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The Florida Supreme Court 
500 South Duval Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1925 

RE: The Florida Banker’s Comments In Response To The 
Florida’s Bar’s Report On Implementation Status – Corrected, 
Case No. SC22-1292 

To: The Honorable Justices of the Florida Supreme Court: 

This Comment responds to The Florida Bar’s Report On 
Implementation Status – Corrected (“Report”), as permitted by this 
Court in its Order dated August 4, 2023.  

The Florida Banker’s Association (“FBA”), appreciates this Court’s 
invitation to respond and comment on The Florida Bar’s (“The 
Bar’s”), proposed amendments to Rules Regulating The Florida Bar 
5-1.1(g)(5)(B) (“IOTA Rule”). This Comment incorporates and 
expands upon the FBA’s Motion For Rehearing, filed on March 31, 
2023, which this Court granted in part.  

Since the IOTA Rule came into effect on May 15, 2023, the FBA has 
repeatedly attempted to negotiate with members of The Bar’s 
leadership to find a fair and reasonable rate structure for paying 
interest on IOTA accounts. However, these attempts reached an 
impasse. If anything, The Bar’s alternative proposals would have 
resulted in even higher interest rates for IOTA accounts than that 
mandated by the IOTA Rule. The Bar appears to have bet all of its 
chips on the very few number of Banks who “appear”1 to be trying to 

1 Notably, The Bar points to Flagship Bank’s advertisement which 
states it “complies” with the IOTA Rule. [Report Ex. B] However, 
compliance with the Rule should not be confused with support or 
agreement with the Rule, as indicated by Flagship Bank’s letter 
included with this Comment in Exhibit A, p. 35. Given the decrease 
in significant deposits, many banks (including Flagship Bank) 
cannot afford to lose clients. Simply put: Non-compliance was not a 
choice for many banks; it was a necessary business decision to 
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comply with the IOTA Rule, instead of considering the banking 
industry as a whole, the long-term effects, and all law firms 
collectively.  

The FBA respectfully disagrees with The Bar’s Report and its 
assessment of the implementation status of the IOTA Rule for 
multiple reasons: (1) the IOTA Rule does not “even the playing field” 
but instead presents a slippery slope, (2) Banks will suffer 
significant hardship in complying with the IOTA Rule unless Banks 
charge significant handling and activity fees on IOTA accounts, 
which has not historically been the case, (3) the IOTA Rule 
improperly regulates Banks, as is clearly evident from the Bar’s 
Report and The Florida Bar Foundation’s Letter, and (4) the IOTA 
Rule is internally inconsistent and impossible to implement as 
written.  

While The Bar maintains that many Banks are currently 
participating (in the few short months the IOTA Rule came into 
effect) and everything is working “exactly as designed” it should not 
be lost on this Court that many Banks have been participating to 
some extent solely because negotiations between the FBA and the 
Bar’s leadership were ongoing. But those negotiations have recently 
ceased, and The Bar’s Report advocates for continuing with the 
IOTA Rule as written. 

Further, a brief glance at The Florida Bar Foundation’s 
(“Foundation”) compliance report shows that The Bar’s facts and 
figures on Banks’ participation rates and “substantial compliance” 
of Banks is skewed, at best. In addition to not defining the terms 
“compliance” or “substantially compliant”, the Bar maintains that 
those Banks that have remitted some money to the Foundation 
appear to be “substantially compliant.” But judging by the numbers 
reported in red, far more Banks are out of compliance than The Bar 
suggests. In fact, many Banks that are attempting to comply in 
some form are technically noncompliant.  

retain deposits against the back-drop of bank failures earlier this 
year.    
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In sum, if the IOTA Rule continues to be implemented as drafted, 
many Banks will face a Hobson’s choice: pay artificially inflated 
interest rates on IOTA accounts or lose the business entirely by 
withdrawing from the IOTA program. Forcing Banks and their law 
firm customers—neither of which have done anything but engage in 
free market activity—to make such a choice is punitive beyond 
degree.  

These concerns and others are expressed in the 29 Comment letters 
submitted by Banks attached to this Comment as Composite
Exhibit A. 

The IOTA Rule also will likely have negative impacts on lawyers and 
their law firms. Attached to this Comment as Composite Exhibit B
are over 200 letters from Florida attorneys expressing grave 
concerns including, but not limited to: (1) the higher interest rate 
will be unduly burdensome to law firms because Banks will 
increase fees, an expense that will ultimately have to be absorbed 
by the law firms and/or passed on to its clients, (2) the higher 
interest rate will lead to limited banking choices for law firms, and 
(3) law firms may have to move IOTA accounts from their existing 
institution, disrupting long-term financial relationships.   

For those reasons and others discussed below, the IOTA Rule must 
return to the drafting table. 

I. THE IOTA RULE DOES NOT EVEN THE PLAYING FIELD, IT INSTEAD 

RESULTS IN INEQUALITY OF OPPORTUNITY AND DESTABILIZES THE 

SCALES. 

The Bar does not explain what it means by “the playing field has 
been leveled” or even opine about what “game” is allegedly in play. 
[Report at 2]  

From the Banks’ perspective—and by applying simple math—under 
the IOTA Rule, IOTA accounts will be earning nearly 50 times more 
interest than similar short-term accounts. Stated otherwise, Banks 
will pay 50 times more interest on IOTA accounts than on 



comparable short term accounts for their other customers, 
including those accounts belonging to other non-profit entities 

Understandably, Banks differentiate pricing between short- and 

long-term deposits, primarily because short-term deposits do not 

generate significant income and cannot earn income exceeding the 

costs to maintain or secure the short-term funds, unless Banks 

agree to absorb these losses 

As a result, short-term deposits, such as those made to IOTA 

accounts, earn a lower interest rate than long-term accounts such 

as savings accounts, certificates of deposit (“CDs”) or money market 

accounts (collectively “Long-Term Deposits”) 

As pictured in the chart below, as of September 2023, checking 
accounts (which are what IOTA accounts are) are paid an average 
national interest rate of 0.07%. Long-Term Deposits are paid a 
higher rate, on average between 0.21% and 0.45%.? 

National Deposit 
Deposit Products 4 A 

Rates 

Savings 0.45 

Interest Checking 0.07 

Money Market 0.65 

1 month CD 0.21 

2 National interest rates are available at 

https: //www.fdic.gov/resources/bankers/national 

rates/index.html (last visited October 27, 2023) 
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comparable short term accounts for their other customers, 
including those accounts belonging to other non-profit entities. 

Understandably, Banks differentiate pricing between short- and 
long-term deposits, primarily because short-term deposits do not 
generate significant income and cannot earn income exceeding the 
costs to maintain or secure the short-term funds, unless Banks 
agree to absorb these losses.  

As a result, short-term deposits, such as those made to IOTA 
accounts, earn a lower interest rate than long-term accounts such 
as savings accounts, certificates of deposit (“CDs”) or money market 
accounts (collectively “Long-Term Deposits”).  

As pictured in the chart below, as of September 2023, checking 
accounts (which are what IOTA accounts are) are paid an average 
national interest rate of 0.07%. Long-Term Deposits are paid a 
higher rate, on average between 0.21% and 0.45%.2

2 National interest rates are available at 
https://www.fdic.gov/resources/bankers/national-
rates/index.html (last visited October 27, 2023). 
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Because IOTA trust accounts and similar checking accounts hold 
short-term funds, it would not be a prudent business practice for 
Banks to lend funds from these accounts to other customers, which 
is the primary reason why lower interest rates are paid. In other 
words, the frequency of money movement and balance fluctuations 
in IOTA trust accounts does not mirror the behavior of traditional 
Long-Term accounts, and does not line up with typical payback 
periods on long-term loans Banks make to borrowers. 

For example, a real estate attorney will receive short-term dollars 
into its IOTA trust account for a real estate transaction that will 
close within a few days. A plaintiff’s attorney will receive short-term 
dollars into its IOTA trust account to settle a lawsuit, which will be 
depleted over a month or so, for paying case costs and the plaintiff’s 
settlement. 

In both examples, it would not be prudent for a Bank to lend those 
dollars to a long-term borrower, such as for a home equity line of 
credit. Home equity lines of credit typically have a 30-year payback 
period and the first 10 years are interest only payments, meaning 
Banks are not receiving principal back during the first 10 years of a 
home equity line of credit. Thus, using short-term funds for a long-
term loan is not a reasonable or prudent banking practice.  

Instead, Banks typically hold short-term deposits, such as IOTA 
trust account dollars, in a Federal Reserve account, earning a much 
lower yield than the type of yield long-term loans provide. This is 
because Banks must have IOTA funds available when the law firm 
needs the nominal or short-term dollars to close a real estate 
transaction or to pay a plaintiff their settlement proceeds.  

Using the Prime Rate as the index for implementing the IOTA Rule 
means that the minimum interest rates paid on IOTA high-
transaction accounts are significantly higher than on all other 
similar accounts.  Indeed, the Prime Rate is used to price long-term 
loans; as explained, and by definition, funds in an IOTA account are 
short-term deposits and must be available to the client upon 
demand soon after those funds are deposited. 
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As a result, the IOTA Rule goes far beyond the intended purpose to 
increase revenue for the Foundation. Given the current 8.50% 
Prime Rate, the corresponding IOTA rate under the IOTA Rule is 
now 3.4%, a 2,167% increase from the average rate paid on IOTA 
accounts through last year.  

Paying exorbitantly high interest rates on short-term IOTA accounts 
does not “level” anything but instead begins a slippery slope on 
which those Banks who are currently attempting to comply with the 
IOTA Rule will soon need to hit the brakes.  

As noted above, in its Report, The Bar proudly touts Flagship Bank 
as compliant with the IOTA Rule. However, in its comment letter, 
Flagship Bank states its compliance in not sustainable:  

[w]hile we are currently in compliance, the long-term 
sustainability of remaining so is in question. … The loss 
of $20MM in IOTA accounts from our balance sheet 
would be incredibly difficult to recover from, if not 
disastrous. … we are concerned that if the current trend 
on paying high interest rates on IOTA accounts 
continues, it will eventually make it unsustainable for 
many Community Banks to participate. 

[Ex. A at 35] 

Many other Banks across Florida expressed the same sentiment: 
indexing interest rates on funds in a short-term IOTA account 
against the Prime Rate, which is used to price long-term loans, is 
unsustainable.3

3 The FBA is the leading lobbying group for community, regional, 
and national banks that do business in Florida. However, at least 
one former banker (not currently affiliated with the FBA) has voiced 
support for the IOTA Rule in its current form. That support, 
however, is premised on the misguided notion that banks can use 
short-term IOTA funds to make long-term loans and keep the 
spread between what they are permitted to charge on the long-term 
loan (Prime Rate) and what they must remit to the Foundation (40% 
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Gulf Coast Bank, for example, states: “we fully intended to have the 
IOTA account as one of our primary products, but when this ruling 
came out, we removed the product from our offering.” [Ex. A at 15] 

Community Bank states: “[w]e comply with the new mandate; 
however, we are opposed to the new requirement as banks compete 
for deposits based on rates and quality of service … why should 
IOTA accounts be any different?” [Ex. A at 16] 

Capital City Bank states:  

[w]e immediately complied with the amended IOTA rule 
when it took effect in May of this year, but please don’t 
mistake this as support for the amended rule. Repricing 
a $38 million deposit base to interest rates far beyond 
what the market provides is a tough pill to swallow. … 
We firmly oppose the amended rule. 

[Ex. A at 22] 

Millennium Bank says: “[w]hen the new ruling came out, we made 
the decision to comply with the new mandate for our existing 
customers. After careful consideration, we also made the decision to 
discontinue offering this account to new clients in Florida.” [Ex. A at 
25] 

Edison National Bank states:  

Despite our consternation regarding the initial Ruling, we 
complied, not because we believed it was the best long-
term thing to do but rather because we hoped that the 

of Prime Rate (at current rates)). Advocating for the use of short-
term IOTA funds to fund long-term loans is antithetical to the 
purpose of IOTA funds and does not comport with the intended 
purpose of the IOTA program. If a bank were to hypothetically 
engage in such behavior, it could lead to bank failure when the 
IOTA depositors demand their short-term funds, only to find out 
they are not available for years due to being used to fund a long-
term loan to increase the Bank’s yield.    
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discussions between the Florida Bar and the Florida 
Bankers Association would lead to a solution which best 
served the Florida Bar, the Florida banking community 
AND the thousands of Florida attorneys. As we write this, 
we do not expect to continue complying with the Ruling in 
its current form.  

[Ex. A at 27] 

Locality Bank notes: “While we are striving to fully comply with the 
new IOTA rule, this will negatively impact our ability to serve the 
legal community.” [Ex. A at 29] 

Terrabank, N.A. states: “[W]e may be forced to no longer offer this 
product, especially if we are unable to pass on the costs of 
maintaining these accounts.” [Ex. A at 32] 

Hancock Whitney Bank states:  

[We] notified The Florida Bar Foundation that it would 
‘until further notice’ comply with the new interest rate 
rule, specifically reserving our right to withdraw from 
participation in the IOTA program at any time … we do 
expect other banks will also find it necessary to consider 
the viability of remaining in the program.  

[Ex. A at 33] 

United Southern Bank comments that: “While we immediately 
complied, we have been adamantly opposed to the new requirement 
…”. [Ex. A at 39] 

Brannen Bank opines that: “If the rule remains in its current form, 
Florida Banks will be left with 3 choices. They can close the 
accounts, keep the accounts and lose money, or take funds and 
invest in longer-term assets … which could result in catastrophic 
effect” i.e., “bank closures.” [Ex. A at 32] 

First Colony Bank notes that: “Our bank cannot afford to pay the 
new higher rates on our IOTA accounts and as a result, we will 
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need to ask our very good, long-term attorney clients to close their 
IOTA account(s) and move to another bank.” [Ex. A at 49] 

The above is a mere sample of comments from the 29 Banks that 
chose to speak up. Rest assured, many other Banks agree. 

II. THE ONLY WAY TO LEVEL THE PLAYING FIELD UNDER THE IOTA
RULE WILL BE FOR BANKS TO BEGIN CHARGING COMMENSURATE 

ACTIVITY AND HANDLING FEES.

Importantly, the fee structure for IOTA trust accounts differs greatly 

from the fee structure Banks use for other commercial checking 

accounts.  

As this Court is likely aware, the following charges and fees have 
been defined as “reasonable” and are the only service charges or 
fees permitted to be deducted from interest earned on IOTA 
accounts: 

 Per check charge 
 Per deposit charge 
 Fee in lieu of minimum balance 
 Federal deposit insurance fee 

Financial institutions also may recoup special costs for their 
participation in IOTA through deduction of a reasonable IOTA 
handling/administrative fee.4

Banks are prohibited from charging for many deposit account 
services provided to IOTA trust accounts that are otherwise 
chargeable to other commercial checking accounts. For example, 
Banks are not permitted to charge for wire transfers or outgoing 
electronic fund transfers, which are the primary methods for 
moving dollars in IOTA accounts. Thus, if a Bank wants to recoup  
fees like these, they are only permitted to charge their customers’ 
accounts (as opposed to deducting them from IOTA interest). If the 

4The Fla. Bar. Found., For Lawyers and Law Firms, 
https://thefloridabarfoundation.org/iota/attorneys-lawfirms/ (last 
visited October 27, 2023). 
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law firm has solely an IOTA account at an institution, the Bank 
cannot recoup those fees. 

Other types of services Banks cannot charge to an IOTA account 

include, but are not limited to, returned check processing, 

overdrafts, check cashing, insufficient fund fees, fraud monitoring, 

account analysis, ACH services and the physical and digital 

infrastructure required to process the elevated level of transaction 

activity in IOTA trust accounts. Indeed, Banks carry significant 

overhead costs to participate in the IOTA program due to the high 

level of transactions in IOTA trust accounts. 

Again, while these services and overhead costs are not permitted to 
be charged on IOTA trust accounts, they are permitted to be 
charged on commercial deposit accounts. Thus, IOTA accounts are 
being treated significantly better than other similar accounts.  

Most Banks have not historically passed the cost of these services 
onto law firms’ operating accounts because Banks have historically 
viewed low-cost IOTA trust account dollars as fair and equitable 
compensation for providing a service lawyers expect from their 
financial institutions. Indeed, Banks would similarly waive activity 
or handling fees and would not assess those charges to law firm 
operating accounts. This was because the interest rate paid on 
IOTA trust accounts was in line with other checking accounts that 
have high levels of transaction activity.  

Under the new IOTA Rule, however, Banks will find it necessary to 
pass on the increased costs associated with participating in the 
IOTA program to its law firm clients (if and when possible) because 
the cost of participating in the IOTA program has increased 
exponentially and is now substantially higher than other 
commercial checking accounts. [See, e.g., Ex. A at 24 (“very soon we 
will be changing our wire fees for both incoming and outgoing wires 
for these IOTA trust accounts/Attorney operating accounts, as we 
have been waiving incoming and only charging $10 for outgoing”); 
Ex. A at 33 (“many banks will begin increasing fees to their attorney 
clients as a way of mitigating the increased interest costs.”)] 
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While most Banks have yet to implement changes to their fee 
structure for law firms, it is only a matter of time as Banks 
formalize their long-term strategy. See id. This is also evident by the 
20.1% of Banks the Florida Bar Foundation believes are 
significantly out of compliance. 

In addition, most Banks, particularly regional and smaller 
community Banks, will be unable to sustain paying long-term high 
interest rates on short-term IOTA accounts for any significant 
period without recouping these handling and activity fees 
elsewhere. This will result in a disproportionate negative effect, 
cause a decline in the number of participating Banks, and/or result 
in significant cost-shifting to Florida law firms.  

Importantly, even before the IOTA Rule change, the “low interest 
problem” was fixing itself. Interest that Banks were paying on IOTA 
trust accounts significantly increased, as is evident by the 
$30,315,382 of remittances for the first 11 months of the 2022– 
2023 fiscal year. In contrast, in the 2021–2022 fiscal year, total 
remittances were $9,498,632.93. [Report at 4-5] 

The Bar’s reference to “lower past Foundation revenues” has a more 
reasonable explanation than The Bar advances. The obvious reason 
for the depressed revenues is that interest rates—which are set by 
the federal government, not by individual Banks—were  low for the 
past several years. Low interest rates logically contributed to 
depressed revenues for the Foundation. But as the federal interest 
rates began increasing last year, so too did revenue for the 
Foundation.  

It cannot be overstated: Banks believe in supporting the mission of 
the Florida Bar Foundation and the need to assist indigent Florida 
citizens in need of legal representation. However, the IOTA Rule 
effectively mandates that Banks divert more of their taxable income 
to the Foundation rather than to the charitable endeavors that each 
individual Bank has historically supported. Such forced charitable 
giving is antithetical to free market principles and gives the 
Foundation a significant advantage vis-à-vis other charities that 
compete for increasingly limited charitable donations.  
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And neither The Bar nor the Foundation has explained—because 
neither can—how the Foundation would comply with the IOTA 
Rule’s mandate to use 85% of its annual revenues, should, as it 
now appears, the Foundation’s revenues increase ten-fold to over 
$300,000,000.00 per year. The likely answer is the Foundation has 
neither the staff, the infrastructure, nor the case load to support 
this influx of revenue. This situation places the Foundation in 
increased risk of distributing significant amounts of money to legal 
aid organizations (and those that call themselves legal aid 
organizations) that the Foundation does not have the staff, time, or 
resources to properly vet.  

III. THE IOTA RULE DIRECTLY REGULATES BANKS OVER WHICH THE 

FLORIDA BAR AND THE FLORIDA BAR FOUNDATION (“FOUNDATION”)
HAVE NO LEGAL OR OTHER AUTHORITY. 

The Bar states “[i]t is important to note that the rule does not 
regulate banks. The rule regulates lawyer conduct.” [Report at 2] 
But the Foundation’s and The Bar’s actions in implementing the 
IOTA Rule and The Bar’s Report could not be more at odds with 
that statement.  

The Florida Bar Foundation’s letter to The Bar (“Letter”), for 
example, refers not once to compliant and noncompliant lawyers, it 
addresses only various Banks’ compliance or “significant 
compliance.” The Letter names Banks that are compliant with a 
focus on “significant deviation from the IOTA Rule’s remittance 
requirements.” [Report at 11] The Letter names all Banks not in 
compliance with the new required interest rate. [Report at 12] The 
Letter also notes the “[t]otal dollars held in the IOTA trust accounts 
of noncompliant banks.” [Report at 13] 

In fact, the Foundation has been continuously contacting Banks
that it suspects are noncompliant with the IOTA Rule—a rule that 
purports to regulate lawyers. Attached to this Comment as 
Exhibit C is a letter some Banks have already received from the 
Foundation related to compliance with the IOTA Rule, which letter 
includes  a request to remit any deficit to the Foundation. Attached 
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as Exhibit D is yet another letter the Foundation sent to Banks 
advising on what fees it considers to be “reasonable” under the 
Rule.  

In sum, the Foundation’s Letters do not once mention lawyers’ 
compliance with the IOTA Rule—the sole subject matter is Banks’ 
compliance. To our knowledge, it appears that the Foundation has 
only sent letters to Banks requesting that Banks comply with the 
IOTA Rule, and not sent any or similar letters to lawyers. [See Ex. C 
& D] 

Further, The Bar’s Report also states nothing about lawyers’ 
compliance with the IOTA Rule. The 6-page Report focuses solely on 
Banks’ compliance.  

The Report notes that since the time the IOTA Rule came into effect, 
in other words, for the three month period between May and July 
2023, the IOTA Rule works “exactly as designed.” [Report at 3] 

In explaining what “exactly as designed” means, The Bar states that 
nearly 80 percent of Banks were “substantially compliant.” But The 
Bar fails to define what “substantially complaint” means. It appears 
from the Foundation’s Letter that if an institution has partially 
implemented the IOTA Rule, then it has “substantially complied.” 
Does that mean that no institution has “actually” or “fully” 
complied? Or that it is required to? 

Does that also indicate that law firms are free to “substantially 
comply” without strictly complying? The IOTA Rule does not provide 
any grace for “substantial compliance” by lawyers. It instead 
provides that any member of The Florida Bar “must” deposit short-
term funds into an IOTA account and “must certify annually, in 
writing, that the bar member is in compliance with … the provisions 
of this rule.” Rule 5-1.1(g)(2).  

The Report continues to note that in the three month period only 3 
out of 161 Banks have withdrawn from the IOTA program. In other 
words, The Bar admits that “exactly as designed” means that 
Banks, not lawyers, are the target of the IOTA Rule. Neither the 
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Report nor the Letter contemplates whether lawyers have 
“substantially complied.”  

The sole mention of lawyers in the Report is that the IOTA Rule 
“enable[s] lawyers to obtain the highest possible interest rate for 
IOTA accounts” even though admittedly lawyers “do not themselves 
benefit from the use of these funds.” [Report at 2]  

Indeed, in The Bar’s initial Petition to this Court to amend the IOTA 
Rule, The Bar stated “[r]egarding subdivision (g)(5)(B), the 
requirement for IOTA accounts is changed so that eligible 
institutions must tie interest rates for IOTA accounts to specific 
indexed rate points with the  hope of raising current IOTA account 
interest rates.” 

Stated otherwise, the IOTA Rule was implemented to require Banks 
to amend their practices. As explained fully in the FBA’s Motion for 
Rehearing, national banks are regulated by the federal 
government—they cannot be regulated by The Florida Bar. This 
preemption cannot be circumvented by an unsupported claim that 
the IOTA Rule regulates lawyers. It does not. The IOTA Rule 
requires Banks to change their practices or disenroll.  

The bottom line is, the IOTA Rule does not “enable” lawyers to do 
anything, as The Bar claims. [Report at 2] It instead threatens 
lawyers with sanctions and penalties if they do not seek out a 
dwindling number of Banks that are unwilling or unable to pay 
significantly higher interest rates.  

IV. THE IOTA RULE IS CONTRADICTORY AND IMPOSSIBLE TO 

IMPLEMENT.

Even if it were permissible for the IOTA Rule to direct Banks and 
not lawyers, the IOTA Rule is contradictory and impossible to 
implement as written. The drafters made sea changes to 
subdivisions 5-1.1(g)(5)(A)&(B), but did not make corresponding 
changes to subdivision (C) to harmonize the rule. 
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The IOTA Rule, as amended, does not reflect Banks’ standard 
practices under 5-1.1(g)(5)(C). Under subdivision (C), Banks are 
required to “calculate and remit interest … in accordance with the 
institution’s standard practice for non-IOTA account customers.” 

If that is the case, then under the IOTA Rule, Banks are required to 
“pay” interest according to the new structure under subdivisions 5-
1(g)(A)&(B), but only “remit” to the Foundation interest to the 
Foundation “in accordance with the institution’s standard practice 
for non-IOTA customers.” 

Banks can easily interpret this a justification for increased handling 
and activity fees, as discussed above. Banks’ “standard practice for 
non-IOTA customers” is to recover these fees. 

V. CONCLUSION

The FBA appreciates the Court’s considering its comments. 
Respectfully, the FBA requests that the Court reconsider the IOTA 
Rule and the destabilizing effect it will have on Banks and law 
firms. 

This Court should suspend the IOTA Rule and mandate that The 
Bar and the Foundation work with the FBA to reach a more 
reasonable and sustainable solution. Alternatively, this Court 
should repeal the IOTA Amendment and reinstate the previous rule 
because the interest on IOTA accounts was increasing as it should 
in the free market before the IOTA amendment came into effect.  
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Respectfully Submitted, 

DIANE G. DEWOLF, BCS 
Florida Bar 59719 
diane.dewolf@akerman.com 
elisa.miller@akerman.com 
myndi.qualls@akerman.com 
Akerman LLP 
201 E. Park Ave., Suite 300 
Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
Telephone: (850) 224-9634 
Facsimile: (850) 222-0103 

/s/ E. Ginnette Childs
E. GINNETTE CHILDS 
Florida Bar 0298130 
ginny.childs@akerman.com 
kathryn.odom@akerman.com 
Akerman LLP 
420 South Orange Avenue 
Suite 1200 
Orlando, FL 32801 
Telephone: (407) 423-4000 
Facsimile: (407) 843-6610 

Attorneys for Florida Bankers Association 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that, on this 1st day of November 2023, a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing was furnished by E-mail to: 

Joshua E. Doyle, Florida Bar Executive Director 

F. Scott Westheimer, Florida Bar President 

Elizabeth Clark Tarbert, Division Director, Lawyer Regulation 

The Florida Bar 
651 East Jefferson Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300 
Primary e-mail address: jdoyle@flabar.org 
Secondary e-mail address: etarbert@floridabar.org 
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ra
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d
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to
 
wh
y 

we
 

fe
el
 
th
e 

am
en
de
d 

ru
le
 

is 
fl
aw
ed
. 

To
 
be
gi
n 

wi
th
, 

th
e 

ru
le
 

ti
es
 
th
e 

in
te
re
st
 
ra

te
 
pa
id
 
on

 
IO

TA
 
ac

co
un

ts
 

to
 

a 
le

nd
in

g 
ra
te
 

as
 
op
po
se
d 

to
 
an
 
ov

er
ni

gh
t 

in
ve

st
me

nt
 

ra
te

. 
As
 
th
es
e 

ar
e 

sh
or
t-
te
rm
 

de
po
si
ts
, 

it 
sh
ou
ld
 

be
 
re

co
gn

iz
ed

 
th

at
 
th
es
e 

de
po
si
ts
 
wo

ul
d 

be
 
pl
ac
ed
 

in 

ov
er
ni
gh
t 

in
ve
st
me
nt
s 

by
 
th
e 

ba
nk
s 

th
at
 
ho

ld
 
th

es
e 

de
po

si
ts

, 
wh

ic
h 

pu
ts

 
a 

ce
il

in
g 

on
 

th
e 

re
tu

rn
 

th
at
 
ca
n 

be
 
ea

rn
ed

 

ba
se
d 

on
 
th
e 

ra
te
 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t.
 

Th
e 

ap
pl
ic
ab
il
it
y 

of
 
th
e 

in
de

x 
as

id
e,

 
ba
nk
s 

ar
e 

ab
le
 

to
 
ea

rn
 
so

me
 

po
si

ti
ve

 
sp
re
ad
 

in 

hi
gh

er
 

ra
te

 
en
vi
ro
nm
en
ts
 

as
 
th
e 
a
m
e
n
d
m
e
n
t
 

is 
cu

rr
en

tl
y 

wr
it

te
n.

 
Ho

we
ve

r,
 

in 
lo
we

r 
ra
te
 
en
vi

ro
nm

en
ts

, 
fo
r 

ex
am
pl
e 

Pr
im
e 

of
 
5.
00
% 

or
 

le
ss
, 

pe
gg
in
g 

th
e 

ra
te
 

to
 
30
0 

ba
si
s 

po
in

ts
 
be
lo
w 

Pr
im

e 
el
im
in
at
es
 

th
e 

en
ti
re
ty
 

of
 
an
y 

ea
rn
in
gs
 
op

po
rt

un
it

y 
on

 
th

os
e 

de
po
si
ts
 
an
d 

wo
ul
d 

in 
fa
ct
 
re
su
lt
 

in 
th
e 

co
st
 

of
 
se
rv
ic
in
g 

th
os
e 

de
po

si
ts

 
to
 
ex

ce
ed

 
an
y 

re
ve

nu
e 

th
at

 
co
ul
d 

be
 
ge
ne
ra
te
d 

fr
om

 
in

ve
st

in
g 

th
os
e 

de
po

si
ts

 
ov
er
ni
gh
t.
 

Ov
er
 
th
e 

la
st

 
15
 

ye
ar

s,
 

th
is

 
wo
ul
d 

ha
ve
 

be
en
 

th
e 

ca
se

 
fr

om
 
Ma

y 
20
08
 

un
ti

l 
Se
pt
em
be
r 

20
18
 
an
d 

ag
ai
n 

fr
om

 
Se
pt
em
be
r 

20
19

 
un
ti

l 
Ju
ly
 
20
22
. 

Pr
io

r 
to
 
th
e 

re
ce
nt
 
ch
an
ge
, 

Fl
or
id
a’
s 

ru
le
 
wa

s 
wr
it
te
n 

on
 
th
e 

pr
em

is
e 

th
at

 
ba

nk
s 

co
ul

d 
no
t 

di
sc
ri
mi
na
te
 
ag
ai
ns
t 

(O
TA
 

ac
co
un
ts
. 

Th
e 

in
st

it
ut

io
n 

wa
s 

re
qu

ir
ed

 
to

 
pa
y 

th
e 

hi
gh

es
t 

in
te

re
st

 
ra
te
 
ge
ne
ra
ll
y 

av
ai
la
bl
e 

to
 

its
 
no
n-
IO
TA
 
bu

si
ne

ss
es

 

or
 
co
ns
um
er
 
ac

co
un

t 
cu
st
om
er
s.
 

Th
e 

ru
le
 
ve

rb
ia

ge
 
in

cl
ud

ed
 

a 
“c
om
pa
ra
bi
li
ty
 
st

an
da

rd
” 

an
d 

th
at
 
ba
nk
s 

ha
d 

to
 
tr
ea
t 

1O
TA

’s
 

as
 
fa
vo
ra
bl
y 

as
 
an
y 

ot
he
r 

cl
ie
nt
 
ac

co
un

t 
wi

th
 
si

mi
la

r 
ac
co
un
t 

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
s.
 

Ba
se

d 
up
on
 
re

se
ar

ch
 
co

nd
uc

te
d 

du
ri

ng
 

th
is
 
pr

oc
es

s,
 

we
 
un

de
rs

ta
nd

 
th

at
 
ar

ou
nd

 
80
% 

of
 
st
at
es
 
ha

ve
 
si

mi
la

r 
“c
om
pa
ra
bi
li
ty
 
st

an
da

rd
s”

 
in

co
rp

or
at

ed
 

in
to
 
th
ei
r 

ru
le
s.
 

Ho
we

ve
r,

 
th
e 

ne
w 

Fl
or
id
a 

IO
TA
 

ru
le
 
el
im
in
at
es
 

th
e 

co
mp
ar
ab
le
 

pr
od
uc
t 

la
ng

ua
ge

 
th
at
 
es

ta
bl

is
he

d 

th
e 

“c
om

pa
ra

bi
li

ty
 
st
an
da
rd
” 

an
d 

no
w 

re
qu
ir
es
 
th
at
 
ba
nk
s 

pa
y 

a 
ra
te
 
c
o
m
m
e
n
s
u
r
a
t
e
 

to
 
th
at
 o
f 

a 
lo

ng
er

-t
er

m 
sa
vi
ng
s 

or
 
mo

ne
y 

ma
rk

et
 

ac
co
un
t,
 

wh
ic

h 
ar
e 

ge
ne

ra
ll

y 
re
qu
ir
ed
 

ta
 
ha

ve
 

li
mi
te
d 

tr
an

sa
ct

io
n 

le
ve
ls
. 

Th
is
, 

de
sp
it
e 

th
e 

fa
ct
 
th

at
 

IO
TA
 
ac
co
un
ts
 

ar
e 

sh
or

t-
te

rm
 
fu
nd
s 

an
d 

mo
re
 
fr
eq
ue
nt
ly
 
ha
ve
 
tr
an
sa
ct
io
n 

le
ve
ls
 
an
d 

ot
he
r 

ac
co
un
t 

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
s 

th
at
 
al
ig
n 

wi
th

 
co

mm
er

ci
al

 
ch

ec
ki

ng
 
ac
co
un
ts
 

th
at
 
do

 
no
t 

pa
y 

th
os

e 
hi
gh
er
 

ra
te
s.
 

Th
e 

re
su

lt
 

of
 
th
e 

ru
le

 
is 

th
at

 
we
 

ar
e 

no
w 

fo
rc
ed
 

to
 
pa
y 

a 
ra
te
 
on

 
IO

TA
 
ac

co
un

ts
 
si
gn
if
ic
an
tl
y 

hi
gh
er
 
th

an
 
an
y 

ot
he

r 
ac
co
un
t 

in 
ou
r 

Ba
nk

 
wi
th
 

si
mi
la
r 

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
s.
 

Wi
th

 
Pr

im
e 

at
 
8.

50
%,

 
th
e 

ra
te
 
on

 
IO
TA
 

at
 4

0%
 

of
 
Pr

im
e 

wo
ul

d 
be
 
3.

40
%.

 
Ac
co
rd
in
g 

to
 
th
e 

FD
IC
, 

th
e 

av
er

ag
e 

mo
ne
y 

ma
rk
et
 

ra
te

 
pa

id
 

at 
all

 i
ns
ur
ed
 
de

po
si

to
ry

 
in

st
it

ut
io

ns
 

is 
.6
5%
 

as 
of 

Oc
to
be
r 

16,
 

20
23

. 
Ou
r 

qu
es

ti
on

 
is 

13

13



wh
y 

is 
it 

th
at
 

IO
TA
’s
 

sh
ou
ld
 

re
ce

iv
e 

sp
ec

ia
l 

tr
ea
tm
en
t 

an
d 

by
 
ru

le
 
be
 
re

qu
ir

ed
 

to
 

be
 
pa
id
 

a 
mu

ch
 

hi
gh
er
 

ra
te

 
th

an
 

th
at

 
pa
id
 

to
 
ac
co
un
ts
 
wi

th
 

si
mi

la
r 

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
s?
 
Wh
y 

sh
ou
ld
 

th
e 

Ba
r 

be
 
ab
le
 

to
 
cr

ea
te

 
a 

ru
le
 

th
at
 
pr
ov
id
es
 

an
 

un
fa
ir
 
be

ne
fi

t 
to

 
th

ei
r 

Fo
un

da
ti

on
 

as
 
co
mp
ar
ed
 

to
 
ot
he
r 

cl
ie
nt
s,
 

in
cl
ud
in
g 

ma
ny

 
ot

he
r 

no
t-
fo
r-
pr
of
it
s 

an
d 

Fo
un
da
ti
on
s?
 

Th
e 

Fl
or

id
a 

Ba
r,

 
in 

th
ei
r 

re
sp
on
se
 

to
 
th

e 
Fl

or
id

a 
Ba
nk
er
's
 
As
so
ci
at
io
n’
s 

Mo
ti

on
 

fo
r 

Re
he
ar
in
g,
 
ar
gu
ed
 

th
at
 

th
e 

ru
le
 

do
es
 

no
t 

re
gu
la
te
 

ba
nk
s,
 

ra
th
er
 
th
e 

at
to
rn
ey
s 

th
at
 

us
e 

th
e 

ac
co

un
ts

. 
Th
e 

fa
ct
 

of
 t

he
 
ma
tt
er
 

is 
th

at
 
th
e 

Fl
or
id
a 

Ba
r 

is 

in
di
re
ct
ly
 
re
gu
la
ti
ng
 
ba
nk
s 

th
at

 
wa
nt
 

to
 
pr
ov
id
e 

fi
na
nc
ia
l 

se
rv
ic
es
 

to
 
th

es
e 

at
to
rn
ey
s.
 

Th
e 

Fl
or

id
a 

Ba
r 

is 
ju
st
 
ma

ki
ng

 

th
e 

at
to

rn
ey

 
th
e 

re
gu

la
to

r 
by
 
pr

ox
y 

to
 
en

fo
rc

e 
its

 
ru
le
 
ch

an
ge

 
on
 

ba
nk
s.
 

Th
e 

Fl
or
id
a 

Ba
r 

ma
ke
s 

th
e 

ar
gu

me
nt

 
th
at
 

th
e 

fa
ct
 
th
at
 

“p
ar

ti
ci

pa
ti

on
 

in 
th
e 

IO
TA

 
pr
og
ra
m 

is 
vo
lu
nt
ar
y 

fo
r 

ba
nk
s”
 

ju
st

if
ie

s 
th
e 

pr
em
is
e 

th
at
 

th
e 

ru
le

 
do
es
 

no
t 

re
gu
la
te
 

ba
nk
s.
 

Wh
il
e 

th
e 

“v
ol
un
ta
ry
” 

na
tu

re
 

of
 
pa

rt
ic

ip
at

io
n 

ma
y 

be
 
fa
ct
ua
ll
y 

tr
ue
, 

it 
is 

no
t 

th
at

 
si
mp
le
. 

It 
is 
mu

ch
 

ha
rd
er
 

to
 
ex
it
 

a 
li
ne
 

of
 
bu

si
ne

ss
 

bu
il

t 
on
 
re
la
ti
on
sh
ip
s 

wi
th

 
lo
ng
-s
ta
nd
in
g 

cl
ie
nt
s,
 

es
pe
ci
al
ly
 

fo
r 

a 
ba

nk
 

th
at
 

ha
s 

an
y 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

le
ve
l 

of
 
IO

TA
 
de
po
si
ts
. 

Ad
di
ti
on
al
ly
, 

th
er
e 

ar
e 

ra
mi
fi
ca
ti
on
s 

be
yo

nd
 

ju
st
 
th
e 

IO
TA
 
ac

co
un

t,
 

as
 
ex
it
in
g 

th
e 

bu
si
ne
ss
 

li
ne
 
co

ul
d 

ha
ve

 
a 
de

tr
im

en
ta

l 
im
pa
ct
 

on
 
ou
r 

re
la
ti
on
sh
ip
s 

wi
th

 
th
e 

la
w 

fi
rm
s 

we
 

ba
nk
, 

if 
th
is
 
ru
le
 
re

ma
in

s 
in 

pl
ac
e,
 

we
 

al
so
 
be

li
ev

e 
th
er
e 

wi
ll

 
be
 
un
in
te
nd
ed
 
co

ns
eq

ue
nc

es
: 

1. 
Ma

ny
 

ba
nk
s 

wi
ll
 
be

gi
n 

ch
ar

gi
ng

 
or

 
in
cr
ea
si
ng
 
fe

es
 

to
 
th
ei
r 

at
to

rn
ey

 
cl
ie
nt
s 

as
 

a 
wa

y 
to
 
pa
rt
ia
ll
y 

of
fs
et
 
th
e 

si
gn
if
ic
an
t 

in
cr
ea

se
 

in 
in
te
re
st
 

co
st
s.
 

La
w 

fi
rm
s 

wi
ll

 
li
ke
ly
 
ne
ed
 

or
 
ch

oo
se

 
to

 
pa

ss
 
al
on
g 

th
os
e 

fe
es
 

to
 
th
ei
r 

cl
ie
nt
s.
 

2. 
So
me
 

ba
nk
s 

wi
ll
 
ch

oo
se

 
to

 
ex
it
 
th
e 

li
ne

 
of
 
bu

si
ne

ss
 
al
to
ge
th
er
. 

Th
is

 
is 

es
pe

ci
al

ly
 

li
ke
ly
 

in 
lo

we
r 

ra
te

 

en
vi
ro
nm
en
ts
. 

La
w 

fi
rm
s 

ma
y 

th
en

 
be
 
re

qu
ir

ed
 

to
 
mo
ve
 

th
ei
r 

IO
TA
 
ac
co
un
ts
 
fr
om
 

th
ei
r 

ex
is

ti
ng

 
ba

nk
(s

) 

wi
th

 
w
h
o
m
 

th
ey

 
ge
ne
ra
ll
y 

ha
ve
 
en
jo
ye
d 

lo
ng
 
re
la
ti
on
sh
ip
s 

to
 
ne

w 
ba

nk
(s

) 
wi

th
 
wh
ic
h 

th
ey

 
ar
e 

li
ke
ly
 

un
fa

mi
fi

ar
 
an
d 

th
at

 
ma

y 
no
t 

pr
ov

id
e 

th
e 

le
ve

l 
of

 
se

rv
ic

e 
th
at
 
th
ey
 
re
qu
ir
e 

fo
r 

th
ei
r 

cl
ie
nt
s.
 

3. 
Ba
nk
 
ea

rn
in

gs
 

wi
ll

 
be
 
ne
ga
ti
ve
ly
 
af
fe
ct
ed
, 

wh
ic

h 
wi

ll
 
re
su
lt
 

in 
re
-e
va
lu
at
io
n 

of
 

all
 
ex
pe
ns
es
 

in
cl
ud
in
g 

su
pp

or
t 

of
 
ot

he
r 

ph
il
an
th
ro
pi
c 

ca
us
es
 

in 
th
e 

co
mm
un
it
ie
s 

th
at
 
th

ey
 

se
rv

e.
 

Co
mm

un
it

y 
su
pp

or
t 

is 
so
me
th
in
g 

mo
st
 

ba
nk

s 
in 

Fl
or

id
a 

ta
ke
 
ve

ry
 
se
ri
ou
sl
y,
 

es
pe
ci
al
ly
 
co
mm
un
it
y 

ba
nk
s.
 

We
 

be
li

ev
e 

ma
ny

 
at

to
rn

ey
s 

th
at
 
ha

ve
 
no

w 
be
co
me
 
in
fo
rm
ed
 

on
 

th
is

 
is
su
e 

as
 

a 
pa
rt
 

of
 
th

e 
co
ll
ec
ti
ve
 
ou
tr
ea
ch
 

of
 

ba
nk
er
s 

ac
ro

ss
 

th
e 

St
at

e 
re

co
gn

iz
e 

an
d 

ag
re

e 
wi

th
 

th
e 

po
te
nt
ia
ll
y 

ne
ga

ti
ve

 
im

pa
ct

s 
of

 
th
e 

ru
le
 

as
 
ev

id
en

ce
d 

by
 
th
e 

Af
fi

da
vi

ts
 
su
bm
it
te
d 

al
on

g 
wi

th
 

th
e 

FB
A 

re
sp
on
se
. 

Fo
r 

ma
ny
 

re
as

on
s,

 
in
cl
ud
in
g 

th
os

e 
ou
tl
in
ed
 

in 
th
is

 
le
tt
er
, 

we
 
re
sp
ec
tf
ul
ly
 

as
k 

th
e 

Co
ur
t 

to
 
ha
lt
 
th

e 
A
m
e
n
d
e
d
 

Ru
le

 
an
d 

pr
ov

id
e 

an
 
op
po
rt
un
it
y 

fo
r 

th
e 

Fl
or
id

a 
Ba

nk
er

s 
As

so
ci

at
io

n 
to

 
be
 
in
vo
lv
ed
 

in 
de
ve
lo
pi
ng
 

a 
ru
le
 
th

at
 

wi
ll

 
be
 

fa
ir

 f
or

 

bo
th

 
th

e 
Fl
or
id
a 

Ba
r 

Fo
un
da
ti
on
 
an
d 

Fl
or

id
a 

ba
nk
s.
 

Si
nc

er
el

y,
 

4}
 

e)
 

“ 

xc
s 

Da
vi

d 
R. 

Do
th

er
dw

. 

Ch
ie
f 

Ex
ec

ut
iv

e 
Of

fi
ce

r 

14

wh
y 

is 
it 

th
at
 

IO
TA
’s
 

sh
ou
ld
 

re
ce

iv
e 

sp
ec

ia
l 

tr
ea
tm
en
t 

an
d 

by
 
ru

le
 
be
 
re

qu
ir

ed
 

to
 

be
 
pa
id
 

a 
mu

ch
 

hi
gh
er
 

ra
te

 
th

an
 

th
at

 
pa
id
 

to
 
ac
co
un
ts
 
wi

th
 

si
mi

la
r 

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
s?
 
Wh
y 

sh
ou
ld
 

th
e 

Ba
r 

be
 
ab
le
 

to
 
cr

ea
te

 
a 

ru
le
 

th
at
 
pr
ov
id
es
 

an
 

un
fa
ir
 
be

ne
fi

t 
to

 
th

ei
r 

Fo
un

da
ti

on
 

as
 
co
mp
ar
ed
 

to
 
ot
he
r 

cl
ie
nt
s,
 

in
cl
ud
in
g 

ma
ny

 
ot

he
r 

no
t-
fo
r-
pr
of
it
s 

an
d 

Fo
un
da
ti
on
s?
 

Th
e 

Fl
or

id
a 

Ba
r,

 
in 

th
ei
r 

re
sp
on
se
 

to
 
th

e 
Fl

or
id

a 
Ba
nk
er
's
 
As
so
ci
at
io
n’
s 

Mo
ti

on
 

fo
r 

Re
he
ar
in
g,
 
ar
gu
ed
 

th
at
 

th
e 

ru
le
 

do
es
 

no
t 

re
gu
la
te
 

ba
nk
s,
 

ra
th
er
 
th
e 

at
to
rn
ey
s 

th
at
 

us
e 

th
e 

ac
co

un
ts

. 
Th
e 

fa
ct
 

of
 t

he
 
ma
tt
er
 

is 
th

at
 
th
e 

Fl
or
id
a 

Ba
r 

is 

in
di
re
ct
ly
 
re
gu
la
ti
ng
 
ba
nk
s 

th
at

 
wa
nt
 

to
 
pr
ov
id
e 

fi
na
nc
ia
l 

se
rv
ic
es
 

to
 
th

es
e 

at
to
rn
ey
s.
 

Th
e 

Fl
or

id
a 

Ba
r 

is 
ju
st
 
ma

ki
ng

 

th
e 

at
to

rn
ey

 
th
e 

re
gu

la
to

r 
by
 
pr

ox
y 

to
 
en

fo
rc

e 
its

 
ru
le
 
ch

an
ge

 
on
 

ba
nk
s.
 

Th
e 

Fl
or
id
a 

Ba
r 

ma
ke
s 

th
e 

ar
gu

me
nt

 
th
at
 

th
e 

fa
ct
 
th
at
 

“p
ar

ti
ci

pa
ti

on
 

in 
th
e 

IO
TA

 
pr
og
ra
m 

is 
vo
lu
nt
ar
y 

fo
r 

ba
nk
s”
 

ju
st

if
ie

s 
th
e 

pr
em
is
e 

th
at
 

th
e 

ru
le

 
do
es
 

no
t 

re
gu
la
te
 

ba
nk
s.
 

Wh
il
e 

th
e 

“v
ol
un
ta
ry
” 

na
tu

re
 

of
 
pa

rt
ic

ip
at

io
n 

ma
y 

be
 
fa
ct
ua
ll
y 

tr
ue
, 

it 
is 

no
t 

th
at

 
si
mp
le
. 

It 
is 
mu

ch
 

ha
rd
er
 

to
 
ex
it
 

a 
li
ne
 

of
 
bu

si
ne

ss
 

bu
il

t 
on
 
re
la
ti
on
sh
ip
s 

wi
th

 
lo
ng
-s
ta
nd
in
g 

cl
ie
nt
s,
 

es
pe
ci
al
ly
 

fo
r 

a 
ba

nk
 

th
at
 

ha
s 

an
y 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

le
ve
l 

of
 
IO

TA
 
de
po
si
ts
. 

Ad
di
ti
on
al
ly
, 

th
er
e 

ar
e 

ra
mi
fi
ca
ti
on
s 

be
yo

nd
 

ju
st
 
th
e 

IO
TA
 
ac

co
un

t,
 

as
 
ex
it
in
g 

th
e 

bu
si
ne
ss
 

li
ne
 
co

ul
d 

ha
ve

 
a 
de

tr
im

en
ta

l 
im
pa
ct
 

on
 
ou
r 

re
la
ti
on
sh
ip
s 

wi
th

 
th
e 

la
w 

fi
rm
s 

we
 

ba
nk
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eu A CENTURY HAN 
a. 

October 31, 2023 

Florida Supreme Court 

500 South Duval Street 

Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Re: IOTA Trust Accounts 

Honorable Justices of the Florida Supreme Court 

U.S. Century Bank (the “Bank”) is a community bank that offers many services including, but not 

limited to, commercial banking, private banking, and retail. The Bank was founded in 2002 by a 

group of business leaders that had a vision to service the South Florida community. The Bank has 

over $2 billion in assets and 10 banking centers throughout South Florida. Additionally, the Bank 

has developed the Jurist Advantage product with services specifically designed to cater to law 

firms and members of the legal community. The Bank has spent a significant amount of time and 

resources developing strong relationships with many law firms in the South Florida region. The 

Bank’s IOTA accounts are a significant part of the Bank’s business. 

Consequently, we are writing to express the Bank’s position with respect to the recently adopted 

“Amendments to Rules Regulating the Florida Bar — Miscellaneous” (No. SC22-1292) (the 

“Amended Rule”) that became effective on May 15, 2023. The Bank’s position is that the 

Amended Rule is inappropriate and unfair. To further elaborate on the Bank’s position, we would 

like to state as follows 

First, the Amended Rule is inappropriate and unfair because it forces the Bank to treat IOTA 

accounts better than other client accounts at the Bank with the same or similar characteristics. The 

original rule required that the Bank treat IOTA accounts as they would for any other client account 

with similar characteristics. However, the new rule now requires banks pay a rate that is 

commensurate to that of a long-term savings or money market account (which have limited 

transaction levels, unlike IOTA accounts that have higher transaction levels). This amounts to an 

unfair benefit to the Florida Bar Foundation. Consequently, this rule is inappropriately forcing 

banks to treat IOTA accounts more favorably than other client accounts with similar 

characteristics. 

Second, the Florida Bar alleges that this Amended Rule regulates attorneys, not banks, and that 

the banks’ participation in the IOTA program is voluntary. However, this is a misrepresentation of 

the reality of the situation. The Florida Bar is effectively regulating banks because it is attempting 

2301 NW 87 Avenue, Doral, Florida 33172 * Telephone (305) 715-5200 * Fax (305) 594-3411 
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commensurate to that of a long-term savings or money market account (which have limited 

transaction levels, unlike IOTA accounts that have higher transaction levels). This amounts to an 

unfair benefit to the Florida Bar Foundation. Consequently, this rule is inappropriately forcing 

banks to treat IOTA accounts more favorably than other client accounts with similar 

characteristics. 

Second, the Florida Bar alleges that this Amended Rule regulates attorneys, not banks, and that 

the banks’ participation in the IOTA program is voluntary. However, this is a misrepresentation of 

the reality of the situation. The Florida Bar is effectively regulating banks because it is attempting 
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October 31, 2023 
 
Florida Supreme Court 
500 South Duval Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
 
Re: IOTA Trust Accounts 
 
Honorable Justices of the Florida Supreme Court: 
 
U.S. Century Bank (the “Bank”) is a community bank that offers many services including, but not 
limited to, commercial banking, private banking, and retail. The Bank was founded in 2002 by a 
group of business leaders that had a vision to service the South Florida community. The Bank has 
over $2 billion in assets and 10 banking centers throughout South Florida. Additionally, the Bank 
has developed the Jurist Advantage product with services specifically designed to cater to law 
firms and members of the legal community. The Bank has spent a significant amount of time and 
resources developing strong relationships with many law firms in the South Florida region. The 
Bank’s IOTA accounts are a significant part of the Bank’s business.  
 
Consequently, we are writing to express the Bank’s position with respect to the recently adopted 
“Amendments to Rules Regulating the Florida Bar – Miscellaneous” (No. SC22-1292) (the 
“Amended Rule”) that became effective on May 15, 2023. The Bank’s position is that the 
Amended Rule is inappropriate and unfair. To further elaborate on the Bank’s position, we would 
like to state as follows: 
 
First, the Amended Rule is inappropriate and unfair because it forces the Bank to treat IOTA 
accounts better than other client accounts at the Bank with the same or similar characteristics. The 
original rule required that the Bank treat IOTA accounts as they would for any other client account 
with similar characteristics. However, the new rule now requires banks pay a rate that is 
commensurate to that of a long-term savings or money market account (which have limited 
transaction levels, unlike IOTA accounts that have higher transaction levels). This amounts to an 
unfair benefit to the Florida Bar Foundation. Consequently, this rule is inappropriately forcing 
banks to treat IOTA accounts more favorably than other client accounts with similar 
characteristics.  
 
Second, the Florida Bar alleges that this Amended Rule regulates attorneys, not banks, and that 
the banks’ participation in the IOTA program is voluntary. However, this is a misrepresentation of 
the reality of the situation. The Florida Bar is effectively regulating banks because it is attempting 
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to set the actual interest rates paid on the accounts. Additionally, banks across Florida have been 
receiving invoices from the Florida Bar with shortfall calculations for interest paid and remittance 
requests. Clearly, the Florida Bar is applying pressure on the banks, not the attorneys. Moreover, 
asserting that the banks’ participation in IOTA program is voluntary, while technically true, is 
dismissive of the reality of the situation. The reality is that many banks, such as U.S. Century 
Bank, have spent years developing programs and services to cater to this clientele. For example, 
the Jurist Advantage program we have developed was as a result of a tremendous amount of time 
and resources. It is inappropriate and unfair for the Florida Bar to significantly change the rule 
with little notice and no room for negotiation. This adversely impacts an entire line of business the 
Bank has spent years developing. To suggest that the Bank’s participation in the IOTA program is 
voluntary and that the Bank can simply choose to stop participating is completely dismissive of 
the hardship the Bank would face as a result of investing all these resources into a product, only to 
have it canceled overnight. 
 
Finally, this Amended Rule will ultimately also adversely impact attorneys. Previously, banks had 
minimal fees on IOTA accounts (if any). However, if the Amended Rule remains as is, banks will 
have no other option than to either increase fees on their attorney clients or exit the line of business 
altogether. Attorneys will then have more limited choices as to where they can have their IOTA 
accounts and, because of the increased fees from banks, the attorneys will have to pass along fees 
to clients. This will then adversely impact the client because this will effectively act as a tax on 
the client’s funds. Ultimately, it will create an environment where banks, attorneys, and clients are 
adversely affected. The only party benefiting from this would be the Florida Bar Foundation. 
 
Consequently, we respectfully request that the Court halt the Amended Rule and provide the 
Florida Banker’s Association an opportunity to be involved in developing a rule that will be fair 
to Florida banks. As outlined above, the Bank strongly feels that this Amended Rule is 
inappropriate and unfair, and will ultimately adversely affect Florida banks, attorneys, and clients.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
___________________ 
Jalal “Jay” Shehadeh 
EVP/General Counsel 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achleve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achleve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts. with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, wilt cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Florida Bar 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers In as much as we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or leval of service we require to service our 
Clients. 

5) ! am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current ruie, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name i ae 
Florida Bar Number: _S27 25H 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers In as much as we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or leval of service we require to service our 
Clients. 

5) ! am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current ruie, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name i ae 
Florida Bar Number: _S27 25H 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts. with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate. indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers In as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Florida Bar Number:  e52 7 e-525 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
cllents. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ake Hone. KaKE 

| Florida Bar Number: JO (oo GG 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
cllents. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ake Hone. KaKE 

| Florida Bar Number: JO (oo GG 
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FLORIDA ATTORN COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

we 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

we 

Name a LA. We ) ty 
Ones. 

Florida Bar Number "821043 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 
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Florida Bar Number: i Ost} 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers inasmuch as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment, and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Florida Bar Number. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

t 

Florida Bar Number: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

t 

Florida Bar Number: 

Miche Tr wWicGins 
7311692851

ELOR1DAATTORNE O 
THEFLORIDA SUPREME COURT  REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 
AA I fit_t_. T. W di. 6 ilqS 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Ber. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers In as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rute, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

G les Wollust 
Name: =) 

FloridaBarNumber;_ Ol#GG2 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Ber. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers In as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rute, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

G les Wollust 
Name: =) 

FloridaBarNumber;_ Ol#GG2 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDASUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

G•ci, Les jc)14.1(t.st 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number.  O 131 

7311692S:1 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rute, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Le 

Florida Bar Number: 981789. 

7311692831

0 ATT TT 
T ORID OQURT. ING |OT, T] 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rute, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Le 

Florida Bar Number: 981789. 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number cielqed-

73116928;1 



IGLER | PEARLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

COMMENT TO THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

1} Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must obtain on certain of their 

trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) This requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption to the operation of my law firm 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required under the new rule, 
will cause a disruption for me inasmuch as my firm is now required to conduct substantial 
due diligence on the banks at which we maintain our IOTA account. 

5) Asa result of the new rule, we anticipate not regularly maintaining an IOTA account. 
Rather, we anticipate only holding client funds in trust when such funds will produce a 
material amount of interest for the benefit of our clients. This will result in our firm to not, 

or only rarely, hold funds that will produce interest for the Florida Bar Foundation. 

6) It is our conclusion that this new rule will be bad for both our firm, the Florida Bar 
Foundation, and its beneficiaries. 

7) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 
the amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar 
Foundation to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, its beneficiaries, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Sincerely, 

IGLER AND PEARLMAN, P.A. 

fi: Jw [ 
Richard Pearlman 
President 
October 30, 2023 

850.878.2411 Telephone 2457 Care Drive | Suite 203 
850.878.1230 Facsimile Tallahassee, Florida 32308

IGLER | PEARLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

COMMENT TO THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

1} Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must obtain on certain of their 

trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) This requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption to the operation of my law firm 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required under the new rule, 
will cause a disruption for me inasmuch as my firm is now required to conduct substantial 
due diligence on the banks at which we maintain our IOTA account. 

5) Asa result of the new rule, we anticipate not regularly maintaining an IOTA account. 
Rather, we anticipate only holding client funds in trust when such funds will produce a 
material amount of interest for the benefit of our clients. This will result in our firm to not, 

or only rarely, hold funds that will produce interest for the Florida Bar Foundation. 

6) It is our conclusion that this new rule will be bad for both our firm, the Florida Bar 
Foundation, and its beneficiaries. 

7) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 
the amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar 
Foundation to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, its beneficiaries, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Sincerely, 

IGLER AND PEARLMAN, P.A. 

fi: Jw [ 
Richard Pearlman 
President 
October 30, 2023 

850.878.2411 Telephone 2457 Care Drive | Suite 203 
850.878.1230 Facsimile Tallahassee, Florida 32308

IGLER I PEARLMAN PA. 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

COMMENT TO THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must obtain on certain of their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) This requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption to the operation of my law firm. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required under the new rule, 
will cause a disruption for me inasmuch as my firm is now required to conduct substantial 
due diligence on the banks at which we maintain our IOTA account. 

5) As a result of the new rule, we anticipate not regularly maintaining an IOTA account. 
Rather, we anticipate only holding client funds in trust when such funds will produce a 
material amount of interest for the benefit of our clients. This will result in our firm to not, 
or only rarely, hold funds that will produce interest for the Florida Bar Foundation. 

6) It is our conclusion that this new rule will be bad for both our firm, the Florida Bar 
Foundation, and its beneficiaries. 

7) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 
the amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar 
Foundation to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, its beneficiaries, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Sincerely, 

IGLER AND PEARLMAN, P.A. 

AV 
Richard Pearlman Pearlman 
President 
October 30, 2023 

850.878.2411 Telephone 2457 Care Drive [ Suite 203 
850.878.1230 Facsimile Tallahassee, Florida 32308 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

; Plex. G Horde fer Nktber 470724 

rues Voysorne- Mole Pr

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

; Plex. G Horde fer Nktber 470724 

rues Voysorne- Mole Pr

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) {am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rutes Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

nat provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Alley + wala, 
“Rorida Bar Number: HAIL 

Newco otto! 4 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) {am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rutes Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

nat provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Alley + wala, 
“Rorida Bar Number: HAIL 

Newco otto! 4 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENCE) 
IHE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) 1 am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: /4111-1 Pikidialt 

14Plolkrida .Bar Number.  101 IB 1 21 0
f\ 2,4s)4,0-14\-,2410,,  0
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Jam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ft ve 's banking industry. 

t 

Willian © Onrarcl i : Wham < 
Florida Bar Number: 0425023 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Jam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ft ve 's banking industry. 

t 

Willian © Onrarcl i : Wham < 
Florida Bar Number: 0425023 

73116928,1 Nowra Piblo_h lh

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1 am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) 1 am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Flgrila's bankin• industry. 

Name: 
WI\ } v C Ou_reu_44 

Florida Bar Number. 

73116928,1 MA.05.4-a-ftfaca 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

1s. Florida Sar Nufhber: 103123 2 
a Newsome Mehta tA

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

1s. Florida Sar Nufhber: 103123 2 
a Newsome Mehta tA

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME MART REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Fondai  Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts. with such 
Interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically. extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, Uke the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Jf L. “Lp 
Name: ap fee 

Florida Bat Number: SUGSS) 0 

Naeger Pack A abhn IP 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, Uke the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Jf L. “Lp 
Name: ap fee 

Florida Bat Number: SUGSS) 0 

Naeger Pack A abhn IP 
News2rel

FLORIDAATTORNEY COMMENT M 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates. like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will, cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ZS ee ee 

Florida Bar Number: _©°°C! 4 EE 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ZS ee ee 

Florida Bar Number: _©°°C! 4 EE 

Wr Cis) mMrbcleh Te 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  )' =D 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) | am awere that the Florida Suprerne Court recently atnended the 
| Rules Regulating the Florida Bar‘as to the mirimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve-on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Flopida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indested to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may Cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal'sérvices and operation of my taw firrh 
and/or my practice. 

4) Spécifically, extremely higher: interest. rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule; will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as.we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed:a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we.are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type‘or level of service we require to service our 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider:the Amendment:and-order, the Florida Bar ; 
Board of Governors.and thé Florida Bar to work withalt j 
stakeholders to develop.a rate that is fait for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyérs, and Florida’s.banking industry. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) | am awere that the Florida Suprerne Court recently atnended the 
| Rules Regulating the Florida Bar‘as to the mirimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve-on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Flopida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indested to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may Cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal'sérvices and operation of my taw firrh 
and/or my practice. 

4) Spécifically, extremely higher: interest. rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule; will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as.we are required to move our 
{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed:a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we.are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type‘or level of service we require to service our 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider:the Amendment:and-order, the Florida Bar ; 
Board of Governors.and thé Florida Bar to work withalt j 
stakeholders to develop.a rate that is fait for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyérs, and Florida’s.banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

• To Whom it May Cencerri:: 

'I) 1 am a member in good. Standing of,the Florida Bar. •  :. 
. • . • . ,i .ki.'' . I .,' A ." C. 

, it 

. 2) I am aware that the Florida Supremeuourt re ti nny amendeitthe . , 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum inter* rate 

, that an attorney miist achleve.O0 their.trust 4counts, With such
,. • interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Olefrida Bar Fotindation, 

3) i believe the higher interest rite; indefted to,  Prime Rate, will be 
,.''unduly burdensome  my' raCtice as it.rhay causeumrstesSarY 

•‘  

disruption regarding the Legal services and 
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and/or my practice.;  
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4) Specifically, extreniely•hig4er.Mte*,rites, like the one being 
charged now under theineW,#ute; wilt' cause a disruption for me, 
and/or other lawyers .i# as .flitict; as :ice are required to move our 
IOTA accounts froM pen* with whom we have enjoyedialong 
relationship to new banks witij*hitih we are untainabe and/or ,do 

. not provide the type or ieVel.of s:ervice we require to serifiCe'i,:pur 
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P:.5) ' t am'.  reqbestiiig•that the Ftor;ida'$upteinerCayrt stay the 
- ,  current cute, 'recoppiderthe Afnendment and' order he.FIcirida Bar 
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,Boarg okGovernors.ancl.pe Florda Bar to work Imttvatt , , . ..: 
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ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

vane tt, Ue Shas 
Florida Bar Number: F/G UYO 

n — 

A tesslé stead

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

vane tt, Ue Shas 
Florida Bar Number: F/G UYO 
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A tesslé stead

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Ren} amin. Dp. Wars) > Lia 

Florida Bar Number: Gigo7 

Ren Jamin Were 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Ren} amin. Dp. Wars) > Lia 

Florida Bar Number: Gigo7 

Ren Jamin Were 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  V3ent.t r,nin ) 

Florida -Bar Number.  gi-kci,61
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: dey 

Florida Bar Number; _53812 

Lori Wurrret 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: dey 

Florida Bar Number; _53812 

Lori Wurrret 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEFLORIDA SUPREME COURIREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number.  53812
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ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regutating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name th Ep 

Florida Bar Number: WVLEC38 &7 oe 

73116928,1 vj liam Ry i 1 RL

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regutating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARDI NO IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Docusigned by: — 

Name oe R Fre ke fl lollo A 

Florida Bar Number: ila 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all. 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

\OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

\OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: m2 QOw2 OO. Michele Pood 

Florida Bar Number: a> V@A4%) 0 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will, be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida -Bar Number  va.,‘%ki $► 

73116928:1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

hot provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

hot provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Riley Kendatl 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 1048726 

a Riley kewoal/

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) [ believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) [ believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

WH Owand 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 092503 

2311681 wl | Dunaro

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, wilt cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Ce 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number; °°47614 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
mE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremety higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Z 2 an 

Florida Bar Nufnber: d $6041 

73116928:

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremety higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Z 2 an 

Florida Bar Nufnber: d $6041 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

N Name: AN 
J. Todd Soyvth 

Florida Bar Number: __0724882 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

N Name: AN 
J. Todd Soyvth 

Florida Bar Number: __0724882 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
TL-iE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name' 
J. Tod th 

Florida Bar Number:  0724882

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) [ believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Dudley Q. Shar 

Florida Bar Number: g0506 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) [ believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Dudley Q. Shar 

Florida Bar Number: g0506 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENUO 
THE FLOR1DA_SUPRF_ME CQURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name.
\11Dudley Q. ar , Jr 

40506 Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

} 

Name 
Jason R. wkins 

Florida Bar Numper: __ 0011925 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

} 

Name 
Jason R. wkins 

Florida Bar Numper: __ 0011925 

73116928;

FLORIDAATEORNEY OMEN:ITO 
TEIEELORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Jason R 

Florida Bar Nui 

73116928;1 

wkins 

er: 011925 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

go Name 
Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number: 9145520 

73116928;3

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

go Name 
Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number: 9145520 

73116928;3

FLORIDAAITORNff COMMENITO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURIREGAREA TES

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number:  0145520

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name H4 fe 
William R. Bird, Jr 

Florida Bar Number: 96 {sol 
wy 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name H4 fe 
William R. Bird, Jr 

Florida Bar Number: 96 {sol 
wy 

73116928; 1

FLORIDAARQUELCOMENIT0 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level. of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Name'  L 
William R. Bird, Jr. 

Florida Bar Number:  06 350 

73116928J 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

om Z 

Name(—_ 
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number: __°183441 

73416928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

om Z 

Name(—_ 
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number: __°183441 

73416928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEEL0RIDASUPREMECOURIREGARDINal0TABAIES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Nam  
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number:  0183441 

73116928;1 



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or tevet of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name ORS —— = Es 
Mary-Bet ieresa Valley 

Florida Bar Number: enazie7 

731 16928;1

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or tevet of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name ORS —— = Es 
Mary-Bet ieresa Valley 

Florida Bar Number: enazie7 

731 16928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) 1 believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Mary -1:EF- Theres-a Walley 

Florida Bar Number:  0057787

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name ‘ 
frey P. Milhausen 

Flo Bar Number: __°026731 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name ‘ 
frey P. Milhausen 

Flo Bar Number: __°026731 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT Lc) 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING  IOTA RATEs 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all. 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name.
frey P. Milhausen 

Flo Bar Number  0016731 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

mond ek Jon E. Kan 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

mond ek Jon E. Kan 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692851

FLORI DAAlTORNELCOMM ENT TO 
THEELDRIDA_SURREMECUURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Jon E. Kan 

Florida Bar Number:  n 14907 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
Practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a, Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name @ WALZ. x ant L 

Florida Bar Number: O9ISTSSO 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
Practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a, Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name @ WALZ. x ant L 

Florida Bar Number: O9ISTSSO 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: \i€A.,ba-a / 110  
Florida Bar Number:  q  s s - 0 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules i 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the | 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services \ 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways | 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our j 

clients causing them negative impacts. | 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing | 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks | 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of | 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as | 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with | 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking | 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA | 

business altogether. | 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current | 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

a | | 
Name Lh. Lae | 

/ | 
Florida Bar Number: HA2v\ | 

{ 
| 

| 

73116928;1 | 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules i 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the | 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services \ 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways | 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our j 

clients causing them negative impacts. | 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing | 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks | 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of | 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as | 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with | 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking | 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA | 

business altogether. | 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current | 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

a | | 
Name Lh. Lae | 

/ | 
Florida Bar Number: HA2v\ | 

{ 
| 

| 

73116928;1 | 

|

_ _.ORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

a 

Z 

S rn lon 21 TP 
731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

a 

Z 

S rn lon 21 TP 
731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

e•  

orida = = ber: 2  CP 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name EOP 

FloridaBarNumber:_ 2/6262 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name EOP 

FloridaBarNumber:_ 2/6262 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  Ii Cr 240R 

73116928,1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) !am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

t 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 0 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) !am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

t 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 0 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

r 

Name: 

Florida Bar Num Li4A/5-°/°--
73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

. 

Name: 
Donald errin, P.A 

Florida Bar Number: 164338 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

. 

Name: 
Donald errin, P.A 

Florida Bar Number: 164338 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

r\ 

Name: 
Donald 1  errin, P.A. 

Florida Bar Number:  164338

73116928;1 

, 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: AMA Mo 
Clark A. Stillwell, P.A 

Florida Bar Number: 202770 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: AMA Mo 
Clark A. Stillwell, P.A 

Florida Bar Number: 202770 

7311692831

ELOREDAATEORNELCOMIENTIQ 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Clark A. Stillwell, P.A 

Florida Bar Number:  202770 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern: 

1) Lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

coe 

Name: aehel 
Vi i 

Florida bat Number: 39907 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern: 

1) Lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

{OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

coe 

Name: aehel 
Vi i 

Florida bat Number: 39907 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, wilt cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  -'d•-•-• 

Florida  Bar Number:  (-/-' // aov 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

LLE 
Florida Bar Number: DICE z, 7 

? J. lee Vogy elle) 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

LLE 
Florida Bar Number: DICE z, 7 

? J. lee Vogy elle) 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number  &.)-(7°-- --1‘?`

Alf A Pie --Wgi i-fel/ej 
73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) !am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

b fer persene! injeey altents /e fius chorgng mere stber'eet ont 

phere mo ey Jamo Levelo ¢, etempt personal dajeed finds from 
this Mew tequicement 

Name: Aigpealss Laser ___ 

Florida Bar Number: 377 73 8 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) !am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

b fer persene! injeey altents /e fius chorgng mere stber'eet ont 

phere mo ey Jamo Levelo ¢, etempt personal dajeed finds from 
this Mew tequicement 

Name: Aigpealss Laser ___ 

Florida Bar Number: 377 73 8 

h 

’ 

8.1 

h

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE  FLORIDA SUPREME COURIREGARDINGADIARAIES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, Like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

(pi roe perscilcd cireni-5 , el is Litateyiv)7 /ne.ei inki fgri 6.7 
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Name:  l Of/ b j Zetlee•44 "--

Florida Bar Number. 374 13 6
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Aen DeMatteo 
Name Kevin M. DeMatteo 

Florida Bar Number: SE ee 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Aen DeMatteo 
Name Kevin M. DeMatteo 

Florida Bar Number: SE ee 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

/ei.,z op Z7a.7iiaztz. 
Name:  Kevin M. DeMatteo 

Florida Bar Number:  1016997

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

1OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 0! 78 129 

73116928;1 Mabact’ Z te

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

1OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 0! 78 129 

73116928;1 Mabact’ Z te

ELSIRIDAATTORNEYCOMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  0/ 129 

73116928;1 



MENT T' 
THE [D: TE! 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bat as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 
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3) T believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to 

my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and operation 
of my law firm. I am concerned that the unintended consequences of this new rule will 
create a greater risk exposure for our firm and our clients, while hurting many small 

community based banks. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under the new 

Rule, will cause a disruption for our firm if we ate required to move our JOTA accounts 

from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar that do not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients and protect our clients’ funds. 

5) With remote work and fewer in person relationships, the risk of fraud has increased 

tremendously. Our firm works closely with our bank to monitor electronic transactions and 

communicate concerning unusual activity. Our bank contacts us to verify all wire 

transactions into our trust account to avoid fraud. It is critical for us to have a relationship 

with a bank and banker that works cooperatively to avoid this fraud. 

6) There are many holes in our banking system’s electronic funds transfers. Currently receiving 

banks are not required to verify that the account number and the account holder name on a 

wire transfer match. My understanding is this shortcoming is because the federal wire 
transfer system is somewhat antiquated and the number of characters that can be input for 
the name of the account holder is limited. There ate many banks that simply don’t monitor 

this discrepancy, probably because of the volume of wire transactions that go through their 

system. Our firm has purposefully chosen to have a trust account with a small community 
bank because we know that each such transaction is scrutinized and any issues that may arise 

are immediately addressed before the transaction is completed. 
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7) Itis also important to limit the amount of deposits in IOTA accounts. FDIC insurance is 
limited and, as we have recently seen with the failures of Silicon Bank and Signature Bank, it 

is important to be conservative with client funds entrusted to our firm in our trust account. 

8) During the Great Recession, many banks failed because they sought out high return 

investments with their depositors’ money, that at the time of the investments were 

considered normal, such as TRUPS, which are trust preferred shares. The ability for 

conservative banks to control the amounts they pay in interest on accounts and to invest in 

conservative, safe assets will be undermined if this rule concerning the minimum interest 

payable on IOTA accounts is required. The impact will be most felt by smaller community 

banks that setve small business interests and their local communities. 

9) Iam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current mule, reconsider 
the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work 

with all stakeholders to develop a tate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida 

lawyets, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: Ae 

Harold T. Bistline, Attorney at Law 
Stromire, Bistline & Miniclier 
167 Martesia Way 
Indian Harbour Beach, FL 32937 

Florida Bar Number: 0337218 
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Kevin P. Markey 
Professional Listed Liability Company 

Attornyy at Law 

380 South Courtenay Parkway (321) 631-0758 
Suite A 

Merritt Island, FL 32952 Kevin@KevinPMarkey.com 

October 23, 2023 

COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern: 
1) Tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 conduct all of my legal practice banking through a community bank, including 
maintenance of two trust accounts (IOTA). 

3) Iam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such intetest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar 

Foundation. 

4) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding 

the legal services and operation of my law firm, im large part duc to the 
financial burden these interest rates impose on community banks, which in 
tun may cause me to have to move my IOTA accounts to a larger bank. I am 
concerned that the unintended consequences of this new rule will create a greater 
risk exposure for our firm and our clients, while hurting many small community 
based banks. 

5) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under the 
new Rule, will cause a disruption for our firm if we are required to move our IOTA 

accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar that do not provide the type or level of service we 
tequite to service our clients and protect our clients’ funds. 
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6) With remote work and fewer in-person relationships, the risk of fraud has increased 

tremendously. Our firm works closely with our bank to monitor electronic 

transactions and communicate concerning unusual activity. Our bank contacts us to 

verify all wire transactions into our trust account to avoid fraud. It is critical for us 

to have a relationship with a bank and banker that works cooperatively to avoid this 

fraud. 

7) There are many holes in our banking system’s electronic funds transfers. Currently 

receiving banks are not required to verify that the account number and the account 

holder name on a wire transfer match. My understanding is this shortcoming is 

because the federal wire transfer system is somewhat antiquated and the number of 

characters that can be input for the name of the account holder is limited. There are 

many banks that simply don’t monitor this discrepancy, probably because of the 

volume of wire transactions that go through their system. Our fim has purposefully 

chosen to have a trust account with a small community bank because we know that 

each such transaction is scrutinized and any issues that may arise are immediately 

addressed before the transaction is completed. 

8) It is also important to limit the amount of deposits in IOTA accounts. FDIC 

insurance is limited and, as we have recently seen with the failures of Silicon Bank 
and Signature Bank, it is important to be conservative with client funds entrusted to 

our firm in our trust account. 

9) During the Great Recession, many banks failed because they sought out high return 
investments with their depositors’ money, that at the time of the investments were 

considered normal, such as TRUPS, which arc trust preferred shares. The ability for 

conservative banks to control the amounts they pay in interest on accounts and to 

invest in conservative, safe assets will be undermined if this rule concerning the 

minimum interest payable on IOTA accounts is required. The impact will be most 

felt by smaller community banks that serve small business interests and their local 

communities. 

10) 1 am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 2 rate that is fair for the Florida 

Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Sincerely, 2 

SN 
Kevin P. Markey 
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ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Sypreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida ried as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

{am concerned that the unintended consequences of this new rule 

will create a greater risk expasure for our firm and our clients, 

while hurting many smalt community based banks. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for our 

firm if we are required to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with 

whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which 

we are unfamitiar that do not provide the type or level of service we 

require to service our clients and protect our clients’ funds. 

5) With remote work and fewer in person relationships, the risk of 

fraud has increased tremendously. Our firm works closely with our 

banks to monitor electronic transactions and communicate 

concerning unusual activity. Recently our bank contacted us about a 

wire transfer into our trust account that did not appear to come from 

the stated sender. The transaction was a fraud and the fraudulent 

sender, posing as a client, upon deposit of the wired funds attempted 

to have our firm send a substantial portion of the wire to cover their 

supposed immediate expenses for the transaction. [n fact, the 

fraudulent sender had misdirected funds from a title company meant 

to pay for a home purchase. {t was critical for us to have a 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Stpreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the bOnefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate. indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm. 
I am concerned that the unintended consequences of this new rule 
will create a greater risk exposure for our firm and our clients, 
while hurting many small community based banks. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher•interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for our 
firm if we are required to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with 
whom we have enjoyed a long, relationship to new Banks with which 
we are unfamiliar that do not provide the type or level of service we 
require to service our clients and protect our clients' funds. 

5) With remote work and fewer in person relationships, the risk of 
fraud has increased tremendqusly. Our firm works closely with our 
banks to monitor electronic transactions and communicate 
concerning unusual activity. Recently our bank contacted us about a 
wire transfer into our trust account that did not appear to come from 
the stated sender. The transaction was a fraud and the fraudulent 
sender, posing as a client, upon deposit of the wired funds attempted 
to have our firm send a substantial portion of the wire to cover their 
supposed immediate expenses for the transaction. In fact, the 
fraudulent sender had misdirected funds from a title company meant 
to pay for a home purchase. It was critical for us to have a 
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9) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name ee 

Florida Bar Number; © 37200 

John E. “Sean” Johnson, Esq. 

Partner 

JOHNSON, NEWLON & DECORT, P.A. 

3242 Henderson Blvd, Suite 210 
Tampa, Florida 33609 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, tike the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business attogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

A 
Y= ——— 

Florida Bar Number: O 6h £46 / 
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interest rates, tike the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business attogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all. stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Florida Bar Number 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such Interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will tikely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could tead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Farida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Name: Richa 

Florida Bar Number: 4 { Se 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such Interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will tikely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could tead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Farida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Webs 
Name: Richa 

Florida Bar Number: 4 { Se 

\ 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, F Ida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number. 
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RIGHA TT 

October 16, 2023 

Florida Supreme Court Chief Justice Carlos G. Musiz 
Justice Jorge Labarga 
Justice John D. Couriel 
Justice jamie R. Grosshans 

Justice Renatha Francis 
Justice Meredith L Sasso 

'500 South Duval Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1925, 

RE: Recent rule regarding IOLTA interest tied to Prime Rate 

Dear Justices of the Court: 

| write this to you as a member in good standing of The Florida Bar since 1991. 1 am aware thet this Court recently 
amended the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, The Florida Bar Foundation. I believe the higher 
interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may likely cause unnecessary 
eruption regarding the legal services and operation of my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tke 

the one being charged now under the new Rule, will cause 2 disruption for me and/or other lawyers given that we 
may now be required to mave our Trust Accounts from banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship, to 
ew hanks with which we ae unfair andor donot provide the eypeo evel of sevice we eget serie our 

8, 

Tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current Rule, reconsider the Amendment and 
order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is 
fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Hae 

at A 2 \Wy 
eas Esq, 
RMK 

:F. Scott Westheimer, Esq,, President, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
Roland Sanchez-Medina, jr, Esq., President-Elect, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
‘Joshua E. Doyle, Executive Director, Florida Bar Board of Governors

RIGHA TT 

October 16, 2023 

Florida Supreme Court Chief Justice Carlos G. Musiz 
Justice Jorge Labarga 
Justice John D. Couriel 
Justice jamie R. Grosshans 

Justice Renatha Francis 
Justice Meredith L Sasso 

'500 South Duval Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1925, 

RE: Recent rule regarding IOLTA interest tied to Prime Rate 

Dear Justices of the Court: 

| write this to you as a member in good standing of The Florida Bar since 1991. 1 am aware thet this Court recently 
amended the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, The Florida Bar Foundation. I believe the higher 
interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may likely cause unnecessary 
eruption regarding the legal services and operation of my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tke 

the one being charged now under the new Rule, will cause 2 disruption for me and/or other lawyers given that we 
may now be required to mave our Trust Accounts from banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship, to 
ew hanks with which we ae unfair andor donot provide the eypeo evel of sevice we eget serie our 

8, 

Tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current Rule, reconsider the Amendment and 
order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is 
fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Hae 

at A 2 \Wy 
eas Esq, 
RMK 

:F. Scott Westheimer, Esq,, President, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
Roland Sanchez-Medina, jr, Esq., President-Elect, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
‘Joshua E. Doyle, Executive Director, Florida Bar Board of Governors

RICA i KLITINICK. PA 

October 16, 2023 

Florida Supreme Court Chief Justice Carlos G. Muiiiz 
Justice Jorge Labarga 
Justice John D. Couriel 
Justice Jamie R. Grosshans 
Justice Renatha Francis 
Justice Meredith L Sasso 
500 South Duval Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1925 

RE Recent rule regarding IOLTA interest tied to Prime Rate 

Dear Justices of the Court: 

I write this to you as a member in good standing of The Florida Bar since 199L lam aware that this Court recently 
amended the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, The Florida Bar Foundation. I believe the higher 
interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rare, will be unduly burdensome to my practice as it may likely cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like 
the one being charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other lawyers given that we 
may now be required to move our Trust Accounts from banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship, to 
new banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current Rule, reconsider the Amendment and 
order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is 
fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

m e 

and M. Klitenick, Esq. 
/RMK 

c: F. Scott Westheimer, Esq., President, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
Roland Sanchez-Medina, Jr., Esq. President-Elect, Florida Bar Board of Governors 
Joshua E Doyle, Executive Director, Florida Bar Board of Governors 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Co GaMatheS Drwckedey 
Florida Bar Number: coSzezco 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Co GaMatheS Drwckedey 
Florida Bar Number: coSzezco 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: cie.-52..col-co  

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: /C4 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: /C4 

‘73146928:

FLO R I DAATIORNEY_C OMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name' 1 ( 

Florida Bar Number:OIL/ 1 2) 

73116928:1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's ban dustry. 

N Liatecard ey) Clacton, JOC 
Florida Bar Number: 073 YG a 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's ban dustry. 

N Liatecard ey) Clacton, JOC 
Florida Bar Number: 073 YG a 

73116928;1

ELQR1DAREIMINIELM4MENTJO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's ban •dustry. 

Name:  //0- 1-/ZcAYket7‹ C 

Florida Bar Number:  0 7-3,YCO 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

Ta Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome tomy 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely cause 

disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our JOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choase to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ___ Z 2 1p GOL Wikinad 

Florida Bar Number: _ GP CEIZES 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

Ta Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome tomy 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely cause 

disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our JOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choase to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ___ Z 2 1p GOL Wikinad 

Florida Bar Number: _ GP CEIZES 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely cause 
disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether, 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number. .-. ,( - / i‘i .-5-

73116928J 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
y A 

7 

Florida Bar Number: DOAWHIT 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
y A 

7 

Florida Bar Number: DOAWHIT 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name' ,%------- Or 

Florida Bar Number-  nO cttqt1

73t16928;I 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 4/Thomas F. Icard. Jr. 

Florida Bar Number: _016274 =. 

01820638-1 73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 4/Thomas F. Icard. Jr. 

Florida Bar Number: _016274 =. 

01820638-1 73116928;1

FLORIDAATEORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIOkSUPREMECOURTREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal. industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Zsi_iboma5_F._/carci Jr. 

Florida Bar Number:  0162741

01820638-1 73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may nat be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Natate Massie tAing adel Mlacarn 

Florida Bar Number: lOS3%94qQ 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways. 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may nat be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Natate Massie tAing adel Mlacarn 

Florida Bar Number: lOS3%94qQ 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  1,..laka,A,c, f -k c fl -04 .646 31eGfor:4'"r4, 

Florida Bar Number  10 3 q ,D u ci 

73116928,1 



THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) witl likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: LPs = 
eso CSSIaYDe 

Fi6rida Bar Number: £27, 60 / 

73116928;1

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) witl likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: LPs = 
eso CSSIaYDe 

Fi6rida Bar Number: £27, 60 / 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name' 
f" Le SSI-7), 

F •rida Bar Number:  169 1/iD 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, recogsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida keholders to develop a rate that is fair 

FHflorida lation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name i | 

FloridaBar Nixpber: 6° 5 Agape 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, recogsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida keholders to develop a rate that is fair 

FHflorida lation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name i | 

FloridaBar Nixpber: 6° 5 Agape 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORITZLCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SU PREMEC 0 URIREGARDI INLa IOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

Na 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reco' sider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the orida beholders to develop a rate that is fair 

on•a :a ation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry.

142_41 rdlc 
N. 

Florida :ar N ber:  6 6

731169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could {ead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

‘ 
Name: f kX 

Florida Bar Number: (92 2500 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could {ead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

‘ 
Name: f kX 

Florida Bar Number: (92 2500 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATIOR_REY COMM_ENTI0 
THE ELORIDASUPRERE C I0t RLREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  / O a )-SO-O 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely highér 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar te work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida uae Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ad) LAAN I WER) Ep 

Florida Bar Number: 3417 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely highér 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar te work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida uae Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ad) LAAN I WER) Ep 

Florida Bar Number: 3417 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Flojida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

'/- - 

Name: LaJ1 Li  lzuzl_a.,-1_ pieJ2-1?-1 14.. 

Florida Bar Number:  3 q 1  7)°1 

73116928.1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

i Lindsey Mesh ene Zi Waele = 
Florida Bar Number: O036YSf OO 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

i Lindsey Mesh ene Zi Waele = 
Florida Bar Number: O036YSf OO 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEELLEIDASUEREMECOURIREGARDINGAILRATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name.  J.-1)1A Alle%54 e ____ 

Florida Bar Number:  66312 L/L-51 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and.operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b, We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 
Caer Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

7 Rolewt E.Mecticn 
ba SIGNED IN AIS ABSENCE TU EXPEDITE — if E 

Florida Bar Number: __O2)47772 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and.operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b, We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 
Caer Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

7 Rolewt E.Mecticn 
ba SIGNED IN AIS ABSENCE TU EXPEDITE — if E 

Florida Bar Number: __O2)47772 

73116928:1

&OM:WM:MIN ELGOMMENITO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be pasied along to our 
•clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
f r thg lorida ar Found n, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
SIGNED 1741111 ABSENLE tArturre—

Florida Bar Number: DaLT-7  

73116928:1 

T_01:€.474-  Mitifra-



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

forthe Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Alyssa M. Nohren 
Name 

Florida Ba? Number: 6 $2416 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

forthe Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Alyssa M. Nohren 
Name 

Florida Ba? Number: 6 $2416 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
fo the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Alyssa M. Nohren 
Name: 

Flori • a Ba 

73116928;1 

Number  035N/d



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjayed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and mol industry. 

U 
Anhui O-Unell 0 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: Roby W SNUL 

73116928;¢

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjayed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and mol industry. 

U 
Anhui O-Unell 0 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: Roby W SNUL 

73116928;¢

FLORIDA ATIORNEYCOMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURTREGARDING  IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

O‘umKtil 
Name: 

clq Florida Bar Number  I 1,U 3a

73116928;1 



To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) \ believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: __Nirore PRice eee 

Florida Bar Number: {Oog ii} 

73116928;1

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) \ believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: __Nirore PRice eee 

Florida Bar Number: {Oog ii} 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees wilt need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  N l L8 Le 

Florida Bar Number:  (008 1t -1 

731[6928;1 



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

Te Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name (ae LLL. S¥ how DR. SIA 

Florida Bar Number:__CO/7¢e 

73116928:1

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

Te Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name (ae LLL. S¥ how DR. SIA 

Florida Bar Number:__CO/7¢e 

73116928:1

ELORIDAAMMIEURIAMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINIGIOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida Lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ,L9 3/er)kx,, 0 

Florida Bar Number ('.c)/ 7 Wo 

73116928:1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |amaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need ta be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Rereond’ Jordin T- Li CC aoely 

Florida Bar Number: _Q!00363 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |amaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need ta be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Rereond’ Jordin T- Li CC aoely 

Florida Bar Number: _Q!00363 

73116928; 1

ELORIDAATIQRNEYCOMM ENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPEERECOURIREGARDINGIOTARATES_ 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts. with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, wilt likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 0 
Florida Bar Number: 

73116928; I 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name (ali - Pacerce () Sguomnsriceet 

Florida Bar Number: fo) B4PB 

731 16928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name (ali - Pacerce () Sguomnsriceet 

Florida Bar Number: fo) B4PB 

731 16928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY UMMENT TO 
THE FLO_RLDASUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA_RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: OE-it/S-O614PC 

Florida Bar Number: 84i?-3 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with, 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name. Cp- Cb lable Taine L.Wallace 

Florida Bar Number: 370 605 a 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with, 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name. Cp- Cb lable Taine L.Wallace 

Florida Bar Number: 370 605 a 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: -CA) cut;zL__ iikiput.  L . tivim Wt. 
Florida Bar Number:  3 70 && 5 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING {OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require ta service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Cpe GA lines = Tolan F Waskan 
Florida Bar Number: 965 1A) 

‘7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING {OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require ta service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Cpe GA lines = Tolan F Waskan 
Florida Bar Number: 965 1A) 

‘7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name' -- 37) 14 i4  WAS ie-levi 

Florida Bar Number ____91251A-1 

73116928;t 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | have been a member in good standing with The Florida Bar since 1988. | have 

been Board Certified by The Florida Bar since 1997. | also served six years on The 

Florida Bar's Board of Legal Specialization and Education and, prior to that, | 

served six years on The Florida Bar's Business Litigation Certification Committee. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 

receive on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to and for the benefit of 

The Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the amendment to the minimum interest rate will unnecessarily increase 

the cost of legal services to clients of Florida lawyers. It is highly likely that any 

bank will need to charge lawyers or their firms higher bank fees to offset the 

increased trust account rates in excess of the bank’s market rates for similar 

accounts. These bank fees will then need to be charged to the lawyers’ clients as 

an out-of-pocket cost. 

4) | respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court reconsider the amendment 

and direct The Florida Bar's Board of Governors to develop a rate structure or 

rate formula that is reasonable and fair for Florida clients and The Florida Bar 

Foundation 

Dated this 23 day of October, 2023. 

/s/ Gary S. Salzman 
Gary S. Salzman 
Florida Bar Number: 769134

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | have been a member in good standing with The Florida Bar since 1988. | have 

been Board Certified by The Florida Bar since 1997. | also served six years on The 

Florida Bar's Board of Legal Specialization and Education and, prior to that, | 

served six years on The Florida Bar's Business Litigation Certification Committee. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 

receive on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to and for the benefit of 

The Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the amendment to the minimum interest rate will unnecessarily increase 

the cost of legal services to clients of Florida lawyers. It is highly likely that any 

bank will need to charge lawyers or their firms higher bank fees to offset the 

increased trust account rates in excess of the bank’s market rates for similar 

accounts. These bank fees will then need to be charged to the lawyers’ clients as 

an out-of-pocket cost. 

4) | respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court reconsider the amendment 

and direct The Florida Bar's Board of Governors to develop a rate structure or 

rate formula that is reasonable and fair for Florida clients and The Florida Bar 

Foundation 

Dated this 23 day of October, 2023. 

/s/ Gary S. Salzman 
Gary S. Salzman 
Florida Bar Number: 769134

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I have been a member in good standing with The Florida Bar since 1988. I have 
been Board Certified by The Florida Bar since 1997. I also served six years on The 
Florida Bar's Board of Legal Specialization and Education and, prior to that, I 
served six years on The Florida Bar's Business Litigation Certification Committee. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 
receive on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to and for the benefit of 
The Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the amendment to the minimum interest rate will unnecessarily increase 
the cost of legal services to clients of Florida lawyers. It is highly likely that any 
bank will need to charge lawyers or their firms higher bank fees to offset the 
increased trust account rates in excess of the bank's market rates for similar 
accounts. These bank fees will then need to be charged to the lawyers' clients as 
an out-of-pocket cost. 

4) I respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court reconsider the amendment 
and direct The Florida Bar's Board of Governors to develop a rate structure or 
rate formula that is reasonable and fair for Florida clients and The Florida Bar 
Foundation. 

Dated this 23rd day of October, 2023. 

/s/.Gary S. Salzman
Gary S. Salzman 
Florida Bar Number: 769134 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may.choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for aan ve. Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name PEs ht Bene die A 

Florida Bar Number: __C) 3 EL/5 O 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may.choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for aan ve. Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name PEs ht Bene die A 

Florida Bar Number: __C) 3 EL/5 O 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may.choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florid ar Fo51cislti9n, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

--) L-'2,40_44,

C//5-6)

73116928:1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for tl rida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

\ 
Name Relat { Beratsson 

Florida Bar Number: 0 50 4 400 

73416928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for tl rida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

\ 
Name Relat { Beratsson 

Florida Bar Number: 0 50 4 400 

73416928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule. reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for t rida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

0 80 0 (400 Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

(31Derr+ g ,6eic.f.,Vssoi) 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Sames Gorglen ph 

Florida Bar Number: 5? 235 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Sames Gorglen ph 

Florida Bar Number: 5? 235 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

Gorrieiri  
5-.17.33-€7 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
EF PREME 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Brian Beason 

Florida Bar Number: ONIRe YS 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
EF PREME 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Brian Beason 

Florida Bar Number: ONIRe YS 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: _fif_th u..Q.4i. 

Florida Bar Number: 01986 Y5 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

Practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Christopher Endl A poe 

Florida Bar Number: 01030 32. 

T3N6928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

Practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Christopher Endl A poe 

Florida Bar Number: 01030 32. 

T3N6928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Chieisel-bekv Fret it ka 
Florida Bar Number•  010 3 o 32 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORID. PREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

- — 

Name: & Joh Lihdeks S 
t) Li, 2 7 

Florida Bar Number: Y Lo ‘SES 

73116928.1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORID. PREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

- — 

Name: & Joh Lihdeks S 
t) Li, 2 7 

Florida Bar Number: Y Lo ‘SES 

73116928.1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) f believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ---: 0 )7/ 11/1ki 

Florida Bar Number: 0 OL1l g .7> 

73116928.1 



N ENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING I0TA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) ! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name. 

Florida Bar Numbe 

F31 169281

N ENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING I0TA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) ! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name. 

Florida Bar Numbe 

F31 169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA_RATES

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number. 

731 16928.1 

o_s_41_31,L1.5 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

2. Wolham fo th 

Name: MMe 

Florida Bar Number: O3\7% 856 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

2. Wolham fo th 

Name: MMe 

Florida Bar Number: O3\7% 856 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

tApdoen 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  03 I ce St 5-6 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or tevel of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

dot M. Compton noni 
Florida Bar Number: O a 4%O 9% 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or tevel of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

dot M. Compton noni 
Florida Bar Number: O a 4%O 9% 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

John M. Compton 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

O?Ac‘CDTS 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) wilt likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name cia Li. Soh OD Rees Fa. 

Florida Bar Number: __CO/27 Yo 

731 16928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) wilt likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name cia Li. Soh OD Rees Fa. 

Florida Bar Number: __CO/27 Yo 

731 16928;1

aORIDAATIORNEYCOMMENHQ 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 31egA-,,t, 0 /?err ) 

Florida Bar Number. all 2 4/(o 

73116928:1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT R ING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) {am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a Long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with: 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: Der 

Florida Bar Number: 2O7Y HO 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT R ING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) {am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a Long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with: 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: Der 

Florida Bar Number: 2O7Y HO 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: O CierWa 

73116928-J 



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern. 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremety higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to wgr®)with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bay Fo; Bphon Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name; 

Flori ir Number: 013028" a on 

7311692831

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern. 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremety higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to wgr®)with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bay Fo; Bphon Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name; 

Flori ir Number: 013028" a on 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATORN...EY COMMENT
TI FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGAN:MG IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to w• with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Flo ida Ba Fo ion, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name 

Flori a 

73116928;1 

ar Number: oiwbg9



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

van LA——— Daniel Gearnion 
Florida Bar Number: GZS Yy op 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

van LA——— Daniel Gearnion 
Florida Bar Number: GZS Yy op 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: D (171I C( .6 -te4frd'o_d 

Florida Bar Number: gc(  cot or 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1} lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Jamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts. with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) 1 betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates. like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We coutd be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients. and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors andthe 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

a 
Name: ~ LIE. Lb) 04 

Florida Bar Number: 0 36728 BY 

Name. 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1} lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Jamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts. with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) 1 betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates. like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We coutd be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients. and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors andthe 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

a 
Name: ~ LIE. Lb) 04 

Florida Bar Number: 0 36728 BY 

Name. 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692831

.FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates. like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients. and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with, 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

-----r -A , 

Name: JainZe -)1/123,--

Florida Bar Number: 0 3 6 92 8/ 
Name:  

Florida Bar Number' 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legat services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) wilt likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b, We could be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: i 
Mark C. Hanewich 

Florida Bar Number: ____0870137_. 

73146928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legat services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) wilt likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b, We could be required to move our |OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: i 
Mark C. Hanewich 

Florida Bar Number: ____0870137_. 

73146928;1

FLORIDAAMIRNEYCOMMENITO 
THE FLORIDA  COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Mark C. Hanewich 

Florida Bar Number: 0870131.

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTARA 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of th Florida Bar. 

2) lamaware that the Florida Supreme|Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my pfactice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to|charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impact! 

b. We could be required to move pur IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed along relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and wham may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose tb partner with. 

¢, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop arate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Gf. = Tu POWER 

Florida Bar Number: 10195. zh 

Name AE Sarah Ferrer 
Florida Bar Number: Loss Ao 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTARA 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of th Florida Bar. 

2) lamaware that the Florida Supreme|Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my pfactice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the Legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to|charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impact! 

b. We could be required to move pur IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed along relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and wham may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose tb partner with. 

¢, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop arate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Gf. = Tu POWER 

Florida Bar Number: 10195. zh 

Name AE Sarah Ferrer 
Florida Bar Number: Loss Ao 

73116928;1

ff _COMMENTIO 
THEFLORIDAS 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of th Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum in erest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such inter= t paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate req irement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my pactice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being reqiIired now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industr in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These f es will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impact-. 

b. We could be required to move • ur IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a ong relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not • rovide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and wh m may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose t. partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requi -meet could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many.auks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the lorida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and orde the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakehol• ers to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawy rs, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: TILL-

Florida Bar Number: /01 q5

Name: ZZO 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) !amaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

name: NONOVY. ane”, £50 La 
Florida Bar Number: 100 & 343 

73116928;!

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) !amaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

name: NONOVY. ane”, £50 La 
Florida Bar Number: 100 & 343 

73116928;!

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: roma9 _Ezaittr, Egl_ 

Florida Bar Number: LOO a 34 3 

731 16928;I 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Aion cdteet 

Florida Bar Number: onaacies. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Aion cdteet 

Florida Bar Number: onaacies. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

N a m e: Ltl:Aw•  titte2^1

Florida Bar Number:in...tutu...I 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our {OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: Lauren V. Mabe 

Florida Bar Number: 1025208 

Name 

Florida Bar Number 

oszs9786-1 7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our {OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: Lauren V. Mabe 

Florida Bar Number: 1025208 

Name 

Florida Bar Number 

oszs9786-1 7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
TEE FLORIOS REME COURIREGARDLNG IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Lauren V. Mabe 

Florida Bar Number:1025208 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number 

06289786-1 73116928; I 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | amrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ___Christopher Caswell. 

Florida Bar Number: ___3712 

06290353-1 73116928;4

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | amrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ___Christopher Caswell. 

Florida Bar Number: ___3712 

06290353-1 73116928;4

FLORIDA ATIORNEYCOMMENTTO 
THE_ELORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARGINGIOTARATES

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Christopher Caswell  

Florida Bar Number: 371211

06290353.1 73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the currentrule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:__Matthew D. Va tice 

Florida Bar Number: 10! 54%@2Q 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the currentrule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:__Matthew D. Va tice 

Florida Bar Number: 10! 54%@2Q 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  frim-A-btelA) 1). k)(1 

Florida Bar Number: to , 5ctka .

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
EME COURTR 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

te service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida {awyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nome. Rdi- 
Florida Sar Number:___ TL Rg Ut 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
EME COURTR 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

te service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida {awyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nome. Rdi- 
Florida Sar Number:___ TL Rg Ut 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, wilt likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: Fi-  grrivr
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware thatthe Florida Supreme Courtrecently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

; cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

4 increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
: to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

¢, Thehigher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

SLAY { se 
Name: Fs fea) Con. 

Florida Bar Number: | | | 3 4 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: nnn 

73116928; 

we a :

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware thatthe Florida Supreme Courtrecently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

; cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

4 increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
: to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

¢, Thehigher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

SLAY { se 
Name: Fs fea) Con. 

Florida Bar Number: | | | 3 4 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: nnn 

73116928; 

we a :

FLORIDAATIORNEY COMMENITO 
THEILORIDASURREMEMEREGARDINGIOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: act, cova 
Florida Bar Number: 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

O/ /4/3 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Iam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 

achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 

the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially 

sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

eE— Name = —— Arolrew asin 

Florida Bar Number: SA 9 3 0 S 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Iam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 

achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 

the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice, Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially 

sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

eE— Name = —— Arolrew asin 

Florida Bar Number: SA 9 3 0 S 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must 

achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 

the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially 

sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  Aettev 

Florida Bar Number: 
73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) 1believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

ZG 

Name Mi ards Viles n La 4 Ul Me a) 

Florida Bar Number: | 32027 * 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) 1believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

ZG 

Name Mi ards Viles n La 4 Ul Me a) 

Florida Bar Number: | 32027 * 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REG_ARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  Ok vi'eA. fin 1 .17214(7‘ i 
Florida Bar Number:  10 LA3,#-L))- 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1} tamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) (believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers and Florida's banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: ll AZRG 

Name. 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928,1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1} tamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) (believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) tam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers and Florida's banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: ll AZRG 

Name. 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928,1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar  Bar Number. /0" 37 g 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928,1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) {amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid ta, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: —— a Ze~ Ln Eomern AEN 

Florida Bar Number: loZtosgy 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) {amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid ta, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: —— a Ze~ Ln Eomern AEN 

Florida Bar Number: loZtosgy 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: i-
--- -._...---A--- 

i 6. Mg.". edb A 

Florida Bar Number: 1 0 -- .2- O *I 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

7311692U 

A--llteN 



LORIDA # Y COMMENT 10 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING {0 

i t ; 

ter te Fras BEF alamers, 00 F 
) 

: * SMCS Cay 
2 4022

LORIDA # Y COMMENT 10 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING {0 

i t ; 

ter te Fras BEF alamers, 00 F 
) 

: * SMCS Cay 
2 4022

FLOICOA ATTORNEY COMMENT t 
tiE FLOMIN SUPREAE MAT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

tr. ilftrt-41. • I M.l'1 --.611'11 Id 

C. .1 R•-r4=4- ,1--dxs v.? Ma f 

de" 0 ,N2Orn-45 ee5'4'15 ,1 r0.1-11V-14î a Ir4rhtyr at pprme trot. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

CASE NO.: SC22-1292 

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO RULES 
REGULATING THE FLORIDA BAR 5-1.1 ; 

AFFIDAVIT OF BARRY KALMANSON IN SUPPORT OF 
THE FLORIDA BANKERS ASSOCIATION’S MOTION FOR REHEARING 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Barry 

Kalmanson, who being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 

1 { am an attorney and have been a member of The Florida Bar 

since 1989 (Florida Bar No. 0814199) and make this affidavit on actual and 

personal knowledge of the facts stated herein 

2 | have been informed that The Florida Supreme Court amended 

the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum rate of interest that 

must accrue on attorney trust accounts (IOTA Accounts) and be paid to The 

Florida Bar Foundation 

3. The increase in the minimum rate of interest that must accrue on 

attorney trust accounts and be paid by banks to The Florida Bar Foundation 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

CASE NO.: SC22-1292 

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO RULES 
REGULATING THE FLORIDA BAR 5-1.1 

AFFIDAVIT OF BARRY KALMANSON IN SUPPORT OF 
THE FLORIDA BANKERS ASSOCIATION'S MOTION FOR REHEARING 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Barry 

Kalmanson, who being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 

1. I am an attorney and have been a member of The Florida Bar 

since 1989 (Florida Bar No. 0814199) and make this affidavit on actual and 

personal knowledge of the facts stated herein. 

2. I have been informed that The Florida Supreme Court amended 

the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum rate of interest that 

must accrue on attorney trust accounts (IOTA Accounts) and be paid to The 

Florida Bar Foundation. 

3. The increase in the minimum rate of interest that must accrue on 

attorney trust accounts and be paid by banks to The Florida Bar Foundation 
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Gave No S022 1282 

will have a significant effect on the revenue of smaller banks and potential 

dividends to the stockholders. This is equivalent to a taking without due 

process as the stockholders of banks were not given any notice of the 

amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum rate of 

interest that must accrue on attorney trust accounts and be paid to The 

Florida Bar Foundation. 

4 In addition, the amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar 

as to the minimum rate of interest that must accrue on attorney trust accounts 

and be paid to The Florida Bar Foundation will have a negative impact on 

smaller banks. Many of the smaller banks have a substantial number of 

attorneys as customers and many of these customers will leave the smaller 

banks if they are required to begin implementing large service charges to 

attempt to offset the additional financial burden. The result of this will cause 

financial harm to these smaller banks 

5 Since my practice utilizes the services of a small bank in Central 

Florida, and if the amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the 
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In Re: Amendments to Rules 
Case No. SC22-1292 

will have a significant effect on the revenue of smaller banks and potential 

dividends to the stockholders. This is equivalent to a taking without due 

process as the stockholders of banks were not given any notice of the 

amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the minimum rate of 

interest that must accrue on attorney trust accounts and be paid to The 

Florida Bar Foundation. 

4. In addition, the amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar 

as to the minimum rate of interest that must accrue on attorney trust accounts 

and be paid to The Florida Bar Foundation will have a negative impact on 

smaller banks. Many of the smaller banks have a substantial number of 

attorneys as customers and many of these customers will leave the smaller 

banks if they are required to begin implementing large service charges to 

attempt to offset the additional financial burden. The result of this will cause 

financial harm to these smaller banks. 

5. Since my practice utilizes the services of a small bank in Central 

Florida, and if the amendment to the rules regulating The Florida Bar as to the 
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In Re: Amendments to Rules 
Case No. SC22-1292 

minimum rate of interest that must accrue on attorney trust accounts and be 

paid to The Florida Bar Foundation is not revised in an equitable fashion, my 

practice will be greatly disrupted. The small bank that | use has many safety 

protocols in place to protect client funds. The bank employees know me 

personally and are extremely responsive to requests. If | am required to move 

my banking relationship to a large National Bank that can afford the burden 

being placed on the banks, | will receive far less customer service, which will 

negatively impact my law practice and the time | will spend with consumers 

who use my services. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT. 

4 

BARI LMANSON 

Sworn to (OR AFFIRMED) andg/subscribed before me by means of 
physical presence by Barry Kalmanson who is 
personally known to me and wholidtake an oath this 26th day of October, 
2023 A 

q 

Notary Pubke Stato of Flonda Pamela J. Sug 

x tea ase Pa orsz0 Notary hee of Fs 
ee ea My Commission Expires 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Neme Mitten 
Florida Bar Number: 2656 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
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To Whom It May Concern: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name" 

Florida Bar Number  Z 116S67 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients, 

5) am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

5 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
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FLORIDA AITORNEYLCIMMEN110 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name.  Av\ /.-towo. G6 
) 

Florida Bar Number: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as te the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as te the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

73116928;1 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  03 Pub 51 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT. REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: __ Gest 

Florida Bar Number: 2) © 24 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT. REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: __ Gest 

Florida Bar Number: 2) © 24 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE  FLORIDA SUPREME CO_URTJEGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Name  -

Florida Bar Number:  a 2-  1  0 2- 4-f 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar 
Foundation 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 
burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the 

legal services and operation of my law firm and lor my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under 

the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other lawyers in as much as 
we are required to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have 
enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the currentrule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate thatis fair for the Florida 
Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

(C7 Pa 
C. DeWitt Revels I 
Florida Bar Number: 0073573

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Iam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar 
Foundation 

3) Ibelieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 
burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the 

legal services and operation of my law firm and lor my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under 

the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other lawyers in as much as 
we are required to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have 
enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the currentrule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate thatis fair for the Florida 
Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

(C7 Pa 
C. DeWitt Revels I 
Florida Bar Number: 0073573

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar 
Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 
burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the 
legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under 

the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and /or other lawyers in as much as 
we are required to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have 
enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida 
Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

C. DeWitt Revels In 
Florida Bar Number: 0073573 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: ee 

Florida Bar Number: SIF/63 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: ee 

Florida Bar Number: SIF/63 

Tock 
73116928;1 } vel eh Sap

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

73116M 

Florida Bar Number. 32/632„, 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Ae oN 7! 

U1 § Florida Bar Number: 
Ps \ 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Ae oN 7! 

U1 § Florida Bar Number: 
Ps \ 

73116928;1 Toh H & I|

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

73116928;1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

GAME Name: e 

Fiorida Bar Number: O76 4320 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

GAME Name: e 

Fiorida Bar Number: O76 4320 

VAS, Ro beet STOUASH

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  0 7 932_ 0 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Nome: Ciclenn 5, Qicrden _ 
Florida Bar Number: ALOT 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Nome: Ciclenn 5, Qicrden _ 
Florida Bar Number: ALOT 

rar 
73116928;1 cA rolyd Ss Caich

FLORIDA ATTORNEYCOMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  0,5. C//6)-7426-n 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

lh 
Name 

Florida Bar Number: 0050539 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

lh 
Name 

Florida Bar Number: 0050539 

731 16928;1 hon brknil be

ELORIDAMEORNELCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number.  0050539
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member In good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ZAChavy Leocon 
7 Florida Ber Nyffber:'0/25/23 05 48S 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member In good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ZAChavy Leocon 
7 Florida Ber Nyffber:'0/25/23 05 48S 

73116928;1

ELCIIIIDAAITORN COMMENT O 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 2.-A0_,\\A LeACo 

Florida Bar N ben  0/23/13 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specificalty, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

vane’ Zz EEFZ aden Nordan 

Florida Bar Number: AGG 39 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specificalty, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

vane’ Zz EEFZ aden Nordan 

Florida Bar Number: AGG 39 

73116928;1

FLORIDA  ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Nam = . cito(co 1.)0v-6-Qvl 

Florida Bar Number*:  .tP 6- 3 1 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) !ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legat services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyad a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

— tpn E Baton Name 

Florida Bér’Number: __'| 0339900 _ 

]O-25:23 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) !ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legat services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyad a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

— tpn E Baton Name 

Florida Bér’Number: __'| 0339900 _ 

]O-25:23 
731169281 Re hes Ro bison)

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to. and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wilt be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

731169n:1 

Florida B6fNumber. 03scicwO 
10.15.23 

,___Ttt,t,k) Co'l 0 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida BarMunpbér: 

73116928:1 Je & IF ( of DS

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida BarMunpbér: 

73116928:1 Je & IF ( of DS

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's bankin. industry. 

Name: 

73116928:1 

Florida Ba !'u r: 

...j7t, g_ r--( 030. 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida (oe jAoosele 

Leni [wor LeA- 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida (oe jAoosele 

Leni [wor LeA- 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member In good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts. with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, wiU be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Spedfically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Number:  II) 60 31G 

73116928:1 
toe; fiA-oiL LA-



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: SCG 
J. Todi ch 

Florida Bar Number: 9724882 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: SCG 
J. Todi ch 

Florida Bar Number: 9724882 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEEL0RIDAMPREMECDURT REGARDS EOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 
J. Tod o th 

Florida Bar Number•  0724882

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremety higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

\ 

“| 7 
Name 

Dudley Q oy: Je 

Florida Bar Number: ee ed = 1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremety higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

\ 

“| 7 
Name 

Dudley Q oy: Je 

Florida Bar Number: ee ed = 1 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
Dudley Q. Shar/ y; 

Florida Bar Number- 0640506 

73116928;1 



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

/ 
| ; f 

{ b / | hn 
Name: Jaf A ao 

Jason RJ Hi Cel V 

Florida Bar hur: we 
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ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

/ 
| ; f 

{ b / | hn 
Name: Jaf A ao 

Jason RJ Hi Cel V 

Florida Bar hur: we 

73116928; 1

FLORIDAATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry; 

/ 
Name: 

Jason 11J wkins 

Florida Bar Nut er:  X011925 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE ELORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

\ Si 
Name: ——_——___> 

Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number: 0145520 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE ELORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

\ Si 
Name: ——_——___> 

Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number: 0145520 

73116928;1

ELORMATMENFLCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDLNG IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Name:  
Marlene Kirtland Kirian 

Florida Bar Number:  0145520

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Ftorida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Sar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

William R. Bird, Jr fasol 

Florida Bar Number: 06 
we, 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Ftorida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Sar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

William R. Bird, Jr fasol 

Florida Bar Number: 06 
we, 

73116928;1

FLORIDAATIORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME C_Q_URT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  _ 
William R. Bird, Jr. 

Florida Bar Number.  06 350 

/3116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Flarida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

ae 
—— a 

Name ee 
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number: __°283441 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Flarida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

ae 
—— a 

Name ee 
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number: __°283441 

73116928; 1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
NE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, tike the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Name, 
D. Scott South 

Florida Bar Number: 

73ii6928:1 

0183441 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

[OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Names 2OQ00 
Mary-Betl=Theresa Valley 

Florida Bar Number: 0057787 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

[OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Names 2OQ00 
Mary-Betl=Theresa Valley 

Florida Bar Number: 0057787 

73116928;1

ELORIDAMMENELCOMMENM 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name  
Mary-Be L'h—eies-Er- VETI. I ey 

Florida Bar Number  0057787 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my Law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specificalty, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name 
rey P, Milhausen 

Flo) Bar Number: __°°1673! 

‘T3416928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my Law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specificalty, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name 
rey P, Milhausen 

Flo) Bar Number: __°°1673! 

‘T3416928;1

ELORMATIORNEYMMMENIM 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Name-
frey P. Milhausen 

Flo Bar Number  0016731

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) [am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Lye 

Name 
Jon E. Kané 

Florida Bar Number: _oa14202 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a lang 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) [am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Lye 

Name 
Jon E. Kané 

Florida Bar Number: _oa14202 

73116928;1

FLORJ DA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
IHEELOMASUPREMEMMIBEGARDINGIOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

V 
Name: 

Jon E. Kand 

Florida Bar Number:  611112112

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar wake ; 253s 
lipo 4 Bina 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar wake ; 253s 
lipo 4 Bina 

73116928;

FLORIDAATTQRNEYCQMME.NT TO
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT  REGAROMOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar Num er:  005-P53140'F

6,411-40 4 64-Icg_ 
73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:_CAersrophee “7. Puc l KES 

Florida Bar Number: /©25020 00 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:_CAersrophee “7. Puc l KES 

Florida Bar Number: /©25020 00 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEFLORIDA SUPREME _COURT_REGARDINGJOIMIATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name.  GAR f Srop4er— Murp117 

Florida Bar Number.  I 02-5-000 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my Law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ? 5 lea 

Florida Bar Number: HEA) 

73116928;1 Ofer ree. 4. Soyo

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as ta the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my Law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ? 5 lea 

Florida Bar Number: HEA) 

73116928;1 Ofer ree. 4. Soyo

F e RIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO, 
TAE FLORIDA  SUPREME COURT REGARDING  IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, Like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

73116928;1 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  4121e6t 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

. 

Name: _ 2 ce » b= Co 

Florida Bar Number: 2/2762. : 

73116928; Zan Wi jana

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

. 

Name: _ 2 ce » b= Co 

Florida Bar Number: 2/2762. : 

73116928; Zan Wi jana

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEFIORIDASUPREME COURT REGARRING10IABATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name• 2 

Florida Bar Number  7/V'4. 2.. 

73116928;1 
Ira



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) ] am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation | 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my 

practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendmentand order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry. 

Name Lb 
Kevin K. Smith 

Florida Bar Number: 976075 

Date: October 24, 2023 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) ] am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation | 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my 

practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendmentand order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry. 

Name Lb 
Kevin K. Smith 

Florida Bar Number: 976075 

Date: October 24, 2023 

CA\Users\K evinSmith\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Outlook\KDRYHKLB\OTA, 
Statement (2023).docx

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. • 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my 

practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendmentand order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry 

Name: 
Kevin K. Smith 

Florida Bar Number: 976075 

Date: October 24, 2023 

CAUsers11(evkSmith\AppData\Local1MicrosoftWindowANetCache\Content.Outlook\XDRYHICMIOTA 
Statement (2023).docx 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients, 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Tone El plata 
Fibcida Bar Number: _ O94 840 

73316928;1 To DD Copela ub

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients, 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Tone El plata 
Fibcida Bar Number: _ O94 840 

73316928;1 To DD Copela ub

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT  IOTA

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal. services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, wilt cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry, 

Na • e: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ue meee (- 

Florida Bar Number: 10054 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ue meee (- 

Florida Bar Number: 10054 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  Ki Le Mo I2A-T 

Florida Bar Bar Number:  (057q

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING lOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

1OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Kya Ke Young 

Florida Bar Number: _/!2 782. 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING lOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

1OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name Kya Ke Young 

Florida Bar Number: _/!2 782. 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
T,HEFLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA  RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  4... _ vour.s
Florida Bar Number:  Ill 7g Z. 

73116928J 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Namehadel bY. Nadas Srornan 

Florida Bar Number: S64 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Namehadel bY. Nadas Srornan 

Florida Bar Number: S64 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name AA bit  Mida,LL:t 

Florida Bar Number:  g S59 U4 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rutes Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

hat \ he iA 
Name: i aw] a pyr Sy 

Florida Bar Number: CO 4 

731 16928:+

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rutes Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

hat \ he iA 
Name: i aw] a pyr Sy 

Florida Bar Number: CO 4 

731 16928:+

ELORMAATEORNEY_COMMENTIO
THE FLORI SUP EME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  c.:O I 

731169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry 

? 
Name: blo $5 @ 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116828;1 mitcdece Cues

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry 

? 
Name: blo $5 @ 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116828;1 mitcdece Cues

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARD1 NG LOTABATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry 

Name' 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 htirctil6c4 6V-Pige 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: —™\ men 

Florida Bar Number: $2403 

73116928;1 kKrmM Cullen

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |! ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients 

5) |am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: —™\ men 

Florida Bar Number: $2403 

73116928;1 kKrmM Cullen

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  \(62_QI 03 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

[OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

L 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: MY DGS 

, 
1992831 Robeat Hemphill

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

[OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

L 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: MY DGS 

, 
1992831 Robeat Hemphill

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number.  MV 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

/ 
Nam 

Florida Bar Number:___. ‘7/7 O22 

fWoy lee FER.

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

/ 
Nam 

Florida Bar Number:___. ‘7/7 O22 

fWoy lee FER.

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT  REGARDING IOTA_RATES

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Nam 

Florida Bar Number  7/ /7 0,-,?7 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name Der Z 

Florida Bar Number: __9021385 

Davin Pau! 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or Level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name Der Z 

Florida Bar Number: __9021385 

Davin Pau! 
73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number.  0021385

_beqii ID PA U 
73116928;1 



i 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO | 
[HE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING 101 I 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 
I 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the | 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate | 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. | 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary | 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm | 

and/or my practice. | 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being | 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me | 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our | 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong | 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 

clients. 
| 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the | 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

| 
| 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: ae 

T1168; Brent Bicseh | 

{ 
1

i 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO | 
[HE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING 101 I 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 
I 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the | 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate | 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. | 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary | 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm | 

and/or my practice. | 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being | 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me | 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our | 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong | 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 

clients. 
| 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the | 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. | 

| 
| 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: ae 

T1168; Brent Bicseh | 

{ 
1

FLORIDA ATTORNECCOMMENT TO 
THE ELo 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

731l69280 

Name. ( 
Florida Bar Number  823961 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

ot e) ¢ 

Floridé Bar Number: OUNLS 

TAGE)

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or levet of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

ot e) ¢ 

Floridé Bar Number: OUNLS 

TAGE)

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE_FLORIDA SUPREMELDURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
dients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Na 

Rori 

73116928;1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

name: Alan landevnan 
Florida Bar Number: Q Yd La Y Z. 

73116928;1 Alas LasfernnN

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING iOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

name: Alan landevnan 
Florida Bar Number: Q Yd La Y Z. 

73116928;1 Alas LasfernnN

FLORIDA ATTORNEY  COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDASUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number. 

n116928,1 

0 4/ r/A017 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules (collectively the “Amendment”) regulating the Florida Bar as 
to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 
the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) 1am supportive of the Florida Bar Foundation and its missions but 
1 believe that the applicable minimum interest rate should be 
indexed to the lower and less volatile “Federal Funds Rate” set by 
the Federal Open Market Committee (“FOMC”) rather than the 
more volatile Wal! Street Journal Prime Rate. 

4) Specifically, | am concerned about the costs associated with the 
implementation and on-going monitoring/compliance with the 
Amendment by smaller community banks as their related costs 
will be a disproportionate and a create a competitive disadvantage 
with the larger institutions 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay 
the current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida 
Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's entire banking industry. 

— 

Name —— cet 
Ji ichagd F ial STE 7 

Florida Bar Number: 353 £ s/

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules (collectively the “Amendment”) regulating the Florida Bar as 
to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 
the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) 1am supportive of the Florida Bar Foundation and its missions but 
1 believe that the applicable minimum interest rate should be 
indexed to the lower and less volatile “Federal Funds Rate” set by 
the Federal Open Market Committee (“FOMC”) rather than the 
more volatile Wal! Street Journal Prime Rate. 

4) Specifically, | am concerned about the costs associated with the 
implementation and on-going monitoring/compliance with the 
Amendment by smaller community banks as their related costs 
will be a disproportionate and a create a competitive disadvantage 
with the larger institutions 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay 
the current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida 
Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's entire banking industry. 

— 

Name —— cet 
Ji ichagd F ial STE 7 

Florida Bar Number: 353 £ s/

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules (collectively the "Amendment") regulating the Florida Bar as 
to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their 
trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, 
the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I am supportive of the Florida Bar Foundation and its missions but 
I believe that the applicable minimum interest rate should be 
indexed to the lower and less volatile "Federal Funds Rate" set by 
the Federal Open Market Committee ("FOMC") rather than the 
more volatile Wall Street Journal Prime Rate. 

4) Specifically, I am concerned about the costs associated with the 
implementation and on-going monitoring/compliance with the 
Amendment by smaller community banks as their related costs 
will be a disproportionate and a create a competitive disadvantage 
with the larger institutions. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay 
the current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida 
Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's entire banking industry. 

Name:  
)e-a4coe sk 

Florida Bar Number: 3 C3 r.37 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

/\ ya 
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Florida Bar Number: __ 0444-2 4/O 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

/\ ya 

A gtbak’ Zaman hoe ,: a 

[foel Saver § 

Florida Bar Number: __ 0444-2 4/O 

162s Michaz| Swan

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA  RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all. 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name'  
:4/ -474  , 3  A- 
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Florida Bar Number  64p7L.2474/0  
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) !ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legat services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Ftorida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: wove Spool S Ve 

Florida Bar Number: G {GS 6 

73116928;1 MARIE Speow 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) !ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legat services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

(OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Ftorida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: wove Spool S Ve 

Florida Bar Number: G {GS 6 

73116928;1 MARIE Speow 

wee Nae rca ncc cee ea I a

B.DRIDA ATIORNEEMAIMENLIO 
THEILORIDA SUP_RF-ME_CQUETJEGARDING_IOTA.RAIES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate. will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 4_ /CIA M. Sprain 
Florida Bar Number:  q i G SG 

73116928,1 orL_ I S f),IL„„) 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Z 

Florida Bar Number: 375 72, 
6 Ibct 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am a member in goad standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Z 

Florida Bar Number: 375 72, 
6 Ibct 

73116928;1 hoard x Ibex

ELDRIDAATIVRNIELCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

73116928;1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME CQURT.REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1 ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: (altel ¢§ — 

Florida Bar Number: 3 95 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME CQURT.REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1 ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: (altel ¢§ — 

Florida Bar Number: 3 95 

73116928, Role ct H Pellec keg

FL0RIDA.ATTDRNEY_COMMENT TO 
THE_FLORIDA SUPREME COURTREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928,1 

95 
(Ec 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regutating the Florida Sar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

LO} 
Name: 7 aa 

Florida Bar Number: 3 

\ ‘ 

7311692851 DAVID Labo Vite

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regutating the Florida Sar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

LO} 
Name: 7 aa 

Florida Bar Number: 3 

\ ‘ 

7311692851 DAVID Labo Vite

ELORIDAATTORNEY. CO MM ENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA► accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number• 

13116928;1 VAV IP LA ko 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Fn 

Florida Bar Number, 009-6758 
— 

TERE! Nason) Yau

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the Legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Fn 

Florida Bar Number, 009-6758 
— 

TERE! Nason) Yau

ELORIDAMORNELCOMMEMQ 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT RESARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

_interest paid to. and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate. will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry: 

Name:  (.fan --4wr i   

Florida Bar Number:  00 D-6 7S' 

73116928;1 



| 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: | 

4) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

| 

2) {am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules | 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the | 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation | 
| 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly | 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

tegarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my | 

practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other | 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry. 
y : 7 

Name: ZO Lo LE 
John P. Greéley 

f 

Florida Bar Number: 405159 

Date: October 24, 2023 

CNPG\Banking\lota Statement (2023).docx
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: | 

4) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

| 

2) {am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules | 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the | 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation | 
| 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly | 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

tegarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my | 

practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other | 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry. 
y : 7 

Name: ZO Lo LE 
John P. Greéley 

f 

Florida Bar Number: 405159 

Date: October 24, 2023 

CNPG\Banking\lota Statement (2023).docx

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly 

burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption 

regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm and/or my 

practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged 

now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me and/or other 

lawyers in as much as we are required to move our IOTA accounts from 

Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 

which we are unfamiliar and/or do not provide the type or level of service 

we require to service our clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board 

of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop 

a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and 

Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  
John P. Gregey 

Florida Bar Number: 405159 

Date: October 24, 2023 

CUPG\BankingUota Statement (2023).doex 



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLOR{DA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member In good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Ber as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on thelr trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Floride Bar Foundation, 

2) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as It mey cause unnecessary: 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now undar the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
Rot provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

" ellents, 

5) {am respactfully requesting thet the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rute, reconsider the Amendment end order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is falr for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Floride's banking industry. 

. ry 

Name: Zia Depoigaiee 2 4 egal 2 

Floride Bar Number: 11.6390" 

ins

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLOR{DA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTARATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member In good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Ber as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on thelr trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Floride Bar Foundation, 

2) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as It mey cause unnecessary: 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now undar the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
JOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
Rot provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

" ellents, 

5) {am respactfully requesting thet the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rute, reconsider the Amendment end order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is falr for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Floride's banking industry. 

. ry 

Name: Zia Depoigaiee 2 4 egal 2 

Floride Bar Number: 11.6390" 

ins

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
T►IE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member In good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accourits, with such 
Interest paid to, end for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) 1 believe the higher interest rate, Indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as It may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

• .and/or my practice. 

SpectficaUy. extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

• and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

• not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clienti 

...`5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
• . current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers,-and Florida's banking industry. 

• 

Name.  Tn.., Opp:, 5,,l_fr 

Florida Bar Nurnber.  11 6 34,S 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 
m ws 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, willbe 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being Ia 

charged now under the new Rule, witfcause a 2 disruption for me ws 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we pre required to move our =. S<— 
we Were OT mst hey'c 

|OTA accounts.from Banks with whom We have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

ETE To ae, 
Name: UL IE Sot Qs\ Lay 

Florida Bar Number: __¢/ 20S 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 
m ws 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, willbe 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being Ia 

charged now under the new Rule, witfcause a 2 disruption for me ws 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we pre required to move our =. S<— 
we Were OT mst hey'c 

|OTA accounts.from Banks with whom We have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

ETE To ae, 
Name: UL IE Sot Qs\ Lay 

Florida Bar Number: __¢/ 20S 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, viAl- e 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being i{}3-e--
charged now under the new Rule, witilicausea disruption for me 

Lawyers in much as we required  move our 
IOTA accountVrom i§)anksIViinc'wiiii;Wilwechiie enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: ---rsZ)-

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
a “5 
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Name: Za 
ca 

FloridaBar Number: | 39470 
—= 

Been M<THemnrs 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
a “5 

ft 

oe ) 
pr} ae. 

Name: Za 
ca 

FloridaBar Number: | 39470 
—= 

Been M<THemnrs 
7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Nam •  

Florida Bar Number.  I 3 q  or I 0 

73116928;1 
B Pot (14 tvl :TH-D iv its 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Flarida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Namie f wer 4 f = ae ? Kwe) 

Florida Bar Number: _*/° 7 35 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other tawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Flarida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Namie f wer 4 f = ae ? Kwe) 

Florida Bar Number: _*/° 7 35 

731169281

FLORIDA AITORNELCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to. and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry.

4atvet, Kv1/41 Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  -Cu ) 7  18 6--

73(169283 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

— 

Name: [ae 

Florida Bar Number; C5887 

73116928:1 ANDREW Kop

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

— 

Name: [ae 

Florida Bar Number; C5887 

73116928:1 ANDREW Kop

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number  0658871 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) [am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under ihe new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: ge ly > 

Florida Bar Number: __°4829 

Tqathat Gl het 
731 16928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) [am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my taw firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under ihe new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: ge ly > 

Florida Bar Number: __°4829 

Tqathat Gl het 
731 16928;1

FLORIDAATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREMECOURIREGARDINGIOIA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number  064829 

73116928;1 

3-41 cd6 ft+ 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

Name: pe we ie 

Florida Bar Number: ST aXe \\ 

Dow MekeeVeEeR 
73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

Name: pe we ie 

Florida Bar Number: ST aXe \\ 

Dow MekeeVeEeR 
73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal. services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rute, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

73116928;1 

Florida Bar Number. 3-ta 
.1> 0^1 M c-k re-C•Vc.fi_ 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be | 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary | 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long | 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our | 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Jessica Hanes 
Name: _ aaa Ne 

Florida B&¢ Number:__OIOGVYSO 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be | 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary | 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long | 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamitiar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our | 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Jessica Hanes 
Name: _ aaa Ne 

Florida B&¢ Number:__OIOGVYSO 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT  REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name- PAY-\-- Florida B r Number  O10qt-I g‘O 

Jess) ca Victim eS 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: “fv? 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 NAreny CAere ee

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: “fv? 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 NAreny CAere ee

ELORIDAADDRNELCOMMENTIO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME_COURTREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

73116928;1 

Name: z/ 
Florida Bar Number. 

A/4rTi-0-7v Okric 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Dee 

Florida Bar Number: ___07643% 00 

7311692831 V/An C554. Paice

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

lOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with alt 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Dee 

Florida Bar Number: ___07643% 00 

7311692831 V/An C554. Paice

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
IHEELORIDASIRREMECOURTREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number  on Gig% 4-

73116928;1 V14/I " I 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) !amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Caurt stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: E a ‘ d 

Florida Bar Number: _!P3'2@t 

bn a9 UH. | is H ay

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) !amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) Lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Caurt stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name: E a ‘ d 

Florida Bar Number: _!P3'2@t 

bn a9 UH. | is H ay

FLORIDA ATTOftNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

14/4 101ir 
Name: 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Ftorida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

oe Vis 

Florida Bar Number: 2959857, 

73116928;1 Melui 5 bright

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Ftorida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

oe Vis 

Florida Bar Number: 2959857, 

73116928;1 Melui 5 bright

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my Law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry 

Name. 

Florida Bar Number.  0559857 

73116928;1 114 v (04f7Cir 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rute, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Florida Bar Number: 03 2 C8 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO. 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rute, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Florida Bar Number: 03 2 C8 

' 
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FLORJDA ATTOBNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will, cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a tong 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:Ga feilly____Cgerr 

Florida Bar IsMmber:  105  2 6Z 
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ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT. REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) [tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) { believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: hsee 2g 

Florida Bar Number: 47571 0 

73116928;1 Ww [luam fou?

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT. REGARDING LOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) [tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1 am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) { believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

OTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: hsee 2g 

Florida Bar Number: 47571 0 

73116928;1 Ww [luam fou?

ELORI DA.ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE_FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING1QTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  Z!...xl 

Florida Bar Number-

731169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Ftorida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require ta service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Foe _ 

Florida Bar Number; __0652849 

/ 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Ftorida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require ta service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Foe _ 

Florida Bar Number; __0652849 

/ 
73116928;1 Fer mi loper

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME CGUIRREGARDACLIOTARAIES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number  0652849

73116928;1 rEtaiiii pi L or 6---2! 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLOR EME COURT REG 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. We believe in utilizing local community banks 

and under this new rule, community banks will not be able to offer 

attorneys IOATA accounts 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Barry L. Miller 

Florida Bar Number: 376418

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLOR EME COURT REG 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1am amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. We believe in utilizing local community banks 

and under this new rule, community banks will not be able to offer 

attorneys IOATA accounts 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Barry L. Miller 

Florida Bar Number: 376418

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. We believe in utilizing local community banks 
and under this new rule, community banks will not be able to offer 
attorneys IOATA accounts. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: -B.arrd L. Miller 

Florida Bar Number: 376418 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
i 

i, 

Name: 

2? 
Florida Bar Number: 678 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
i 

i, 

Name: 

2? 
Florida Bar Number: 678 

73116928; Noe SeOuegl

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Fywida's banking in • ustry. 

Name: 

73116928;1 

Florida ar Number. 6-ia? 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our {OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with: 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nave: SOU VSI 
Florida Bar Number: \ OLS BS a 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) |am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our {OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with: 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nave: SOU VSI 
Florida Bar Number: \ OLS BS a 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDASUPREME_COURT REGARDING L0TA RATES

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 2: 2 
Florida Bar Number: 07--.5 0 69 

731169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a, Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We couid be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the 1OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Len 
Florida Bar Number: Ws cs3 

73416928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a, Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We couid be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the 1OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Len 
Florida Bar Number: Ws cs3 

73416928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) i am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my taw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number. I 

73116928;1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

Yo Wham It May Concent 

1} Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating tha Florida Bar as lo the minimum interest rate that an altarney must 

achieve on their tust accounts, witli such interest paid to, and for the benelil of, 
the Flora Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my | 
practice as il May cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and | 
operation oF my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, exvemely higher 
interest rates, hke the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 
cause disruption io the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
Increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required ta move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 
which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or laval of service 
we require to service our clients, and whom may nol be as financially 
scund as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could laad to fimited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exil the [OTA 
business altogether. 

4} lam respectfully requesting thal lhe Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and 
the Florida Bay lo work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Finda Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

t 
t t y } 

vane EAE Ly Kraut erste Rr Aad : a AL 
Florida Bar Numba’ LOS" S'( nei 

| { 

esate 4

nee TT TS RSE TE ENTREE P ISAT eC 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

Yo Wham It May Concent 

1} Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating tha Florida Bar as lo the minimum interest rate that an altarney must 

achieve on their tust accounts, witli such interest paid to, and for the benelil of, 
the Flora Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my | 
practice as il May cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and | 
operation oF my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, exvemely higher 
interest rates, hke the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 
cause disruption io the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
Increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required ta move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 
which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or laval of service 
we require to service our clients, and whom may nol be as financially 
scund as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could laad to fimited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exil the [OTA 
business altogether. 

4} lam respectfully requesting thal lhe Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and 
the Florida Bay lo work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Finda Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TQ 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDINgiQTARAT_E$ 

Tel 1.A.%0111 It klay C:oncerm 

11 I ain u member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the F lorida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating Ihe Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that on attorney must 
achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. 
the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
praclice us it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the (eget industry in several ways-

a. Our ilsink(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with 
which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service 
we require to service our clients, and whom may not he as financially 
sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4j I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and 
the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
rinrkia Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florkia's banking industry. 
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Li ORNEY IT TO 
| R OURT REG. 0 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our JOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Ba wo olders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florjd p SG lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name tA 
a i? 

MICHAEL M. WALLACK 
Florida Bar Number: a LbS BY 

7311692831

Li ORNEY IT TO 
| R OURT REG. 0 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) Lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | betieve the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our JOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Ba wo olders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florjd p SG lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name tA 
a i? 

MICHAEL M. WALLACK 
Florida Bar Number: a LbS BY 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and  order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar olders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Flor'• ar F► d •a lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 
MI ELM. WALLACK 

Florida Bar Number: 

731169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) {believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as It may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the NY Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ol 
= 

Florida Bar Nu —_—— J 1g403 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) {believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as It may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the NY Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: ol 
= 

Florida Bar Nu —_—— J 1g403 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the orid ar Fo ndation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar u 

73116928;1 

licgt03 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) {believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legat industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

Name: oy ( co qv 

Florida Bar’ rr: so77gtt 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) {believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legat industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c, The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Ftorida’s banking industry. 

Name: oy ( co qv 

Florida Bar’ rr: so77gtt 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide thv type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar 

73116928;1 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid, These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to mave our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work wi | stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Flofida Bar “eis rida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

a Nami SK) 

Florida Bar Number: QCv% 757 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING [OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) |am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid, These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to mave our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the |OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work wi | stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Flofida Bar “eis rida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

a Nami SK) 

Florida Bar Number: QCv% 757 

7311692831

FLORIDA  ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDAMPREMECOURTREGARDING  IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

Nam 

and the Florida Bar to work w 
for the Fl•° ida Bar Found on, Fl 

IL stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
rida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Florida Bar Number: 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will tikely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the 7 Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

an GALT tte 2, SkokoS 
Florida Bar Number: OL526 2Y 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will tikely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the 7 Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

an GALT tte 2, SkokoS 
Florida Bar Number: OL526 2Y 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA  SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, wilt likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Fie a Bar Foundation, Florida I yers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) U believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts fram our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

cule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the-Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name he 

her 
Florida Bar ‘oh ool __ 0408S 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) U believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts fram our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

cule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the-Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name he 

her 
Florida Bar ‘oh ool __ 0408S 

‘T3116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the lorir#a Bar oundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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11616Pkr 4.1 

Florida Bar Number: 04 O7S5 

73116928.1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
U TA RAT! 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the {OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name — stranica Plt 0 ses —__ 

Florida Bar Number: ___0301997, 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
U TA RAT! 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the {OTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakehalders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name — stranica Plt 0 ses —__ 

Florida Bar Number: ___0301997, 

1-106 01537116.DOC;1 10/18/202373116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: __Alexandra Glauser jerLAO4A_ 

Florida Bar Number:  0301997

1-106 01537116.DOC;1 10/18/202373116928;1 
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To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1 ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

Tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for th ja Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nan LAL) Ahilio h Hemavesteg 

ja Bar Numb OLF7 
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To Whom It May Concern 

1) 1 ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

Tule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for th ja Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

nan LAL) Ahilio h Hemavesteg 

ja Bar Numb OLF7 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for th a Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name AAV ___ 5 seu Maginness 
Florida Bar Number: PAS 49 2 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the tegal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name AAV ___ 5 seu Maginness 
Florida Bar Number: PAS 49 2 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: =-7-;  hia&niess 
V 

Florida Bar Number: °196 qg -7 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for t lorida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

name 7 >7VAA Sim > Anke 
Florida Bar Number: 48 {loo s 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING |OTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for t lorida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

name 7 >7VAA Sim > Anke 
Florida Bar Number: 48 {loo s 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for t lorida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 
4 /n--(___ -44-7  A 44/v

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

zfgq WC-



D MENT 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Lele fle 

Florida Bar Number: BDIQVIS” 

7311692851

D MENT 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Lele fle 

Florida Bar Number: BDIQVIS” 

7311692851

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT_REGARDINCLLOTIkRATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry.

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 80 Iff-r 

73116928J 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) i believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees witl need to be passed alang to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could tead to timited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

none tetrad Malone 
Florida Bar Number: SO \ 05 a5 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) i believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees witl need to be passed alang to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could tead to timited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida tawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

none tetrad Malone 
Florida Bar Number: SO \ 05 a5 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: Tar re 

Florida Bar Number:  00 \ 0 595 

73I169280 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 
To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) witl likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

Clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead Lo limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) Jam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Fl Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

\ Doub Sade Se 
Florida Bar Number: Art Y | 

SIULIETH LOZANO 
eas Notary Pubille - State of Florida 

J ‘Commission F HH 287332 
Te” by Comm. Expires Jul 3, 2026 

331160281 Gonded through Nattonal Notary Assn,

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 
To Whom It May Concern: 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) [believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) witl likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

Clients causing them negative impacts. 

b, We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead Lo limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) Jam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Fl Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

\ Doub Sade Se 
Florida Bar Number: Art Y | 

SIULIETH LOZANO 
eas Notary Pubille - State of Florida 

J ‘Commission F HH 287332 
Te” by Comm. Expires Jul 3, 2026 

331160281 Gonded through Nattonal Notary Assn,

FLORIDA  ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THEFLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar, 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida gar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement wilt be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid, These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Ft Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number; 

731 

10 ( 
Ji1LIETH LOZANO 

\ A Notary Public- Stated Florida 
Comndaston 2 HH 247332 

My Comm. Expires Jul 13, 2026 
Bonded through National Notary Assn. 
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FLORIDA ATT 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the ane being required now under the new Rule. will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type ar level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financiatly sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders ta develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Found: Ftorida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

y 
sy A, ~ 

N Recher A, Ulich 
Florida Bar Number: LBW SA 

HY 
| DONALD W. SCARLETY, JR. 
Len j a Comnleson #000380 
fo Expites June {f, 2024 

93116028:1 si Bonde Thro Toy Fain laspranca 000-385-7019

FLORIDA ATT 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) [am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the ane being required now under the new Rule. will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type ar level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financiatly sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders ta develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Found: Ftorida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

y 
sy A, ~ 

N Recher A, Ulich 
Florida Bar Number: LBW SA 

HY 
| DONALD W. SCARLETY, JR. 
Len j a Comnleson #000380 
fo Expites June {f, 2024 

93116028:1 si Bonde Thro Toy Fain laspranca 000-385-7019

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT DING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) f am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law Firm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid, These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) 1 am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule. reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Found , Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Nam 

Florida Bar Number: P 5-172_2/42

731169213.1 

DONALD W. SCARLETT, JR. 
1,1 Commission HH 000366 

E"fieltijniTioy1;;in2(Pncuray.4 010,185-7619 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
I SUPRE! RTREGARDING ITA RATES 

To Whom It May Cancern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of. the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3} | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specificatly, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likety need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to aur 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship ta new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could Lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Baroundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

eS 
Name Keith ) Mere 

gy 
Florida Bar Number LEd0 C94 

fe AME: Sato ld 
Gegraz) echensen sen 07952 
“So My Comm. Expires Jul 13, 2026 

‘Bonded through Natfonal Notary Assn, 

731069281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
I SUPRE! RTREGARDING ITA RATES 

To Whom It May Cancern: 

1) lam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of. the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3} | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specificatly, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likety need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to aur 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our [OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship ta new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could Lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Baroundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

eS 
Name Keith ) Mere 

gy 
Florida Bar Number LEd0 C94 

fe AME: Sato ld 
Gegraz) echensen sen 07952 
“So My Comm. Expires Jul 13, 2026 

‘Bonded through Natfonal Notary Assn, 
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LO I[ER)AArraRNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING I')TA  RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of. the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could Lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar oundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number:  MOO  

jimibl imorAtio 
Notary Public State of Florida 

Cceunisslop M WI 287332 
My Comm. Expires Jul 13, 2026 

" Bonded through National Notary Assn. / 
amaymomgmerireigroriernommimmr% 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 

accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as 

it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law 

firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

required now under the new Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in 

several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the increased 

rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients causing them 

negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) with 

whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are 

unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require to 

service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the Bank(s) we 

currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices for us 

and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business altogether. 

4) Iam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida 

Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Very truly yours, 

Name: Julio C. Esquivel 

Florida Bar Number: 940380

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Tam a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 

accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as 

it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law 

firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

required now under the new Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in 

several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the increased 

rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients causing them 

negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) with 

whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are 

unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require to 

service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the Bank(s) we 

currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices for us 

and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business altogether. 

4) Iam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida 

Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Very truly yours, 

Name: Julio C. Esquivel 

Florida Bar Number: 940380

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 
accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my practice as 
it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law 
firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
required now under the new Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in 
several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the increased 
rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients causing them 
negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) with 
whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we are 
unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require to 
service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the Bank(s) we 
currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices for us 
and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida 
Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Very truly yours, 

Name: Julio C. Esquivel 

Florida Bar Number: 940380 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) The undersigned are members in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) We are aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) We believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to 

our practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal 

services and operation of our law firm and/or our practice. Specifically, 

extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required now under the new 

Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could ead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the iOTA 

business altogether.

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) The undersigned are members in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) We are aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) We believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to 

our practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal 

services and operation of our law firm and/or our practice. Specifically, 

extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required now under the new 

Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed atong to our 

clients causing them negative impacts 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could ead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the iOTA 

business altogether.

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTARALES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) The undersigned are members in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) We are aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) We believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to 
our practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal 
services and operation of our law firm and/or our practice. Specifically, 
extremely higher interest rates, like the one being required now under the new 
Rule, will likely cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 



4) We are respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

r tie Florida Bar Foundation, Morjda lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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4) We are respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

r tie Florida Bar Foundation, Morjda lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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4) We are respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and t Florida Bar to wor with all takeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
r t Flon Bar Foundation, orjlia lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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ORNEY CO! T 

LORI E T REG. I Ss 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rutes 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We coutd be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florid. to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Fai gundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 
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ORNEY CO! T 

LORI E T REG. I Ss 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lam amember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) 1am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rutes 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We coutd be required to move our OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the [OTA 

business altogether. 

4) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florid. to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Fai gundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

6A 
so 

Name: _27 = 

Florida Bar Number: 67660 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florid 
for the F id•. Bar • 

to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
undation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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Florida Bar Number: S676go
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
UPRE! TES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts fram our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

a 
Name Suan C: Villaveces 
Florida Bar Number: OUSY. OMA 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
UPRE! TES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) |amamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) tam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts fram our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

a 
Name Suan C: Villaveces 
Florida Bar Number: OUSY. OMA 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: C Vitt (kV ece..r 
Florida Bar Number: 

73116928J 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE IDA Si 0 ING 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my aw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates pald, These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that Is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: HELA He gS deBeaubien 

Florida Bar Number: 995890 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE IDA Si 0 ING 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my aw firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates pald, These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA 

business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that Is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: HELA He gS deBeaubien 

Florida Bar Number: 995890 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE  FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom ft May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a tong relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name:  7Y ").. 5'  /Liu -S- clAeautq.

Florida Bar Number: 005-110o

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 
business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

rove ASUb sa S- Hod Son 
Florida Bar Number: O04 EES 

731 16928:4

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the lOTA 
business altogether. 

4) 1am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

rove ASUb sa S- Hod Son 
Florida Bar Number: O04 EES 

731 16928:4

ELORIDAAIMNEYCOMMENnO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREKE COURtREGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

731I6928J 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum Interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as It may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financiatly sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Leh A 

Florida Bar Number: 22736 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum Interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as It may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rute, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financiatly sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name Leh A 

Florida Bar Number: 22736 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum Interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, wilt likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or Levet of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name• 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

"6-1 .-------
// 

/02 7.36 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) (ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will tikely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) {am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: _Dinaly Cony jo 

Florida Bar Number:__O\QVOM) 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) (ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 

Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 

must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 

benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 

and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will tikely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 

clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our !OTA accounts from our existing 

Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 

with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 

service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 

financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 

choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 

business altogether. 

4) {am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 

rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 

and the Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 

for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: _Dinaly Cony jo 

Florida Bar Number:__O\QVOM) 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney 
must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the 
benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services 
and operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our 
clients causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing 
Bank(s) with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks 
with which we are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of 
service we require to service our clients, and whom may not be as 
financially sound as the Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking 
choices for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA 
business altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current 
rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors 
and the Florida Bar to work with alt stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair 
for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: T\j•kY\f;\

Florida Bar Number: \ kY"-A I 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) famamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts. with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop arate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

So ey BA 
Name we 

FloridaBarNumber:. 7209/2 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) famamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts. with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of. the Florida 

Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop arate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

So ey BA 
Name we 

FloridaBarNumber:. 7209/2 

Name 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) wilt likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar. which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation. Florida lawyers. and Florida's banking industry. 

24 , / Jj 
Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

Name: 

4301/9

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Jamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my Law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name kanya Aya 
/: 

Florida Bar Number: to 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Jamaware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my Law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 

cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the OTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name kanya Aya 
/: 

Florida Bar Number: to 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY CO MM ENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGAR D INGIOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically, extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely 
cause disruption to the legal industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida Bar to work with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

73116928;1 

n. 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern. 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my lawfirm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely cause 

disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our 1OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may nat provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida B: or with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar ation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name _d. Gaofiray Piugny 

Florida Baf Nu / 3230 D Lo = 

73116928;1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern. 

1) lamamember in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 

their trust accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida 

Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 

practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my lawfirm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 

interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule. will likely cause 

disruption to the legal industry in several ways 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 

increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 

causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our 1OTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 

with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 

are unfamiliar, which may nat provide the type or level of service we require 

to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 

Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 

for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 

altogether. 

4) lamrespectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule 

reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 

Florida B: or with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 

Florida Bar ation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENTTO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating 
the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on 
their trust accounts, with such interest paid to. and for the benefit of. the Florida 
Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate requirement will be unduly burdensome to my 
practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. Specifically. extremely higher 
interest rates, like the one being required now under the new Rule, will likely cause 
disruption to the legal. industry in several ways: 

a. Our Bank(s) will likely need to charge our firm higher fees to offset the 
increased rates paid. These fees will need to be passed along to our clients 
causing them negative impacts. 

b. We could be required to move our IOTA accounts from our existing Bank(s) 
with whom we have enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks with which we 
are unfamiliar, which may not provide the type or level of service we require 
to service our clients, and whom may not be as financially sound as the 
Bank(s) we currently choose to partner with. 

c. The higher interest rate requirement could lead to limited banking choices 
for us and our clients as many banks may choose to exit the IOTA business 
altogether. 

4) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule. 
reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the 
Florida B o with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the 
Florida ation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name: J. Gi.zoffray Pntv721 .

Florida Ba Nu 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

October 25, 2023 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1, Tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 

accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to 

my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. 

4, Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under the new 

Rule, may result in our bank terminating the IOTA offering and causing us to need a new 

bank. Since our firm only uses the account to hold escrows, and since we are a multi-state 

firm, the firm could decide to terminate escrow services in the State of Florida, which 

would be inconvenient for our Florida lawyers and clients. We like holding funds in Florida 

because our bank is very responsive to us and our clients. Our experience is that larger 

banks are not able to provide the services at the service level we require 

5. Iam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 

the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work 

with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida 

lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Sincerely. 

AEGIS Law 

y, 
By Sih , wf / 
Name: Rochelle Friedman Walk, Esq. 
Title: Managing Partner, Tampa 
Florida Bar Number: 88877

v A E 6 | § 616 Channelside Dr., Suite 207 813.999.0199 
LC A Ww Tampa FL 33602 aegislaw.com 

Author's Telephone and Email 

(314) 454-9100 Ext. 104 

nwalk@aegisiaw.com 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

October 25, 2023 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1, Tama member in good standing of the Florida Bar 

2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 

accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation, 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to 

my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 

operation of my law firm and/or my practice. 

4, Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under the new 

Rule, may result in our bank terminating the IOTA offering and causing us to need a new 

bank. Since our firm only uses the account to hold escrows, and since we are a multi-state 

firm, the firm could decide to terminate escrow services in the State of Florida, which 

would be inconvenient for our Florida lawyers and clients. We like holding funds in Florida 

because our bank is very responsive to us and our clients. Our experience is that larger 

banks are not able to provide the services at the service level we require 

5. Iam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 

the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work 

with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida 

lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Sincerely. 

AEGIS Law 

y, 
By Sih , wf / 
Name: Rochelle Friedman Walk, Esq. 
Title: Managing Partner, Tampa 
Florida Bar Number: 88877
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

October 25, 2023 

To Whom It May Concern: 

813.999.0199 
aegislaw.com 

1. I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 
2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an attorney must achieve on their trust 
accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be unduly burdensome to 
my practice as it may cause unnecessary disruption regarding the legal services and 
operation of my law firm and/or my practice. 

4. Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being charged now under the new 
Rule, may result in our bank terminating the IOTA offering and causing us to need a new 
bank. Since our firm only uses the account to hold escrows, and since we are a multi-state 
firm, the firm could decide to terminate escrow services in the State of Florida, which 
would be inconvenient for our Florida lawyers and clients. We like holding funds in Florida 
because our bank is very responsive to us and our clients. Our experience is that larger 
banks are not able to provide the services at the service level we require. 

5. I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 
the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work 
with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida 
lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Sincerely, 

AEGIS Law 

By  / dfr) 
Name: Rochelle Friedman Walk, Esq. 
Title: Managing Partner, Tampa 
Florida Bar Number: 88877 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To the Honorable Justices of the Supreme Court of Florida: 

1) | have a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for over 40 

years, having been admitted to practice in 1978. | have been board 

certified for about 20 of those years and have been managing my 

own firm since 1979 - growing from a solo practice into a 13 lawyer 

trial based firm in Tampa. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

reduction in the quality of service our clients will receive. 

4) For over 25 years, our firm has enjoyed a mutually supportive 

relationship with the Bank of Tampa, a local bank that we believe 

understands our practice and the special needs of our clients 

5) While | do understand the commendable purpose served by the [OTA 

program, which essentially puts more money into lawyer's pockets 

by allowing the Bar to operate and provide necessary services of the 

Florida Bar Foundation without raising our bar dues to pay for them, 

| think it is wrong to put our own fiscal interest ahead of our clients 

by taxing the Banks that handle our IOTA accounts. 

6) The effect of the higher interest rates being charged now under the 

new Rule, will cause lawyers in practices like mine to move our IOTA 

accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks who do not provide the type or level of 

service our local banks have historically provided to our clients. 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To the Honorable Justices of the Supreme Court of Florida: 

1) I have a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for over 40 
years, having been admitted to practice in 1978. 1 have been board 
certified for about 20 of those years and have been managing my 
own firm since 1979 - growing from a solo practice into a 13 lawyer 
trial based firm in Tampa. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
reduction in the quality of service our clients will receive. 

4) For over 25 years, our firm has enjoyed a mutually supportive 
relationship with the Bank of Tampa, a local bank that we believe 
understands our practice and the special needs of our clients. 

5) While I do understand the commendable purpose served by the IOTA 
program, which essentially puts more money into lawyer's pockets 
by allowing the Bar to operate and provide necessary services of the 
Florida Bar Foundation without raising our bar dues to pay for them, 
I think it is wrong to put our own fiscal interest ahead of our clients' 
by taxing the Banks that handle our IOTA accounts. 

6) The effect of the higher interest rates being charged now under the 
new Rule, will cause lawyers in practices like mine to move our IOTA 
accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks who do not provide the type or level of 
service our local banks have historically provided to our clients. 
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7) [understand that we may need to raise our bar dues to pay for the 

increased aspirational programs that would otherwise be funded by 

the new revenue the increased interest rates would generate. | 

believe most of my colleagues would agree that this is a price we 

are willing to pay to avoid disrupting the level of service we are 

presently able to provide our clients 

8) lam respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: : > x. Son o RS 

Florida Bar Number. oh Ps 
ae v 
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7) I understand that we may need to raise our bar dues to pay for the 
increased aspirational programs that would otherwise be funded by 
the new revenue the increased interest rates would generate. I 
believe most of my colleagues would agree that this is a price we 
are willing to pay to avoid disrupting the level of service we are 
presently able to provide our clients. 

8) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name" 

Florida Bar Number: 
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100 North Tampa Street Telephone: 813-229-3500 
Suite 3700 Facsimile: 813-229-3502 
Tampa, Horida 33602 www. pdrlegal.com 

October 27, 2023 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1. Ihave been a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for more than thirty years. 

2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar regarding the minimum interest rate attorneys must achieve on their trust 
accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, could negatively impact my 
practice as it could disrupt my firm’s current banking relationship 

4. Specifically, higher interest rates, like the one required under the new Rule, could be 
disruptive for the firm’s operations because we could be required to move our IOTA 
accounts from our bank with which we have enjoyed a valuable relationship for more than 
21 years. If our bank stops offering IOTA services, we would have to look for a new bank 
with which we are unfamiliar and have no relationship. Our current bank, The Bank of 
Tampa, is a recognized leader in helping law firms (and other businesses) and their clients 
with a wide array of services that fit their business needs. 

5. I respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider the 
Amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with 

all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, 
and Florida’s banking industry. 

Respectfully submitted. 

PASKERT DIVERS THOMPSON 

Brett D. Divers 
FBN: 973246
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1. Ihave been a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for more than thirty years. 

2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar regarding the minimum interest rate attorneys must achieve on their trust 
accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, could negatively impact my 
practice as it could disrupt my firm’s current banking relationship 

4. Specifically, higher interest rates, like the one required under the new Rule, could be 
disruptive for the firm’s operations because we could be required to move our IOTA 
accounts from our bank with which we have enjoyed a valuable relationship for more than 
21 years. If our bank stops offering IOTA services, we would have to look for a new bank 
with which we are unfamiliar and have no relationship. Our current bank, The Bank of 
Tampa, is a recognized leader in helping law firms (and other businesses) and their clients 
with a wide array of services that fit their business needs. 

5. I respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider the 
Amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with 

all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, 
and Florida’s banking industry. 

Respectfully submitted. 

PASKERT DIVERS THOMPSON 

Brett D. Divers 
FBN: 973246

100 North Tampa Street 
Suite 3700 
Tampa, Florida 33602 
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October 27, 2023 

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Telephone: 813-229-3500 
Facsimile: 813-229-3502 

www.pdtlegal.com 

1. I have been a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for more than thirty years. 

2. I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar regarding the minimum interest rate attorneys must achieve on their trust 
accounts, with such interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3. I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, could negatively impact my 
practice as it could disrupt my firm's current banking relationship. 

4. Specifically, higher interest rates, like the one required under the new Rule, could be 
disruptive for the firm's operations because we could be required to move our IOTA 
accounts from our bank with which we have enjoyed a valuable relationship for more than 
21 years. If our bank stops offering IOTA services, we would have to look for a new bank 
with which we are unfamiliar and have no relationship. Our current bank, The Bank of 
Tampa, is a recognized leader in helping law firms (and other businesses) and their clients 
with a wide array of services that fit their business needs. 

5. I respectfully request that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider the 
Amendment, and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with 
all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida lawyers, 
and Florida's banking industry. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PASKERT DIVERS TH l PSON 

Brett D. ivers 
FBN: 973246 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. My practice is focused on bankruptcy 

reorganizations or restructurings. Oftentimes, my firm is asked to 

hold funds for my clients in their capacity as debtors-in-possession, 

or disbursing agent under a confirmed chapter 1] plan. My firm is 

sometimes considered the “custodian” of these funds even though 

the accounts are typically designated as “FBO” or “for the benefit of” 

the specific client and the FBO account is assigned the client's tax 

identification number for the reporting of interest paid on these 

amounts. Often, the presiding judge will issue an order requiring 

that any such funds be placed in an “interest bearing non-IOTA trust 

account” to ensure that the interest earned on the monies on deposit 

will inure to the benefit of my client, the bankruptcy debtor or 

trustee. However, in certain instances, the Court may not 

specifically order that the funds be held in an interest-bearing non: 

IOTA account which would require our firm to keep funds in our IOTA 

account. This situation raises the specter of a conflict between our 

duties to maintain funds according to the rules regulating the Florida 

Bar and the client (and typically the presiding Court's) desire to have 

the client receive the benefit of the interest on the funds. At 

minimum, the opening and documentation of an alternative FBO 

account creates administrative burdens on both my firm, our staff, 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) | ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 
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that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. My practice is focused on bankruptcy 

reorganizations or restructurings. Oftentimes, my firm is asked to 

hold funds for my clients in their capacity as debtors-in-possession, 

or disbursing agent under a confirmed chapter 1] plan. My firm is 

sometimes considered the “custodian” of these funds even though 

the accounts are typically designated as “FBO” or “for the benefit of” 

the specific client and the FBO account is assigned the client's tax 

identification number for the reporting of interest paid on these 

amounts. Often, the presiding judge will issue an order requiring 

that any such funds be placed in an “interest bearing non-IOTA trust 

account” to ensure that the interest earned on the monies on deposit 

will inure to the benefit of my client, the bankruptcy debtor or 

trustee. However, in certain instances, the Court may not 

specifically order that the funds be held in an interest-bearing non: 

IOTA account which would require our firm to keep funds in our IOTA 

account. This situation raises the specter of a conflict between our 

duties to maintain funds according to the rules regulating the Florida 

Bar and the client (and typically the presiding Court's) desire to have 

the client receive the benefit of the interest on the funds. At 

minimum, the opening and documentation of an alternative FBO 

account creates administrative burdens on both my firm, our staff, 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) I am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 
Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 
that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 
interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 
and/or my practice. My practice is focused on bankruptcy 
reorganizations or restructurings. Oftentimes, my firm is asked to 
hold funds for my clients in their capacity as debtors-in-possession, 
or disbursing agent under a confirmed chapter 11 plan. My firm is 
sometimes considered the "custodian" of these funds even though 
the accounts are typically designated as "MO" or "for the benefit of" 
the specific client and the FBO account is assigned the client's tax 
identification number for the reporting of interest paid on these 
amounts. Often, the presiding judge will issue an order requiring 
that any such funds be placed in an "interest bearing non-IOTA trust 
account" to ensure that the interest earned on the monies on deposit 
will inure to the benefit of my client, the bankruptcy debtor or 
trustee. However, in certain instances, the Court may not 
specifically order that the funds be held in an interest-bearing non-
IOTA account which would require our firm to keep funds in our IOTA 
account. This situation raises the specter of a conflict between our 
duties to maintain funds according to the rules regulating the Florida 
Bar and the client (and typically the presiding Court's) desire to have 
the client receive the benefit of the interest on the funds. At 
minimum, the opening and documentation of an alternative FBO 
account creates administrative burdens on both my firm, our staff, 
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and the client who, given the nature of our practice, requires us to 

be proper stewards of their funds and deposit their funds where the 

client can receive the maximum benefit of the interest earned on 

what is their money, particularly if circumstances of the case or the 

matter require the funds to be held in trust or in an FBO account for 

months or years at a time. My firm has maintained a longstanding 

relationship with the Bank of Tampa who has always been able to 

accommodate particularized needs of my practice with the minimum 

administration burden on my staff and client representatives. The 

higher interest rate now mandated by the Florida Bar will be 

specifically detrimental to my practice and my clients. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. Based on my review of our recent trust account statement, | 

have already had to look at alternative banking institutions who will 

accommodate FBO arrangements when mandated by the ordering 

Court. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

, 

——— 
Namet_ 

Florida Bar Number: “7 5740 
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and the client who, given the nature of our practice, requires us to 
be proper stewards of their funds and deposit their funds where the 
client can receive the maximum benefit of the interest earned on 
what is their money, particularly if circumstances of the case or the 
matter require the funds to be held in trust or in an FBO account for 
months or years at a time. My firm has maintained a longstanding 
relationship with the Bank of Tampa who has always been able to 
accommodate particularized needs of my practice with the minimum 
administration burden on my staff and client representatives. The 
higher interest rate now mandated by the Florida Bar will be 
specifically detrimental to my practice and my clients. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 
charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 
and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 
relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. Based on my review of our recent trust account statement, I 
have already had to look at alternative banking institutions who will 
accommodate FBO arrangements when mandated by the ordering 
Court. 

5) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 
stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 
Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Namer-

Florida Bar Number:  7 '2 5-11--i0 
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FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 

1) I have a member in good standing of the Florida Bar for over 40 years, 
having been admitted to practice in 1978. I have been board certified 
for about 20 of those years and have been managing my own firm since 
1979 – growing from a solo practice into a 13 lawyer trial based firm 
in Tampa.  

2) I am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the Rules 
Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate that an 
attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such interest paid 
to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 
unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 
reduction in the quality of service our clients will receive.  

4) For over 25 years, our firm has enjoyed a mutually supportive 
relationship with the Bank of Tampa, a local bank that we believe 
understands our practice and the special needs of our clients.  

5) While I do understand the commendable purpose served by the IOTA program, which 
essentially puts more money into lawyer’s pockets by allowing the Bar to operate and 
provide necessary services of the Florida Bar Foundation without raising our bar dues to 
pay for them, I think it is wrong to put our own fiscal interest ahead of our clients’ by taxing 
the Banks that handle our IOTA accounts.  

6) The effect of the higher interest rates being charged now under the new Rule, will cause 
lawyers in practices like mine to move our IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have 
enjoyed a long relationship to new Banks who do not provide the type or level of service 
our local banks have historically provided to our clients.  

7) I understand that we may need to raise our bar dues to pay for the increased aspirational 
programs that would otherwise be funded by the new revenue the increased interest rates 
would generate. I believe most of my colleagues would agree that this is a price we are 
willing to pay to avoid disrupting the level of service we are presently able to provide our 
clients.  

btg.  BARNES TRIAL GROUP 
 
 
Stephen A. Barnes 
sb@btglaw.com 
 
John V. Trujillo, Jr. † 
jt@btglaw.com 
 
Christopher J. Donegan 
cd@btglaw.com 
 
Adam D. Rieth 
ar@btglaw.com 
 
1104 N Howard Avenue 
3rd Floor 
Tampa, Florida 33607 
 
Telephone: (813) 251-0777 
Facsimile:   (813) 254-1829 
 
www.barnestrialgroup.com 
 
† Licensed in FL and TX 
 
Areas of practice include: 
Personal Injury 
Wrongful Death 
Medical Malpractice 
Nursing Home Abuse 
Maritime 
Diving & Boating Accidents 
Brain & Spinal Cord Injury 
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8) I am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the current rule, reconsider 
the Amendment and order the Florida Bar Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work 
with all stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar Foundation, Florida 
lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry.  

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Stephen A. Barnes, 005177 
SAB/tkm 
 



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORID GAI IOTA RATE. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed te the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: “4 
Mare 

Florida Bar Number: LTTE 

7311692831

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORID GAI IOTA RATE. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) [ama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed te the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 
IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 
not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 
current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry 

Name: “4 
Mare 

Florida Bar Number: LTTE 

7311692831
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THE FLORIDA SUPREME COU G 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. ' 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recentiy amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name f 5 seg 7 
Daw vans 

Florida Bar Number; __ 26° 7/2 

7311692831

Lo TT E 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COU G 

To Whom It May Concern: 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. ' 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recentiy amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) I believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida's banking industry. 

Name f 5 seg 7 
Daw vans 

Florida Bar Number; __ 26° 7/2 

7311692831



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Flerida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: &5i el | 

731169281

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING JOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) Lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Flerida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Florida Bar Number: &5i el | 

731169281



FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
TH EI 'T REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: er £0 Linen 

Florida Bar Number: “7.729 < 

73116928:1

FLORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 
TH EI 'T REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom It May Concern 

1) lama member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) | am aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 
clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: er £0 Linen 

Florida Bar Number: “7.729 < 

73116928:1



ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

TI16928:1

ELORIDA ATTORNEY COMMENT TO 

THE FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REGARDING IOTA RATES 

To Whom it May Concern 

1) 1am a member in good standing of the Florida Bar. 

2) Lam aware that the Florida Supreme Court recently amended the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar as to the minimum interest rate 

that an attorney must achieve on their trust accounts, with such 

interest paid to, and for the benefit of, the Florida Bar Foundation. 

3) | believe the higher interest rate, indexed to the Prime Rate, will be 

unduly burdensome to my practice as it may cause unnecessary 

disruption regarding the legal services and operation of my law firm 

and/or my practice. 

4) Specifically, extremely higher interest rates, like the one being 

charged now under the new Rule, will cause a disruption for me 

and/or other lawyers in as much as we are required to move our 

IOTA accounts from Banks with whom we have enjoyed a long 

relationship to new Banks with which we are unfamiliar and/or do 

not provide the type or level of service we require to service our 

clients. 

5) | am respectfully requesting that the Florida Supreme Court stay the 

current rule, reconsider the Amendment and order the Florida Bar 

Board of Governors and the Florida Bar to work with all 

stakeholders to develop a rate that is fair for the Florida Bar 

Foundation, Florida lawyers, and Florida’s banking industry. 

Name: 

Florida Bar Number: 

TI16928:1
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).9) THE FLORIDA BAR 
oes FOUNDATION 

Roberto R, Pardo July 31, 2023 

First Vice President 

Ashley N, Sybesma 

Second Vice President | Mr. 
Maria C. Gonzalez Bank 

FL 
Immediate Past President 

Honorable S: Van Wyk 
wanes " Florida’s IOTA Program: Determination of Interest Rates and Dividends: Notice of 

DESIGNATED DIRECTORS | Shortfall 

Honorable Edwin A. Scales, III Dear Mr. 

Third District Court of Appeal 

Honorable Jeffrey T. Kuntz Thank you for your continued participation in Florida’s IOTA program: 
Fourth District Court of Appeal 

PRcootseencae Please recall that, effective May 15, 2023, when the Wall Street Journal Prime 
rene Rate ("indexed rate") is between 325 and 499 basis points (3.25% and 4.99%), the 

The Florida Ba: minimum interest rate paid net of all fees and service charges (“yield”) must be no less 
than 300 basis points (3.00%) below the indexed rate in effect on the first business day of 

A. Dax Bello each month. When the indexed rate is 500 basis points (5.00%) or above, the yield must 
Relgesteioeshe, ee cect | be no less than 40% of the indexed rate in effect on the first business day of each month 

ihe Fareales Per Rule 5-1.1(g)(B), Rules Regulating The Florida Bar. 
Joshua T. Chilson 

Delegate for the Immediate Our records reflect that you paid 0.0025bp (.25)% which resulted in a remitted 
Past President - The Florida Bar payment of $7,621.86 instead of $56,942.67. This results in a shortfall of $ 49,320.81 

\ which was due on June 1, 2023. If you believe our calculations are incorrect, please 
Michael Ten | provide us no later than August 7, 2023, your contentions, reasoning and calculations in President — Florida Legal Services 

writing for our review and analysis. We will respond within five business days of receipt of 
PUBLIC MEMBERS. your analysis. If it would be helpful to you, we will be happy to speak with you and answer 

any questions you may have about the IOTA rule's requirements relating to the 
Vincent Csome | determination of interest rates and dividends James P. Schwarz 

George W. Tinsley, Sr. 

Otherwise, please remit the difference of $49,320.81 on or before August 7, 
DIRECTORS | 2023. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Ayana K. Barrow 

Laura Boeckman 

donorable Hugh Carithers, Jr. Sincerely 
Min Cho 

lan M. Comisky wsten na the 
Sarita Courtney-Baigorri 

Brian E, Currie 
eee Lushawn J. Phillips, Director, IOTA Program 

Maria C. Gonzalez 
John F. Harkness, Jr. 

Joseph I, Kadow 

Honorable Stefanie Moon cc: Donny MacKenzie, Executive Director 
Robert Murphy FBF Interest Calculation Method 

Honorable James E.¢. Perry 
Honorable Peggy A. Quince May 1, 2023 - May 14, 2023 

Raymond P. Reid, Jr Principal Balance*Reported Rate/365"14 
Kyle W. Robisch 

Steven A. Salzer May 15, 2023 — May 31, 2023 
Principal Balance*3.20/365°17 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Dominic C. MacKenzie 175 Lookout Place, Suite 100, Ma'tland, FL 32751 

407-960-7000 800-541-2195 Fax 407-960-3765 www. ThefloridaBartoundation. or; 
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).9) THE FLORIDA BAR 
oes FOUNDATION 

Roberto R, Pardo July 31, 2023 

First Vice President 

Ashley N, Sybesma 

Second Vice President | Mr. 
Maria C. Gonzalez Bank 

FL 
Immediate Past President 

Honorable S: Van Wyk 
wanes " Florida’s IOTA Program: Determination of Interest Rates and Dividends: Notice of 

DESIGNATED DIRECTORS | Shortfall 

Honorable Edwin A. Scales, III Dear Mr. 

Third District Court of Appeal 

Honorable Jeffrey T. Kuntz Thank you for your continued participation in Florida’s IOTA program: 
Fourth District Court of Appeal 

PRcootseencae Please recall that, effective May 15, 2023, when the Wall Street Journal Prime 
rene Rate ("indexed rate") is between 325 and 499 basis points (3.25% and 4.99%), the 

The Florida Ba: minimum interest rate paid net of all fees and service charges (“yield”) must be no less 
than 300 basis points (3.00%) below the indexed rate in effect on the first business day of 

A. Dax Bello each month. When the indexed rate is 500 basis points (5.00%) or above, the yield must 
Relgesteioeshe, ee cect | be no less than 40% of the indexed rate in effect on the first business day of each month 

ihe Fareales Per Rule 5-1.1(g)(B), Rules Regulating The Florida Bar. 
Joshua T. Chilson 

Delegate for the Immediate Our records reflect that you paid 0.0025bp (.25)% which resulted in a remitted 
Past President - The Florida Bar payment of $7,621.86 instead of $56,942.67. This results in a shortfall of $ 49,320.81 

\ which was due on June 1, 2023. If you believe our calculations are incorrect, please 
Michael Ten | provide us no later than August 7, 2023, your contentions, reasoning and calculations in President — Florida Legal Services 

writing for our review and analysis. We will respond within five business days of receipt of 
PUBLIC MEMBERS. your analysis. If it would be helpful to you, we will be happy to speak with you and answer 

any questions you may have about the IOTA rule's requirements relating to the 
Vincent Csome | determination of interest rates and dividends James P. Schwarz 

George W. Tinsley, Sr. 

Otherwise, please remit the difference of $49,320.81 on or before August 7, 
DIRECTORS | 2023. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Ayana K. Barrow 

Laura Boeckman 

donorable Hugh Carithers, Jr. Sincerely 
Min Cho 

lan M. Comisky wsten na the 
Sarita Courtney-Baigorri 

Brian E, Currie 
eee Lushawn J. Phillips, Director, IOTA Program 

Maria C. Gonzalez 
John F. Harkness, Jr. 

Joseph I, Kadow 

Honorable Stefanie Moon cc: Donny MacKenzie, Executive Director 
Robert Murphy FBF Interest Calculation Method 

Honorable James E.¢. Perry 
Honorable Peggy A. Quince May 1, 2023 - May 14, 2023 

Raymond P. Reid, Jr Principal Balance*Reported Rate/365"14 
Kyle W. Robisch 

Steven A. Salzer May 15, 2023 — May 31, 2023 
Principal Balance*3.20/365°17 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Dominic C. MacKenzie 175 Lookout Place, Suite 100, Ma'tland, FL 32751 

407-960-7000 800-541-2195 Fax 407-960-3765 www. ThefloridaBartoundation. or; 
EXHIBIT CEXHIBIT C



THE FLORIDA BAR.
Obi F" O LIND A. TIC) 

 
FLORIDA'S INTEREST ON TRUST ACCOUNTS PROGRAM 
POLICY ON REASONABLE SERVICE CHARGES AND FEES 

 
 
Purpose of Policy: 
 
On June 25, 1993, the board of directors of the Foundation defined "reasonable" as it 
applies to financial institution service charges and fees paid by IOTA under the Rules 
Regulating The Florida Bar.  The purpose of the board action was to prevent the IOTA 
program from bearing the cost of special services or fees such as wire transfers, return 
check and overdraft charges, fee for use of uncollected funds, etc., which are not 
related to the basic operation of a trust checking account. 
 
Background: 
 
Starting in the mid 1980's, financial institutions began assessing service charges and 
fees on checking accounts whether or not the account earned interest.  Service charges 
and fees now are waived by financial institutions only on those accounts that exceed 
specific minimum collected balances, or where the customer has a significant 
relationship with the financial institution through other accounts or business.  Therefore, 
once service charges and fees were levied against checking accounts generally, 
maintaining an interest-bearing IOTA account was no longer the direct cause of service 
charges or fees on an attorney’s or law firm’s trust account.  
 
It is impractical to determine and monitor which IOTA accounts would be service charge 
free absent the earning of interest mandated under the IOTA Rule.  Accordingly, when 
the IOTA program became mandatory in 1989, the Rule in this regard was amended to 
provide only for payment of "...reasonable service charges or fees, if any, in connection 
with the IOTA account... ." Rule 5-1.1(e)(1)(5)(A), Rules Regulating The Florida Bar 
[emphasis added]   
 
Reasonable Service Charges/That May be deducted by Financial Institutions from IOTA 
Account Interest: 
 
The following charges and fees have been defined as "reasonable" and are the only 
service charges or fees permitted to be deducted from interest earned on IOTA 
accounts.  These service charges or fees may be deducted from IOTA account interest 
only at such rates and under such circumstances as is the financial institution's 
customary practice for all of its interest-bearing checking account customers: 
 
 

 Per check charge 
 Per deposit charge 

  Fee in lieu of minimum balance 
 Federal deposit insurance fee 

 EXHIBIT D



 

 
 

Financial institutions also may recoup special costs for their participation in IOTA 
through deduction of a reasonable IOTA handling/administrative fee. 
 
 
For further information about service charges and fees paid by IOTA, please contact: 
 
 The Florida Bar Foundation 
 IOTA Department  

175 Lookout Place, Suite 100 
 Maitland, Florida 32751 
 800.541.2195 (Florida) 407.960.7000  
 fbfiotasupport@flabarfndn.org 
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