immediately return his driver’s licerse and registration to
the Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles. If such person fails to return his
driver’s license or registration, any law enforcement agent may seize the license or registra-
tion while the driver’s licenge or registration iz suspended.

Section 14. Subsections (2) and (4) of section 61.181, Florida Statutes, 1992 Supplement,
are amended, and subsection (10) is added to said section, to read:

61.181. Central depository for receiving, recording, reporting, monitoring, and disburs-
ing alimony, support, maintenance, and child support payments; fees

(2)(a) The depository shall impose and collect 2 fze on each payment made for receiving,
recording, reporting, disbursing, monitoring, or handling alimony or child support payments
as required under this section, which fee shall be a flal {ee based, to the extent practicable,
upon estimated reasonable costs of operztion. The fze shall be reduced in any case in whick
the fixed fee resuits in a charge to any party of an amount greater than 3 percent of the
amount of any support payment made in sztisfacton of the amount gswanis which the perty
iz obligated to paw, except that no fee shzl be lezs than 31 nor more than $5 per pavmert

ie. The fee shall be considersd by the court in & ini

may be, required w pay. i 7

additional revenues generated by this paragy ba remitied moniniv

Court Child Support En leetion System Trust Fund administered by ih
: funds shall be used excusively for
zutomaied child support enforcemen
The department shzll contract wit}
cllers and the depositories to desizm.
mation of the depositorias to include. Tu:
onic transfer of infermztion to the TV-D

il

(L]

g
an

cevelopment, imgplementztion, and operation
collections system to be overated by the depositori
Florida Asscciation of Court Clerks and Com
estsblish, operate, upgrade, and maintzin the =
not be limited to, the provision of on-line elac
zgency as otherwise required by this chapier.

2. pository
follows:

o

5]
f{ in

iz
o
[o]

g

a. For each support payment of less then 533, 18.75 cents,

b. For each support payment between 333 and 3140, an amount eguzl to 18.75 percent ¢f
the fee charged.

¢. For each support payment in excess of 3140, 18.75 cents. -

3. Prior to June 30, 1993, the depositories and the department shall provide the Legisia-
ture with estimates of the cost of continuing the collection and maintenance of information
required by this act.

(4) The depository shall provide to the IV-D agerncy, at least once a month weakly, 2 listing
of IV-D accounts which identifies all delinguent accounts, the peried of delinquency, and totz!
amount of delinquency. The list shall be in alphabetical order by name of obligor, shall
include the obligee's name and case numter, and shall be provided at no cost to the IV-D
agency.

(10) Compliance with the requirements of this section shall be included as part of the
annual county audit required pursuant to s. 11.43.

ITentative assignment as 322.035.

1614 Addilions are indicaled by undedine; deletions by strkecu:




1992 REGULAR SESSION Ch. 93-208, § 18

.z‘n 15. The Legislature hereby requests that the Florida Supreme Court adopt an
am ent to the rules regulating The Florida Bar which would provide for the discipline of
attorneys who are delinquent in or fail to pay their child support obligations.

Section 16. Section 409.2567, Florida Statutes, 1992 Supplement, is amended to read:

409.2367. Services to individuals not otherwise eligible

All support and paternity determination services provided by the department shall be made
available on behalf of all dependent children. Services shall be provided upon acceptance of
public 2ssistance or upon proper application filed with the department. The department shall
adopt ruies to provide for the payment of a 825 application fes from each applicant who iz not
a public assistance recipient and payment of a $25 annual user fee from the obligor. The
application fee and the user fee shall be deposited in the Child Support Enforcement
Application and User Fee Trust Fund to be used for the Child Support Erforcement
Program. The obligor is responsibie for all administrative costs, as defined in 5. 208.2334.
The court shall order payment of adminisirative costs without requiring the deperim
Rave 2 member of the bar testfy or submit an affidavit as to the rezsonableness of the ¢osis

i

An attornev-client relationship exisiz oniy benween the department and the legal germiess
providers in Tide TV- - chall advise the obligee in Title IV-D cases that
the att IV~D ¢ages. anv ¢98is.
in T procsss feed. &ng oI
""""" Loonh inEl U

g

ChUVEVE

e bl ey

time. efier considering the finan
croey 2 onable ameunt Tor atiorney’s fees, £ 2
other amy of or defending any proceeding g
enforecement and n proceadings. The court may 0 i©é
Urzoddy to the & g or 3 L

r
$ei incwrT { he
availing oblig r the couri & k]
10 pav such oosts and fees. 1n z

cartment of Health an rabiliative
T be consiaared a partv jor ourzoses of this section; however, fz25 mav b2
 the department pursuant to 5. 37.105(1).

Sa

&)

sign 18, Secton 742.08, Floridz Siatutes, 1992 Supplement, i3 amended to rezd:

742.03. Default of support paymenis

Upen default in payment of any men2y ¢
eater a judyment for the amount in defauit, pius interest, adminisirative costs, fling fess,
other expenses incurred by the clerk of the circuil court which shall be a lian
property of the d2f2ndant both real and personal. Cosis and fees shall be nszessed
the court makes a determination of the nonprevailing party’s atility to pay sich costs and
fees. In Title IV-D cases. anv costs. including filing fees, recercing fees, mediation costs,
sarvice of process fe2s. and other expenses Tmeurred by the clerk of the cireuit court, shal be
assossed onlv apainst the nonprevaiing obligor alter the court makes a determination of the
ronprevailing oblicors ability to payv such costs and fees. The Department of Health and
Rehabilitative Services shall not be corsidered a party for purposes of this section; however,
foes may be assessed against the department pursuant lo & 57.105(1).  Willful railure to
comply with an order of the court shall be deemed a contempt of the court entering the order
and shall be punished as such. The court may requive bond of the defendant for the faithiul
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Ch. 93-208, § 18 1993 REGULAR SESSiH

performance of his obligation under the order of the court in such amount and upon such -
conditions as the court shall direct. . pRrS

Section 19. Paragraph (b) of subsection (1) and paragraphs (¢) and (d) of subsection (2)Sof :
section 61.1301, Florida Statutes, 1392 Supplement, are amended to read: BRI

61.1301. Income deduction orders
(1) Issuance in conjunction with an alimony or child support order or modification.—

() The income deduction order shall:

1. Direct a payor to deduct from all income due and payable to an obligor the amount
required by the court to meet the obligor’s support ebligation including anv attornev’s fees or
costs owed;

9 State the amount of arTearage owzd, il any, and direct a paver to withhold an additional
20 percent or mora of the periodic amournt specified in the support order, until full payment is
made of any arrearage, attormev’s fezs end costs owad, orovicded ne deduction shall be a2oolied

t5 attornev's feez and cosis andl the 2 amo T anv arcearaze 18 palds

3. Direct 2
Consumer Credi

4. Direct wheins
in the form ¢f a Tonus or O
regorted in the incoms deduction
payment to the governmental CeDos
2 payment in additen to 22 ghiigor
amounts contracied for or oihers
payments due an otiigor; and

5. In Tide IV-D cases, direct 2 payor 0 provide to the court cepository the daze on which
¢ach deduction is made.

(2) Enforcement of income deduction orders.—

(c) 1. The obliger, withinlsfarearss PP LP P FERPUECIEL L EL A s e

bie or within 15 Gavs after servics of 3 notee of delinguency, may apply for a hear}'ng to
contest the enforcement of the income Caducton order on the ground of mistake of fact
regarding the ameunt of support owad pursuant to 2 support oréer, the amount of arrearage
of support, or the jcentity of the obliger. The cbligor shall send a capy of the pleading to the
obligee and, if the obligee is receiving IV-D services, to the IV-D agency. The timely filing
of the pleading shall stay the service of an income deduction orger on all payors of the obligor
until a hearing is held and a determinzion is made as to whether the enforcemant of the
income deduction order is proper. 1Ire pavment of delinquent support by an obligor upon
entry of an income deduction order sha'l not preciude service of the income deduction order
on the obligor's payor.

2. When an obligor timel a hearing io contest enforcement of an income
deduction order, the court, after due rotice (0 all parties and the 1V-D agency if the obligee is
receiving IV-D services, shall hear the matter within 20 days after the application is filed.
The court shall enter an order resolving the matter within 10 days after the hearing. A copy
of this order shall be served on the partes and the TV-D agency if the obligee is receiving
V=D services. If the court determines that service of an income deduction order is proper, it
shall specify the date the income deduction order must be served on the obligor's payor.

" (d) When a court determines that an income deduction order is proper pursuant to
paragraph (c), the obligee or his agent shall cause a copy of the income-deduction-orderand-a
noLiaé.Lo_payop,_and-in.Lhe_casa-@La-demmuencya notice of delinquency, to be served on the
obligor's payors. A copy of the notice to the payor, and in the case of a delinquency a notice
of delinquency, shall also be furniched to the obligor.

Section 20. Subsection (1) of cection 753.507, Florida Statutes, is amended to read:

Additions are indicated by underline;” deletions by stdkeout oo
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733707, Order of payment of expenses and obligations

(1) The personal representative shall pay the expenses of the administration and obli-
gations of the estate in the following order:

(a) Class 1.—Costs, expenses of administration,
tives and their attorneys’ fees.

(b) Class 2 —Reasonable funeral, interment, and grave-marker expenses, whet
a guardian ander s. 744.441(16), the personal representative, or any other person, not to

exceed the aggregate of 33,000.
(c) Class 3.—Debis and taxes with preference under federal law.

and compensation of personal representa- .

her paid by

(a) Cless }.—Peasorable and necessary medical and hospital expenses of the last 60 dars

of the last illnesz of ine decedent, including _compensation 0f Persons atiending him.
r¢) Class 5.—Femily allowance.

(7; Class 6. —ArTearazs from court-ordered child SUpoort.

sa=

:he decedent's busin

(¢t Closs ie _ Denus zcawired after death DY the continuation of

im zegordance wWiln & 55612022, but oniy 1O the extent of the
cirer claims. including {hose founded en judgments

ne EuT

: . .
uring hig lfetie

=321, Florida Siatutes. : i3 amended W0 rzd

I‘.’.‘.O. Establishment of paternity for children born out of wedlock

“gez the primary jurisdicdon and procedures jor the gatermt
r vorn out of wedieck. When the esiablisiment of paternity |
within an adjudicziory hearing brought urder the statules gover
under workers' compensation oF cimilar compensaticn Progran.
owledging paternity or 2 stigulation of pater

12

davii ackn

23 and filed with the clerk of the cours, € when 3 CODS it
s 582.013(8)b)_is executed bv both partes. it shall con ine
WAE

sTabienment ¢ paierdily for purposes of this chapter. 1f no adjudicatory proc
.2ld, a determizaticn of paternity shall create 2 rebuttable presumption, 3% ¢elinzc OV
0504, of pater=ity. The Bureau of Vit Statistics <hall provide certified copies ¢ consenyng

aifidavits 1o the Titde V=D agency upon request.

i

] ’,

e Title JV-D agency shall file 2 repost with

Senate, and the Spdaker of the Heuse of
Cas-
prp=to

Qection 22.  On or before September 1. 1895, th
the Office of the Governor, the President of the
Representatives conzzining the following for the period July 1, 1693, through July 1.1
(13 The number of delinquent obligers, categorized by delinguencies of 3 months, 6 menths,
and 1 year.

(2) The number ¢ cases in which the license suspension provisions contained in gections
4082503 and 322038, Florida Statutes, Were used to attempt 1o collect child support,
including the number of agreements reached and the number of obligors who continued to
pay 3 months aiter the agreement was reached.

(3) The number of licenses or motor vehicle registrations actually suspended, listed by type

of licanse suspendad. _
Section 23, This act shall take efiect July L, 1993,

. Approved by the Governor May 12, 1993,
Filed in Offce Secretary of State May 12, 1993. :
Additions are indicaled by underline; deletions by stsikeout 1617

R L A26






