IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA

THE FLORIDA BAR,
Petitioner,

V. Case No.: 85,606

RONALD YORK, SR., INDIVIDUALLY N
CLERIC, 800 SURIRE
AND D/B/A: ADVANCED PARALEGAL oy e

Respondent.
/

RESPONDENTS RESPONSE TO PETITIONER'S ANSWER BRIEF

COMES NOW, Ronald York, Sr, Respondent, in propria persona, and respectfully submits
this written response to Petitioner's Answer Brief (of Florida Bar), and states as follows:

1. Respondent states that Petitioner erroneously claims respondent's objections to the Report
of Referee are "merely conclusory, immaterial and they fail to demonstrate that the findings of
the referee are without support in the record much less clearly erroneous.”(Answer Brief of The
Florida Bar, page 4, paragraph two; page 5, top of page. Emphasis supplied), however, that very
argument is without merit, and Respondent states again, the record at bar is devoid of any clear
and convincing evidence introduced during the evidentiary proceedings which would lead any
reasonable person to believe that respondent had been engaging in the unlicensed practice of law .
In fact, the referee himself stated that petitioner's "Your entire argument and the Bar's entire
l??*fig‘?’gfﬁ ba.ged ona series of assumptions. The assumpfions are, it seems fo me, that after Mr.
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s+ Yorkrsends ot his Exhibit A letter, his solicitation, and does the other things that he does to
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solicit business and people finally come in his door, that he then sits down with them and
engages in a conversation with them in which he asks questions, gleans answers, sorts them out

and then proceeds fo fill out these forms. That's your conclusion. His testimony was quife to

the contrary. His testimony was that all he did was simply ask people the questions that were in
the forms that he's using and fill out the answers or that he read the accident report, what he
refers to as the crash report, and that he takes the information from there and that he basis his
claim or his conclusion that the person in front of him is entitled to recover based upon what
the officer has concluded in the accident report. Now he didn't make it particularly clear as [
reread his testimony, but the assumption is that the officer has found fault on the part of the
other drivers. Mr. Boggs testified, and I understand that Mr. Sondak does not agree, and |
understand that Mr. Boggs does not address Brumbaugh in his testimony. At least I don't
remember him addressing Brumbaugh. But Mr. Boggs would make a distinction and say if he is
only filling out the information that he gleans from the Florida accident report and/or that
simply the person sitting there, his customer, tells him this is my name. This is my address. The
accident was at this intersection, on this date, at this time and that he simply fills out this

information. Now the reason I'm going through all that is what is the basis of the conclusions

that you're reaching? What is the testimonial basis for it? And I point out that there isn't

any evidence in this record to conflict or controvert the testimony of Mr. York. The only

testimony in this record as to what happens in his office at the time he meets with a client is

what he says. There is not one person with whom Mr. York has dealt with over the past

however many years--it's in there somewhere--1 think he used the number fifteen hundred or

so people. There is not one complaint. There is not one person who has testified.
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The Bar didn't even present one witness to come in here whether they're unhappy or not just

to describe what happened. It would have been very elucidating to the Court if I would have

had at least one of these people sit here and say to me this is what happened when I went in

there. Then, in fact, what he did is what Mr. Sondak presumes that he does. Now, that's my

concern. How do you carry your burden of proof of clear and convincing if my description

of the state of the evidence is accurate? (Excerpted from Hearing Transcript of January 24th,

1996, Hon. Judge Joseph Donahey, Referee, speaking to Bar Counsel Loretta O'Keeffe, at pages
94, lines 20-25; pg. 95, lines 1-25; pg. 96, lines 1-25; pg. 97, lines 1-6. (Italics and emphasis
added). The foregoing statements were made by the referee to Petitioner during Petitioner's
summation or closing argument, a very accurate and concise recitation by the referee, which he
for some unknown reason failed to remember or recite in the Report of Referee, however, a very
succinct description of the state of the evidence up until that point in time in this matter by the
referee, who surprisingly thereafter, acquiesced to Petitioner, and virtually adopted all unproven
series of assumptions in his Report of Referee now objected to by Respondent,

2. In response to Petitioners failure to acknowledge that while older historical documents did
reflect that at one time in the past, Respondent did in fact sell Living Trust Kits, there is sufficient
testimonial evidence in the record at bar which demonstrates and makes it abundantly clear that
Respondent precisely stated verbally, on record, that certain forms and services offered in the
past were discontinued so as not to run afoul of known UPL restrictions and decisions. Please see
Deposition of Ronald York, Sr., 09-13-96, page 11, lines 22-25; page 12, lines 1-6.

3. While Respondent cannot at this late date object to stipulations agreed to by legal counsel

hired to represent him and Petitioner, Respondent states that Petitioner has a penchant for merely
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referring to stipulated documents and statements and then putting forth assumptions that a certain
course of conduct must have taken place, or some alleged act of UPL must have occurred simply
because Petitioner assumes it did without anything more to substantiate blatant assumptions that
are wholly unsupported by the record at bar, self serving assumptions meant to cast aspersion on
your Respondent, and portray me in a most unfavorable way, again, without a scintilla of evidence
which would tend to prove Petitioners obviously biased and jaundiced assumptions which are
unproven to this day, because those assumptions are untrue, and did not happen.

4. Respondent states that Petitioner intentionally mischaracterized testimony relating to the
issue of whether or not I was acting as a "public adjuster”, and in fact, contrary to Petitioners
assertion that I raised the issue "numerous times" (top of page 7 of Answer Brief of Petitioner),

the fact is, at no time have I ever asserted that I was a public adjuster, and the testimony the

Petitioner specifies is the testimony of Professor Glenn Boggs (T-1 at 97-99; 116-123; 125-126),
whose testimony revolved around why he believed that adjusting claims was not the practice of
law. Petitioner failed to dispel Respondents argument that the referee's findings and conclusions
are in fact erroneous and unsupported by the record at bar. Respondent is not asking this
Honorable Court to "reweigh the evidence"” or "substitute it's judgment" for that of the referee,
Respondent is simply stating that the referee's findings and conclusions are erroneous and are
unsupported by the record, and further, that there is no "substantial" or "competent evidence"
other than presupposed presumptions ungrounded in factual basis or evidential proof of any kind.
5. The Report of Referee simply recited unproven allegations and assumptions put forth by
Petitioner in their written Supplemental Closing Argument, as well as Petitioners complaint, and

much to Respondent's amazement, the referee totally ignored his own statement and concern that
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Petitioner has failed to produce any real or factual clear and convincing evidence that Respondent
had ever committed any actual UPL act beyond those imagined series of assumptions offered as
“proof" without anything more, again referring to the statement of the referee to Petitioner at the
conclusion of the hearing during summary argument. (January 24, 1996 Hearing Transcript,
pages 94 through top of page 97).

6. Respondent admits that I was unwise and made a mistake in writing a collection letter and
thereafter, attaching a small "post-it" note to same stating that "will sue" in behalf of Mr. Rhodes,
a customer of mine, however, that is not and was not a mistake Respondent made more than one
time, and certainly can not be said to be the unlicensed practice of law in such a isolated incident,
without more. Respondent will never send out a collection letter again, and certainly will not
mention that anyone will file a lawsuit again, which is probably the closest act complained of that
might cause concern about a single instance of an act bordering on UPL. Incidentally,. Rhodes
wanted me to convey that he would file a small claims court action against Mr. Christy if Mr.
Christy refused to pay him for damage to his automobile, and thus the infamous note that has
contributed to the other baseless UPL charges leveled against Respondent. 1 apologize for that
particular indiscretion, it was certainly poor judgment on my part to have made such a statement.

7. Respondent strongly disagrees with Petitioner that an injunction is the proper sanction for
day to day business conduct which never involves giving out legal advice or counsel, or telling any
one what their rights or legal options are, nor have I ever told anyone how to testify in court, nor

what particular forms they should use (customers must tell me), nor have I or do I ever draft any

legal forms (for anyone other than myself; i.e., my pleadings in the case at bar), nor do I give any

legal advice, as T have more than a large number of lawyers whom I refer people to when they
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and if they ask me legal questions, which if answered by me, would constitute giving out legal
advice, and I insist anyone else in our office do the same (refer people with legal questions to the
appropriate legal source for a response, namely, an attorney). Please see attached Exhibit "A",
Respondent's in office attomey referral guide.

8. Respondent states that an injunction in this particular case would be a miscarriage of due
process as well as unfair and unjust in lieu of the fact that Petitioner failed to present, and even
more importantly, the referee failed to base his finding, by his own admission, upon any clear or
convincing evidence or proof that Respondent has been engaged in any acts which rise to the level
of the unlicensed practice of law. Basically, Petitioner is asking this Honorable Court to issue an
injunction against the way Respondent has chosen to effectively market my business, by helping

people to help themselves, well within the recognized and observed scope of limitations which

non lawyers must adhere to, and which I, Respondent, have meticulously adhered to in all of my
business paraprofessional dealings with the public at large as well as other businesses locally. Itis
Respondent's firm belief that the Petitioner's unreasonable demand for an injunction is based more
on the misperception of what I as an independent paralegal can do to help people who prefer to
pursue self help legal altematives available to them, and unfounded assumptions that if I am in
business as a paralegal, then I must be committing acts of UPL which may "someday" cause

harm to someone, however, the truth of this entire matter is that I have never had a legitimate
complaint filed against me by anyone I've ever helped or worked with or for, and I have been a
upstanding Member of The Better Business Bureau for a number of years without complaints, and
I participate in the "I CARE" Program, sponsored by the Better Business Bureau, and pay an

annual fee to be a member thereof, because I do_care about my customers and my business.
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9. Petitioners unsubstantiated assumption or notion that my business activities create public
harm are without substance and lack any kind of proof whatsoever, and in fact belie the truthful
and fair and accurate assessment made by the referee himself, who pointedly remarked that:

"There is not one person with whom Mr. York has dealt with over the past however many

vears...it's in there somewhere....I think he used the number fifteen hundred or so people.

There is not one complaint.” (Jan, 24, 1996 Hearing Transcript, page 96, lines 14-18). Contra

the Report of Referee, and allegation of "public harm" claimed as a reason to impose such a
severe measure which will negatively impact my already proven harmless marketing strategy,
which I have already revealed to be the most cost effective way of soliciting and eaming new
customers and the business they, and others they refer to me, bring as a result of my hard work
and carefully restrained self help legal services, which certainly do not amount to UPL.

10. While Respondent agrees with Petitioners eloquent restatement of the principles reflected
in the cited past cases heard and decided by this Honorable Court, which certainly delineate what
acts can be said to amount to UPL, the mere recitation of the cases cannot be said to be a link or
causation for injunctive relief when Petitioner has failed miserably to demonstrate Respondent has
engaged in any of the activities outlined within the notable cases cited, and therein lies the fatal
flaw of Petitioners unproven allegations about Respondent. The real truth is that Respondent has
found a perfectly legal way of helping people help themselves, by serving as an alternate point of
contact for those who want me to be, there is no legal advice given, no legal forms drafted, no
legal counsel offered, no "injured parties”, no representation as defined by law, certainly no type
of representation in court or anywhere else, everyone who comes into my office is immediately

put on notice that I am NOT an attorney, that there is no lawyer within my business, and that we
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cannot and will not provide anyone with legal advice or counsel. We have been set upon by a
long line of State Bar investigators, who have attempted to get me and other paralegals here to
draft legal forms and documents, to notarize documents improperly, or to give them legal advice
by asking trick questions designed to elicit legal advice, to alter legal forms to fit a particular type
situation, and each time they have been turned away, because Respondent absolutely refuses to
do anything that will or could be ca]léd UPL, or engage in any activity or practice that will cause
me a legal problem. Nevertheless, my self conceived successful marketing strategy, is under
attack by the Bar. I am sure many local lawyers who are not on my referral list have made many
unfounded complaints against me. Of course. I don't send them business. They want me out of
their way. Several have attempted to solicit me to send them accident victims, and I saw those
individuals as ambulance chasers, and I rejected their offers. I selected lawyers to refer customers
to based on their reputation in the community at large, some, based on recommendations of other
business men and woman locally. They have never complained about me, I wonder why? I don't
"hold myself out" as qualified to represent accident victims, that is Plaintiff's mischaracterization
of what I do, I simply assist accident victims by acting as their alternative point of contact, and 1
don't know of any law, caselaw, or statute, that makes it illegal for one human being to help
another human being, and you can certainly help people without giving them legal advice or legal
representation, that is a fact.

11. Respondent verily believes the referee found only that which will be that which will allow
him to retain "status quo" with the very same Bar that has brought forth this groundless UPL
matter. I believe the referee spoke his mind and heart during the hearing, however, he could not

write that position in his report, for reasons of fraternal self preservation in the arena of law.
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12. Respondent respectfully submits that there was not and is not any clear and convincing
evidence that Respondent at any time has engaged in a pattern of acts which constitute the

unlicensed practice of law, and no amount of misstatement of facts, mischaracterization of the

truth, or statements designed to prey on unsubstantiated assumptions without proof, can make
acts or legitimate business practices rise to the level of UPL. Thus, this Honorable Court's
interest and concern for protecting the public certainly will not be served or ministered to or
upheld by enjoining your Respondent from marketing my business as deemed beneficial and also
legally productive, as so long as I continue to observe the guidelines and restrictions imposed by
this Honorable Court in all past UPL case decisions, which I have read, and agree with, and have
and will continue to abide by.

CONCLUSION

For all the foregoing reasons, Respondent respectfully submits that this Honorable Court
should reject the referee's report, findings of fact and conclusions of law, as the Bar has failed
to meet the standard of proof of clear and convincing evidence which would allow this Honorable

Court to rightfully enjoin the alleged UPL acts complained of.

Respectfully submitted:

Romath_ Yok S .

Ronald York, Sr., é}l propllia persona.
802 East Waters Ave.

Tampa, FL. 33604-3130
(813) 931-7776




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

THEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was sent by U.S. Mail to Loretta O'Keefe
UPL Branch Counsel, Tampa Airport Marriott, #C-49, Tampa, FL. 33607, and, Mary Ellen
Bateman, UPL Counsel, The Florida Bar, 650 Appalachee Pkwy., Tallahassee, FL. 32399-2300,

on this 18th day of July, 1996. M W | ng i

Ronald York, Sr., Ré_sj)onder'l
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ADVANCED PARALEGAL SERVICE Phone:(813) 931-7776 Fax 931-7907

LOCAL ATTORNEY REFERRAL SERVICES AND ATTORNEYS BY AREAS OF LAW

Bay Area Legal Services (813) 223-2525

Provides civil Legal Services to the poor. Has a Senior Advocacy Unit which provides civil
legal services for senior citizens (60+). Also sponsors Bay Area Legal Volunteer Law Program
staffed by private attorneys which provides legal services to indigent in areas of consumer dispute;
landlord/tenant and real estate problems; domestic relations; financial and other general civil
litigation areas.

Legal Aid-Hillsborough County (813) 272-5870 (DISCONNECTED/DISCONTINUED)
Provides legal assistance in areas of family law; custody; divorce; guardianship involving

incompetency; patemity suits; adoptions for low income families; assistance in obtaining increase

in child support (for spouse living within State of Florida). (Refer to Bay Area Legal Service)

Hillsborough County Bar Association (813) 221-7780

St. Petersburg Bar Association (813) 821-5440

Clearwater Area Bar Association (813) 461-4880

West Pasco County Bar Association (813) 848-7433

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY & MUNICIPAL LAW

Bruce D. Lamb (813) 228-8530

Salem, Saxon & Nielsen, P.A, (813) 224-9000

Reginald Garcia (813) 228-0853

ADMIRALTY & MARITIME LAW

Hendrik Uiterwyk & Assoc. (813) 222-0500 1-800-698-4846
R. Gale Porter, Jr. (813) 225-1010

John McLaughlin (813) 223-7421

ANTITRUST, UNFAIR COMPETITION & TRADE REGULATION

Frank R. Jakes (813) 225-2500

Kenny, Nachwalter, Seymour, Arnold, Critchlow & Spector, P.A. 1-800-333-8151 (1)

EXHIBIT "A"




APPEALS-APPELLATE PRACTICE
Neil Polster (813) 931-5850

Joseph Eustace, Jr. (813) 223-6048
Susan H. Freemon (813) 229-1181

AVIATION LAW

Mark A. Gruwell (Clearwater) (941) 365-4402
Richard Mulholland (813) 225-1615

BANKRUPTCY

J. T. Schrotel (813) 228-8300 or 888-5225

Richard Feinberé (813) 879-1234

Jamie Proctor (813) 879-1500

Elkins & Freedman (813) 620-1233 or 1-800-992-1277
CIVIL LITIGATION LAW

Thomas F. Granahan (813) 229-1084

Stephen L. Segall (813) 229-6585

Massari, Bell, Jacobs, Forlizzo & Neal, P.A. (813) 282-3255
Patrick R. Mirk (813) 282-3100

COLLECTIONS LAW

Kass & Hodges, P.A. (813) 229-0900

Jeffrey C. Coon (813) 221-2924 or 1-800-822-2924
Gibbons, Smith; Cohn & Arnett, P.A. (813) 877-9222
COMMERCIAL & BANKING LAW

Alice R. Huneycutt (813) 222-5031 2)




COMMERCIAL & BANKING LAW (CONT'D)

Anderson & Orcutt, P.A. (813) 222-7500
Michael D. La Barbera (813) 251-1940
Laura E. Prather (813)221-2100

COMPUTER LAW

David R. Ellis (Largo) (813) 531-1111

CONDOMINIUM LAW

Anthony C. Sexton, P.A. (813) 248-4700
Michael C. Conter (813) 223-1891
Michael J. Brundy (813) 286-4300

CONSTRUCTION LAW

David M. Corry (813) 223-3888

Daniel L. Moody, P.A. (813) 948-6606

Gatlin & Birch, P.A. (813) 229-8561

Michael C. Berry, Sr. (Clearwater) (813) 791-8333

CONTRACT LAW

Ralph L. Gonzalez (813) 223-3888

R. Scott Phelps, Jr. (813) 661-2926

De La Parte, Gi!bert & Bales, P.A. (813) 229-2775
Michael E. Boutzoukas (813) 254-2071

CORPORATION & BUSINESS LAW

David R. Ellis (Largo) (813) 531-1111

Jeffrey Aman (813) 265-0004 @)




CORPORATION & BUSINESS LAW (CONT'D)

Andrew S. Forman (813) 969-3000

Steve C. Grider, P.A. (813) 251-4515
Akerman, Senterfitt & Eidson, P.A. (813) 223-7333
Eugene H. Johnson (813) 933-9830
CRIMINAL LAW

Robert A. Cannella (813) 288-8111

Peter N. Macaluso (813) 968-7457 or 251-2831
Richard Escobar, P.A. (813) 875-5100

Rex Martin Barbas (813) 254-9004

Nicholas M. Matassini (813) 225-1611

George Tragos (813) 223-6405

ELDERLY & SENIOR CITIZENS LAW
Joseph F. Pippen, Jr. (Largo) (813) 586-3306
Eileen O'Hara Garcia (813) 839-7903

Jack Rosencranz (813) 223-4195

Henry E. Nobles (813) 223-2044

EMINENT DOMAIN LAW

Schropp, Buell & Elligett, P.A. (813) 221-2600
Suzanne La Berge (St. Pete.) (813) 823-8574
Jon E. Tileston (813) 961-5900
Peter W. Bellas (813) 223-4785

Savlov & Anderson (T'ﬁmpa & Tallahassee) 1-800-277-5577 )




EMPLOYEE BENEFITS & RIGHTS & TERMINATION LAW

The Turner Law Group (813) 226-8555
Walter E. Aye, P.A, (813) 221-2112
Mitchell & Associates, P.A. (813) 223-1959

ENTERTAINMENT & SPORTS LAW

Frank R. Jakes (813) 225-2500
Debra L. Hinners (813) 221-2934
David R. Ellis (Largo) (813) 531-1111
Daniel F. Martinez, I (813) 254-0519

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

Douglas L. Grose (813) 251-3380

Joyce A. Nader (813) 222-8245

Laura A, Olson, P.A. (813) 265-3777

Bricklemyer, Smolker & Bolves, P.A. (813) 223-3888

ESTATE PLANNING & PROBATE LAW

Richard N. Stein (813) 228-7841
William R. Platt (813) 228-7312
Kirsten Woodruff (813) 229-2111

David M. Rieth (813) 229-2300

FRANCHISE & LICENSING LAW
David R. Ellis (Largo) (813) 531-1111
Anthony C. Sexton, P.A. (813) 248-4700

Benjamin P. Reese, Il (813) 289-2966
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GENERAL PRACTICE LAWYERS

Gerald H. Stead (813) 933-3993

Helen Stratigakos (813) 226-0067

Otlie Ben Butler, Jr. (813) 237-8475

Gunn, Ogden & Sullivan, P.A, (813) 223-5111
Jeffrey A. Leheup (813) 932-9140

Neal Weinstein (813) 223-2792

HEALTH CARE & HOSPITAL LAW

Jay Wolfson (813) 265-2250
Buchanan & lngersol (813) 222-8180

Debra Metzler (813) 251-2880

Massari, Bell, Jacobs, Forlizzo & Neal (St, Pete) (813) 571-1727

IMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATION LAW

Michael N. Kavouklis (813) 221-4090
Timothy M. Spridgeon (813) 229-3446

Luis D. Coton (813) 288-8111

Terry C. Christian (Tampa & Orlando) (813) 228-7743 or 1-800-859-7743

Fernando Nunez (813) 254-7247

INSURANCE LAW

Beltz, Ruth & Newman, P.A. (813) 254-1416
Mark T. Tischhauser (813) 223-6442
Bill Dickey (813) 835-3800

Byron E. Townsend (813) 228-9819
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INTERNATIONAL LAW

Salem, Saxon & Nielsen, P.A. (813) 224-9000

Lucius M. Dyal, Jr. (813) 273-5000

LaBelle & Associates, P.A. (Clearwater) (813) 784-9494
Gale R. Porter, Jr., P.A. (813) 225-1010

Chester & Jesse Skipper (St. Pete.) (813) 821-2889

JUVENILE 1LAW

Elizabeth L. Hapner (813) 221-1580

R. Scott Phelps, Jr. (813) 661-2926
Henry E. Nobles, P.A. (813) 223-2044
Wolding & Forman, P.A. (813) 969-3000

LABOR LAW & ADA & RACIAL & SEXUAL DISCRIMINATION

Kelly & McKee (813) 248-6400

Cary R. Singletary, P.A, (813) 874-2225

Leslie C. Riviere (Tampa & Rrandon) (813) 229-2667 or 654--2667
William J. Carnes (813) 254-4757

Yveline F. Paul (813) 287-1313

Walter E. Aye (813) 221-2112

C. Stuart Yom_ng_ (813) 273-4442

MARITAL & FAMILY LAW

Donald L. McBath, Jr., P.A. (813) 969-4092

Ollie Ben butler, Jr. (813) 237-8475

Jeanne L. Coleman (813) 253-2820

()




MARITAL & FAMILY LAW (CONT'D)

Jeffrey A. Leheup (813) 932-9140

Peter N. Macaluso (813) 251-2831

Garrity & Fulford, P.A. (813) 226-2000

Mary L. Greenwood & Assoc. (Brandon) (813) 653-1744
Elizabeth L. Hapner (813) 221-1580

James O'Neal Williams (Spec. in rep. men) (813) 935-2100
Kim K. Seavey (813) 221-8886

Ellen Ostman (813) 931-0900

MORTGAGE LAW

John Hamel (813) 874-2200

Sheldon Wind (813) 888-6869

Michael Conter (813) 223-1891

NATURAL RESOURCES LAW

Joyce A. Nader (813) 222-8245
or: Frank L. Hearne (same)

PATENT, TRADEMARK & COPYRIGHT LAW
Benjamin P. Reese, Il (813) 289-2966

David R. Ellis (813) 531-1111

William S. Van Royen (813) 229-8176

David Partlow (813) 287-8337

Arthur W. Fisher, I11 (813) 885-2006

Herbert W. Larson, P.A. (Largo) (813) 546-0660
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PERSONAL INJURY & WRONGFUL DEATH

William Chastain (813) 222-0400
Robert Vessel (813) 289-3494

Mark T. Tischhauser (813) 223-6442
Peter Brudny (813) 258-0000

Catania & Catania, P.A. (813) 222-8545
Nicholas Mattassini (813) 225-1611
Francis R. Morse (813) 933-7818
Trenam, Kemker, Scharf, Barkin, Frye,
O'Neill & Mullis, P.A.

Contact: George E. Nader (813) 223-7474
Peter N. Macaluso (813) 251-2831
PROBATE LAW

Carla B, Yates (813) 254-6516

Joseph Melendi (813) 228-0853

Gerald H. Stead (813) 933-3993

Henry E. Nobles, P.A. (813) 223-2044
Venable & Venable, P.A. (813) 281-1200
Peter J. Brudny (813) 258-0000

Fuentes & Kreigcher, P.A. (813) 933-6647
Robert F. Welker (813) 985-5517

George P. Kicklighter (813) 221-8886

Jeffrey L. Shibley (813) 264-7200

Jack Rosenkranz (813) 223-4195
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PROFESSIONAL MALPRACTICE LAW

Mitzel, Mitzel & Gray, P.A. (813) 223-9776

Peter J. Brudny (813) 258-0000

Mark T. Tischhauser (813) 223-6442

Ken Mastrilli (813) 874-8455

Clay B. Rood (813) 254-3778

Anthony Cunningham (813) 228-0505

Victor J. Martinez, M.D,, J.D. (813) 253-5881
Clark, Charlton & Martino, P.A. (813) 289-0700
R. Wayne Miller (813) 987-6600

De La Parte, Gilbert & Bales, P.A. (813) 229-2775

REAL ESTATE LAW

Perry G. Gruman (813) 870-1614

Peter J. Kelly (813) 273-5000

Lynwood F. Arnold (813) 224-0866

Gerald H. Stead (813) 933-3993

Albert Salem & Associates (813) 286-3000
Fuentes & Kreischer (813) 933-6647

Berg & Wheelgr, P.A. (Brandon) (813) 685-0050
John Hamel (813) 874-2200

H. Eugene Johnson (813) 933-9830

Icard, Merrill, Cullis, Timam, Furen & Ginsberg, P.A. (813) 221-2100




SECURITIES LAW

Philip Shasteen (813) 225-2500

Reginald R. Garcia (813) 228-0853

Matthew D. Powell (813) 254-4600

Alpert, Barker & Calcutt, P.A. (813) 223-4131
Massari, Bell, Jacobs, Forlizzo & Neal (St. Pete.) (813) 571-1727
SOCIAL SECURITY LAW

Lawrence H. Samaha (813) 251-8779

Vicki Stolberg (813) 228-9819

Vincent Lloyd (813) 661-2931, ext. 285
Jeffrey L. Shibley (813) 264-7200

Katherine McDonnell (813) 223-1947

Kelly & McKee, P.A. (813) 248-6400

Jose Alonzo. (813) 877-3888

TAX AND TAXATION LAW

George Tragos (813) 223-6405

Paul J. Moriarty (813) 226-2611

Lawrence R. Heinkle (813) 286-1244

Salem, Saxon & Neilsen, P.A. (813) 224-9000
Scott F. Barnett (813) 222-7500

TRIAL PRACTICE LAWYERS

Johnson, Blakely, Pope, Bokor, Ruppel & Burns, P.A. (813) 225-2500

Jeffrey H. Willis (813) 229-1938
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TRIAL PRACTICE LAWYERS (CONT'D)

Mac A. Greco, Jr. (813) 223-7849
Christian B. Anouge (813) 253-2555
Michael Foster (813) 871-1400

Neil Polster (813) 931-5850

Charles F. Sansone (813) 223-9282

TRIAL PRACTICE-COMMERCIAL LAW
Patrick R. Mirk (813) 282-3100

Frank R. Jakes (813) 225-2500

Salem, Saxon & Neilsen, P.A. (813) 224-9000
Harry M. Hobbs (813) 879-8333

Anderson & Orcutt, P.A. (813) 222-7500

TRIAL PRACTICE-PERSONAL INJURY & WRONGFUL DEATH

Victor J. Martinez, M.D., J.D. (813) 253-5881

Barrs, Williamson, Stolberg & Townsend, P.A, (813) 228-9819
Peter J. Brudny (813) 258-0000

Mark T. Tischhauser (813) 223-6442

Jeffery H. Willis (813) 229-1938

Peter N. Macaluso (813) 251-2831

Charles Sansone (813) 223-9282

Nicholas M. Matassini (813) 225-1611

Dougherty, O'Malley & Mills, P. A. (813) 875-2736
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WILLS & TRUSTS & ESTATE PLANNING LAW

Thomas H. Greiwe (813) 223-9085
Gerald H. Stead (813) 933-3993
Anderson & Orcutt, P.A. (813) 222-7500
Harry H. Root, 11T (813) 251-8019
Robert F. Welker (813) 985-5517

Kirsten Woodruff (813) 229-2111
Jeffrey Shibley (813) 264-7200

Elizabeth L. Hapner (813) 221-1580
Joseph R. Kalish (813) 962-8685

WORKERS COMPENSATION LAW

Robert J. Grace, Jr. (813) 251-2880
and Debra Metzler (same)

George B. Cappy (813) 251-5145

Acosta & Rﬁse, P.A. (813) 933-8115

Bill Dickey (813) 835-3800

Vicki Stolberg & Byron Townsend (813) 228-9819
William P. Levens (813) 251-5775

Stephen M. Barbas (813) 254-6575

Lawrence Samaha (813) 251-8779

Richard W. Driscoll (813) 875-7275

Matthew B. Wheeley (813) 254-6575

B. Lee Elam (Brandon) (813) 685-5661
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ATTORNEY REFERRAL SERVICES (PROFESSIONAL REFERRAL SERVICES)

Attorney Referral Service (813) 226-8701 or 1-800-331-8077
Attorney's Certified Refferal Service, Inc, (813) 855-2602
Lawyers Trust Referral Service (813) 221-1003

American Research Corporation 1-800-637-6768

Attorney Referral of Tampa Bay (813) 221-9323

National Attorney Referral Service, Inc. 1-800-552-9352

***********************************************************FINI**************
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