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Supreme Court.Gets
Ad Ban Complamt

. By TAM GORDON - -
Bamler Staff Writer

Nashville attorney Bart Durham 3
- today fileda eivil action complaint

- against the Tennessee Supreme
Court alleging ‘the high court’s

‘restriction onthe’ advertising
practices . of attorneys is- unconst1- .

- tutmnal

.~ Durham named thef Justlce-
: RayL Brock, Justices Joseph W.
‘Henry, Robert E. Cooper, William. -
"H.D. Fones and William J.-Harbi- -
“‘General -
“William Leech as defen ants in the o

. son and- state -Attorney’

' petltlon

The Tenness”ee Supreme Court o

"Dec. 19 amended a previous ruling

regarding: advernsmg practlces of .

lawyers. .

“There shall beno: adve 1smg of
: legal services indicating areas of -
-practice or-specialization ‘except
“when listing routine legal services -
. accompamedb & fee scheduile for .
C such services; :-..-the;Tennessee Su-_ _

preme ‘Court Tuling said.

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled in .-

i 1977 that it Was : pernnss:ble for
' "lawyers to adveris i

" ff Fees Ry

}

WL a- Tennegsee

s speech.

rharn,

fed l”e al

 NASHVILLE (APy ,_F o

! e | judge has struck

+lawyers to ot at requlires -
ices, quote prlces When they vert:se their ser-

It 'an opinion issusd yest_e i

- Nashville attorney B;
ngmg the state court S ruling

Ce of cnmmal Iaw

But the Nashvﬂle Bar Assocza—

' tlon petitioned the Tennessee Su: - |

preme Court to clarify rules gov-

-erning lawyer advertzsmg afterthe |
Dec. 19 amendment. : :

It 'was discovered thet 'several' i

.....

- recent amendment -in ‘telephone .'
= ilYelIow Pages’ advertlsements B

~Richard Bird, president of the -

'NashmlleBarAssocmtmn said, “I

am satisfied that the ex1st1ng rule

£ is ta limit. advertising: o routine |
: legal- ‘services: for a SpEleled' ’

fee S

-Durham alleges in. the petmon :
th at the regulation is a restraint on -
the attorney s rxght to free

_speech

Durham who advertlses h:s-

Iegal services in. the newspapers, .

states he will suffer -“‘immediate

andirreparable harm” if not per-’
mitted to advertise under_the or1g~ _
.nal court ruling. - :

“The high court rulmg means an ||

attorney cannot- list reutine legal

" services available by his company |}

o without hstmg the: -cost of those

]
ay, US Dlstrzct - {

. Clur rioh wrote that M&&I— .
; Because 1;“"1: violated rawyem‘? ‘ruling was snconstitutional

First Amendment rights to:

not heing ab
at a!L” .




