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FLORIDA BAR COMPLAINT FORM, ATTACHEMENT FOR PART TWO FOR
ROBERT W. BAUER
Mr. Bauer knew or should have known a hearing in federal court would assure his clients rights as
Disabled and elderly persons would be afforded and Mr. De Coursey’s allegations of federal wire fraud
And other federal concerns could be addressed. On September 4, 2007 Mr. Bauer in correspondence (see
Exhibit A) declined to represent the De Courseys in part because we didn’t have $2,500.00 retainer fee , yet
On March 26, 2008 filed an amended complaint on our behalf with no retainer’s fee nor request to remove
Case to federal jurisdiction due to the De Courseys disabled and elderly status (see exhibit B pagesl1-2 lines
5-7) Mr. Bauer knew from evidence (see exhibit B page4 35-41) that was undisputable fraud had been
Committed, he also knew crimes of deception and exploitation of a disabled person had occurred (see
exhibit B pgs 8-9 67-75) yet submitted nothing to protect his clients Constitutional or civil rights nor did he
Inform tribunal of the high probability of the commission of federal crimes by opposing counsel. Mr. Bauer
knew keeping case in county court would surpass state statue of limitations for bank fraud and other crimes
Of issue Mr. Bauer Knew when he filed the amended comptaint his clients would never receive justice and
After 2 years 9 months succeeded in assisting opposing counsel in obtaining an order of summary judgment
Due to State statue of limitations (see exhibit C) Mr. Cooper , Mr. Hope, Mr. Bauer, and all counselors
Involved knew American General Home Equity, and American General Finance were guilty of defrauding
A disabled person, wire fraud and a plethora of other crimes state and federal. As a non- member of the Bar
I knew this from day one and knew all cases warranted removal to federal jurisdiction but was unaware of
RULE 28 U.S.CODE ss1443 (1) concerning vindication of ones federal rights until September 2010 and
Asked Mr. Bauer to petition court for change of venue and 1 would get an attorney to represent us at the
Federal level he refused (see exhibit D) all involved are guilty of crimes of collusion and obstruction of
Justice at least. [ have court documents available upon request to substantiate all allegations.
PART THREE : witnesses in support
1. James & Betty De Coursey

3100 S.W. 35" P1 Apt 11C

Gainesville, Fl. 32608

352-374-0615

2. Robert W, Bauer
2815 N.W. 13" Street




Suite 200
Gainesville, F1. 32609
352-375-5660



The Law OFFICE OF 2815 NW 13th Street
Suite 200
ROBERT W. BAUER, P.A. Gainesville, FL 32609

Tele: 352.375.5960
Fax: 352.337.2518

Internet address:
RWB(@bauerlegal.com

ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION: THIS DOCUMENT AND ITS
CONTENTS CONSTITUTE LEGALLY PRIVILEGED INFORMATION

September 4, 2007
James and Betty De Coursey
2323 SW 35% p
Gainesville, Fl 32608

Re:  Civil Complaint
Dear Mr. and Mis. De Coursey,

Thank you for the opportunity to review your case. Iregret to inform you that I am not your
attorney at this time as I have either chosen to decline to represent you regarding the above-
referenced matter or you have declined to retain me as of yet. 1 will take no further action on your
behalf unless you contact my office and sign a fee agreement.

Based on my review of the matter, ] cannot represent you. Nevertheless, you may have viable
iegal rights or interests that require legal representation.

Accordingly, 1 suggest you contact another law firm or the Lawyer's Referral Service in order
to obtain legal representation as soon as possible.

You should contact another attorney immediately with any questions that you may have
regarding this legal matter and any statute of limitations or other time limits that may be applicable.
We give no open as to the applicable statute of limitations at this time. If you fail to file your claim
within the appropriate statute of limitations you may lose your claim.

This letter also confirms that I have not advised you to take any specific actions concerning
the legal matter. Ihave not advised, suggested or made you settle this legal matter since I have not
acted as your attorney. Furthermore, this letter confirms my position that you should not drop this
legal concem just because [ have not taken the case.

If you have any questions, please contact me in writing at the above address.

W_/

Robert W. Bauer, Esq,



Exhibi+ g

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR ALACHUA COUNTY, FLORIDA

Case No.: 01-07-CA-3006
Division: J
JAMES A, DeCOURSEY and BETTY
J. DeCOURSEY,
Plaintiffs,
VS,

AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, A Florida
Corporation, AMERICAN GENERAL HOME
EQUITY, and CAPITAL CITY BANK OF
GAINESVILLE,
Defendants.
/

AMENDED COMPLAINT

James W. DeCoursey and Betty Y. DeCoursey, Plaintiffs herein, file this Complaint against

American General Finance, a Florida Corporation, American General Home Equity, Defendants

herein, and allege:

PARTIES

1. Plaintiff, JAMES A. DeCOURSEY, an individual, sui juris, resides in Bradford County,

Florida.

2. Plaintiff, BETTY J. DeCOURSEY, an individual, sui juris, resides in Bradford County,

Florida.
3. Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE is Florida corporation.

4. Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, is Delaware corporation qualified to

do business in Florida.

JURISPICTIONAL STATEMENT

5. This is an action for damages in excess of $15,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs.

This action is a matter within the jurisdiction of the court in accordance with Section

26.012(2) of the Florida Statutes.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

VENUE
Venue in Alachua County, Florida is proper in this action under Section 47.011 of the Florida
Statutes because al! parties, properties, and transactions giving rise to this action are found in
this county.
All conditions precedent to the filing of this action has occurred or will have occurred prior

to the time of service of process upon the defendants.

FACTS IN SUPPORT OF CLAIMS
Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. and AMERICAN GENFRAL HOME
EQUITY, Inc. are wholly owned subsidiaries of AMERICAN INTERNATIONAL GROUP,
Inc.
According to the Florida Division of Corporation Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL
FINANCE, Inc. and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. have identical principal
addresses, mailing addresses, registered agent names & addresses, five of six
officers/directors, both filed “latest events” on January 2, 1990; and both have filed their
annual reports on the same day, since 2003. See Exhibit A and B.
According to SEC reports, Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc.isa
subsidiary of Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. See Exhibit C.
Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME
EQUITY. Inc. us the same computer hardware, software, and are in the same offices
buildings under the logo “AMERICAN GENERAL.”
Plaintiffs. JAMES A. DeCOURSEY and BETTY J. DeCOURSEY are husband and wife,
and the parents of PAULA V. WHITE (hereinafter referred to as “WHITE).
In 2001, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. obtained a Judgment against WHITE and
Plaintiff, BETTY J. DeCOURSEY in an Alachua County Court. Case No.: 01-2001-8C-
5364.
Following entry of that judgment, AMERICAN GENERAL FIANCE, Inc. attempted to
collect the Judgment against Plaintiff, BETTY J. DeCOURSEY through a gamishment

action.

On or about June 6, 2002, an “ORDER RETURNING DEPOSIT TO PLAINTIFF AND
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30.

31.

32.

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

default interest and late fees were to be waived.

EMPLOYEE stated to Plaintiffs that no foreclosure action would resume if the $1,500.00
payment was made.

EMPLOYEE received permission from the Plaintiffs to process a payment directly from their
personal account.

The personal account of the Plaintiffs was debited $1,500.00 on March 5, 2003 in accordance
with EMPLOYEEs instructions.

Plaintiffs reasonabiy believed that the $1,500.00 check would be applied against the balance
of WHITE s mortgage, and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. would forbear
foreclosure proceedings upon compliance with the terms represented.

The mortgagor, WHITE. was the intended third party beneficiary.

Upon receipt and process of the $1,500.00 payment, Defendants applied those funds to
reduce the amount due on the AMERICAN FINANCE, Inc.’s Judgment against BETTY J.
DeCOURSEY.

The check indicates an authorized withdraw designating AMERICAN GENERAL
FINANCE for “JAMES & BETTY DECOURSEY, BETTY WHITE.” See Exhibit E.
Ao time reles ant to this case did Plaintiff, JAMES A. DeCQURSEY possess an individual
or joint account or debt with either Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY,
Inc. or AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc.

Accordingly, JAMES A, DeCOURSEY had no reason to be making payment to either
deferdant other then for the purpose stated above.

At no time relevant to this complaint had Plaintiffs, JAMES A. DeCOURSEY, or BETTY
J. DeCOURSEY attempted to make a payment toward the amount allegedly outstanding
from AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, In¢.’s Judgment.

“American General” employee, LAURA HICKS, alleges receiving a payment from JAMES
A. DeCOURSEY. while the foreclosure proceeding was put on hold. See Exhibit F, pg 26.
Prior to accepting paymiont, LAURA HICKS had special knowledge of the foreclosure action
and the Plaint;ffs. See Exhibit F, pg 26.

At all time relevant to this complaint, LAURA HICKS is or was an employee of Defendant,
AMLCRICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc.
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Practices Act (Fla. Stat. §§ 501.201 to 501.213) in the amount no less than $15,000.00.
At all times relevant to this complaint, Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE,
Inc. and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. were engaged in the specific
act of “trade and/or commerce” in the marketing, representation, and sale of real property
pursuant to Fla. Stat. §§ 501.204(1).

Plaintiffs engaged Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. and
AMIERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. for the purpose of reinstating a mortgage
encumbering a property used as Plaintiffs’ residence.

The agreement between Plaintiffs and Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE,
Inc. and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. was a "consumer transaction”
withia the scope of ta [MNorida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Act, §§ 501.201 to 501.213 of

the Flornida Statutes,

Plaintiifs have ne, cr been engaged in a business for the financing or sale of homes on a
comraercial scale.

Defecdants, ANERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. and AMERICAN GENERAL
HOME EGQUITY. it... engaged in unconscionable and deceptive acts by:

4. Liigaging a third party (Plaintiffs) to contribute to the outstanding balance
on a merigags with the intent and result of appropriating that money to
anoli.er account;

b. Jceciving a third party to a mortgage agreement or debt as to the
re.ationsnip between Defendants for the purpose of confusing and concealing
the actval appropriation of payments received by Defendants from a third
party /Tlainti[fs) toward an the outstanding balance; and

C. Lsing a tait and switch approach to collect on a Judgment by convincing a
pariy (Plaiutr{fs) that the payment will go toward an existing mortgage.

By engaging .o Jhe aoove conduct, Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc.
and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. committed an unfair and deceptive
trade practice in conacvi.on with the solicitation and advertisement of reinstatement of a
mortgage o third porty.

Defendants’ benwvior constitutes a threat to the general public and consumers at large




70.

71.

72.

73.

who may respond to Defendants advertisements, solicitations, negotiations, or
representations of good faith or fact.

Plaintiffs delay in bringing this action under Florida’s Deceptive and Unfair Trade
Practices is the direct and proximate result of Defendants’ collective and individual fraud
and collusion.

As a resuit of Defendants™ unlawful conduct, Plaintiffs have suffered an ascertainable
loss of money and value in property as follows: repair costs, permit costs, value of the
property, and residency,

Plamtitfs” injuries were further aggravated by Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL
FINANCE, Inc.’s, and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc.’s collusion,
decepiion, and the exploitation of Plaintiff, JAMES A. DeCOURSEY s disability.
Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc.’s possession, ownership, and control
ovet Defendant, AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc. imputes all actions of both
Defendants ugon each other.

WHERCSFORE, Plaintifis, JAMES A. DeCOURSEY and BETTY J. DeCOURSEY

request judgmont agzainsl cefndant for actual damages, jury trial, reasonable attorney's fees and

costs of st puisuant £ ; 3U1.211(2) of the Florida Statutes, and any further relief that the court

may deern just and proper.

COUNT 3

FRAUDULENT MISREPKESENTATION - AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. &

AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc.
Plaintiffs, JAMES A. DeCOURSEY and BETTY J. DeCOURSEY bring this action for

fraudulent misrepresentation against Defendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, Inc. and
AMERICAN GENERAL HOME EQUITY, Inc.

74.

75.

Flantats. JAMES A, DeCOURSEY and BETTY J. DeCOURSEY adopt by reference, as if
set out fuily anu completely in this Count, the following statements of this Complaint:
Paragraphs 1 thiough 42,

Defcendants, AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, and AMERICAN GENERAL HOME

EQUITY, Inc. individually and in concert made false statements concerning material facts.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing AMENDED
COMPLAINT was served to the following by U.S. Mail this 26 day of March, 2008:

Noel Boeke. Esq

Holland & Knight LLP

P.O. Box 1288

Tampa, F1. 33601

Attorney for American General

/7@%/"”

“Robert W. Bauer
Attorney for Plaintifts
Florida Bar No. 11058
2815 NW 13th Street
Suite 200E
Gainesville, FL. 32609
Telephone: (352) 375-3960
Fax: (352) 337-2518




EXhivit O

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR ALACHUA COUNTY, FLORIDA

JAMES W. DeCOURSEY and
BETTY Y. DeCOURSEY, CASE NO:  2007-CA-3008

Plaintiffs,
Vs, DIVISION: K

AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE,

A Florida corporation, AMERICAN
GENERAL HOME EQUITY,

CAPITAL CITY BANK OF GAINESVILLE,

Defendants.
/

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS MOTICN FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants, American General Finance (AGF) and American General Home Equity (AGHE),
moved for Summary Judgment on all claims filed by Plaintiffs, James W. DeCoursey and Betty Y.
DeCoursey. Hearing on this motion was held on November 15, 2010 at which time the Court
received case law and argument from respective counsel.
Being fully advised in the premises, the Court FINDS and ADJUDGES as follows:
1. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred as a matter of law by the applicable statute of limitations, the
doctrine of collateral estoppel, and Florida’'s Banking Statute of Frauds, codified at §
687.0304, Fiorida Statutes (2010).
2. Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment should be and is hereby GRANTED and
Plaintiffs shall take nothing from Defendants, American General Finance and American
General Home Equity.
DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Gainesville, Aiachua County, Florida, on this &’2
AL SIGNED

day of November. 2010, oan\NL HULSLMBER

R
VAT RGuTT JUDGE

VICTOR L. HULSLANDER, Circuit Judge

Page 1 of 2




Order Granting MSJ

DeCoursey vs. American General
Case No: 2007-CA-3006

Page 2

I HEREBY CERTIFY that copies have been furnished by hand delivery or U.S. Mail on this
QH_ day of November 2010, to the following:

ROBERT W. BAUER, ESG. JUSTIN L. DEES, ESQ.

2815 NW 13" Street, Ste. 2005 Holland & Knight, LLP
Gainesvilie, FL 32609 100 N. Tampa Street, Sta. 4100
Attorney for Plaintiff P.O. Box 1288

Tampa. FL 33601-1288

@I&tj\S’mcﬂﬂ

Tami L. Smith. Judicial Assistant

Ifyou are a pereon with a disability who needs any accontmodation in order to participate in this proceeding, you
are entitied, at no cost to you, to the provision of certain assistance. Please contact Jan Phillips at the Court
Administrator's Office, Alachua County Courthouse, Room 410, 201 East University Avenue, Gainesville, Florida,
32601 {352-374-3648) within 2 working days of your receipt of this Order; if you are hearing or voice impaired, call
1-800-955-8771.

Page 2 of 2




The Law Offices of

Robert W. Bauer, P.A.

2815 N'W 13th Streer, Suite 200E, Gaineswville, FL 32609
www. bauerlegal.com

-

Robert W, Bauer, Esq. Phone: {352)375.5960
David M. Sams, Esq. Fax: {352)337.2518

September 22, 2010

James DeCoursey

3100 SW 35th Place

Apt. 11 C

Gainesville. Florida 32608

Re: Client 1D 200802
Dear Mr. DeCoursey:

This letter is in response to your telephone call of today’s date and your request to have the case
removed to Federal Court. [ am sorry that [ do not have the availability to respond by phone.

At this time [ am not interesting in removing the case to federal court on your behalf. If you still
wish to do so you will need to get another attornes . | am interested in continuing to represent you
at the state level. Thank you and 1 hope you are doing well.

Sincerely. ...

-

e e o

"“Robert W. Bauer. Esq.
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The Law OHfices of

Robert W. Bauer, F.A.

JELS TV 1% Stree arte JDOF, ariesvihe FL 32609
www baperlega! om
Robert W Baaer Fag Phone  (352)375 5960
Christopher Parher (vrus, ¥ o fax (352)337 2518
Warre Peres Youngoluod Lsy

August 19, 2011

Wilbam W 1!hehn, Frqure

Bar Counse

The Flgnida Rar

6351 £ Jetterson Nureet
Taliahassee., Florda 32399-2300

Re:  Betty DeCoursey. 1FB File No.: 2012-01.054{8b)
Dear Mr. Wilhelm:

This letter is my response to the above Florida Bar complaint and your directive to file a rebuttal
within fon (10) days of receipt of said ¢ omplaint After reviewing Betty and James DeCoursey’s
inquiry and compiamt form' anid attached narratlve 1 am somewhat at a Ioss as to what the

client’s actual al!egatlons contamed therein are, T‘herefore I will make my best effort to attempt

to respond to the statements made therein.

The foilowing is a brief case history of James DeCoursey

and Betty DeCoursey v. American General Finance, et.al.

In 2001. American (zeneral Finance, Inc. obtained a judgment against the DeCoursey’s daughter,
Paula V. White (herewnafter “White”) and, Betty J. DeCoursey. Notably, Mr. James DeCoursey
was not a party to the judgment. Following entry of that judgment, American General Finance,
Inc. attempted to coliect the Judgment against Betty DeCoursey, through a garnishment action.
On or about June 6, 2002, an “ORDER RETURNING DEPOSIT 7O PLAINTIFF AND
TERMINA TING CONTINUING WRIT OF GARNISHMENT." dissolved the writ and ordered
AMERICAN GENERAIJFINAN(“E. Inc. to return ai} monies garnished. In short the court found

that Mrs Decoursey was Judgment procf.




In an initially unrelated matter, on or about March 27. 1998, White executed a mortgage in favor
of American General Home Equity. [nc. which encumbered the property at 4507 SE 1 Avenue.
Gainesville, Alachua County, Florida. The DeCoursey s, due in part to a financial interest and
residence on the 4507 SE 1% Ave property, financially assisted White in obtaining the mortgage.
However, the DeCoursey’s were not named on the mortgage or note. When White fell behind on
the mortgage, James DeCoursey, unsuccessfully ?ttempted to settle disputes and reinstate
White’s mortgage, by means of contacting American General Finance and counsel for American
General Home Equity, Inc. On or about February 13, 2003 Defendant, American General Home
Equity. Inc. initiated a foreclosure action. On or about March 2, 2003. James DeCoursey was
contacted via telephone by a woman identify ing herself as a coliection agent on behalf of
American General Home Equity, Inc, regarding unpaid mortgage installments. Please note that
American General Finance. Inc. 1s a sister corporation of American General Home Equity, Inc.
During the conversation, the woman presented detailed knowledge of the mortgage at issue,
representing specific knowledge of Plaintiffs personal information, American General Home

Equity’s position, and amounts owed.

During the conversation, the woman offered to reinstate the mortgage and to allow normal
monthly payments thereafter. thereby avoiding fareclosure, upon receipt of $1.500.00; default
interest and late fees were to be waived. During the conversation. the woman provided Mr.
DeCoursey with instructions on how to make payment, including the account number which was
to be reflected on the check and the mailing address for tendering the check. On or about March
5, 2003, Plaintiffs submitted the payment of $1.500.00 on March 5, 2003. Upon receipt and
process of the $1,500.00 payment. Defendants applied these funds to reduce the amount due on
the American Finance, Inc.’s Judgment against Betty DeCoursey and not against the American

General Home Equity’s home loan.

On or about October 7, 2004, Plaintiffs James DeCoursey and Betty DeCoursey were evicted

from their residence in association with the foreclosure and judicial sale White.

The DeCoursey’s claimed an equitable interest in the home by way of fact that they had

established residence in the home and were contributing to the mortgage. The DeCoursey’s

The Law QOffices of Robert W. Bauer, Esq. - 2815 NW 13 Street, Sufte 200, Gainesville, FL 32609



claimed a loss of their equitable interest in the equity in the home in the amount of

approximately $50,000.00.

The following are the problems identified with Mr. Decoursey’s case.

The first problem with the DeCoursey’s case was Mr. DeCoursey’s passionate pursuit of his
case. Prior to my becoming part of the case Mr. DeCoursey had a restraining order taken out on
him for allegedly going to one of the branches of the bank and allegedly threatening the works

there. This wasn’t a substantive problem; however it did in some way complicate the case.

The second and chief problem for the DeCoursey’s was the statute of limitations. The
DeCoursey’s allege that the frandulent act that gave rise to their claim occurred on March 5,
2003. The DeCoursey’s filed their action pro se on July 20, 2007 which was past the 4 year
statute of limitations for fraud. I attempted to use the floating deadline for the statute of fraud
that allows for when they knew or should have know. However, due to some of the action of the
DeCoursey’s prior to my representing it make it very difficult to argue that they did not know of
the fraud before July 20, 2003. Some of those actions included the restraining order Pro Se
filings that established their time of knowledge. There was some “wiggle room™ to work with,
but not enough to convince the judge. Therefore, since we could not show that they discovered

after July 20, 2003 — we lost on a statute of limitations issue.

In regards to the DeCoursey’s allegations that I did something wrong by initially denying their
case, I have the right to refuse to represent an individual in a particular action and I chose not
initially and then I changed my mind. 1did, in fact, send the September 4, 2007 letter declining
representation (please note this is afier the statute of limitations had already passed). This letter
was sent immediately after our initial consolation. However, after further conversations, I agreed
to represent the DeCoursey’s. I had sympathy for Mr. DeCoursey’s status and a disabled
veteran, being a veteran myself. [ agreed to try to get fees paid for by the opposing party.
Specifically, Iattempted to use the Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practice Claim in order to

represent the DeCoursey’s, which also have the possibility of getting attorneys fees.

The Law Offices of Robert W. Bauer, Fsg. - 2815 NW 13+ Street, Suite 200, Gainesville, FL 32609



In regards that I refused to transfer the case to Federal Court — that is correct. I saw no need to
transfer to federal court, the state court was quite capable of handling this case and I offered to
allow him to find another attorney who would be willing to go to Federal Court. Ido not believe

I have an obligation to represent a client in Federal Court.

The chief problem with this case was that the DeCoursey’s had a bad case — it was past the
statute of limits. Regardless, in mediation I was able to get a $15,000.00 offer of settlement for
them and the DeCoursey’s refused. 1 did not push the cash further because I was still having
telephone conversation with opposing counsel and there were strong indications that he might be
able to get more money out of his client. T felt that this was the best strategy for the case as I
strongly suspected that the outcome would be as it ultimately was. There really was nothing
more that could have been done for this case and [ charged the DeCoursey’s nothing for my

services.

SIncerelyzf?

Vﬁ)en W. Bauer, Esq.

The Law Offices of Robert W, Bauer, Esq. - 2815 NW 13 Street, Suite 200, Gainesville, FL 32609



HE FLORIDA BAR

RECEIVED
The Law Offices of AUG 30 201
Robert W. Bauer, P.A.
2815 NW 13th Street, Suite 200E, Gainesville, FL 32609
www.bauerlegal.com
Robert W. Bauer, Esq. Phone: (352)375.5960
Maria Perez Youngblood, Esq. Fax: (352)337.2518

August 26, 2011

William Wilhelm, Esquire

Bar Counsel

The Florida Bar

651 E Jefferson Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300

Re:  Betty DeCoursey; TFB File No.: 2012-00,054(8b)
Dear Mr. Wilhelm:
Enclosed please find the Certificate of Disclosure in the above-referenced matter. Thank you for

your attention in this matter and should you have any questions or concerns regarding same
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

ert W. Bauer, Esq.




Pursuant to Rule 3-7.1(f), The Rules Regulating The Florida Bar, you must execute the
applicable section of this form and return it to my attention by September 7, 2011. The rule
provides that the nature of the charges be described in the notice to your firm or you may attach a
copy of the complaint.

CERTIFICATE OF DISCLOSURE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this &)@ day of ﬂm’(us"]' C,}O_, a true copy of the
foregoing disclosure was furnished to [Darna  Yartblye , a member of
my present law firm of _fg o e of kbt o4 TScqups 7 , and/or to
, a member of the law firm of
, with which I was associated at the time of
the aci(s) giving rise to the complaint in The Florida Bar File No. 2012-00,054 (8B).

—

o —

Robert W. Bauer

CERTIFICATE OF DISCLOSURE
(Corporate/Government Employment)

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of , 200, atrue copy of
the foregoing disclosure was furnished to , My supervisor
at (name of agency), with

which I was associated at the time of the act(s) giving rise to the complaint in The Florida Bar
File No. 2012-00,054 (8B).

Robert W. Bauer

CERTIFICATE OF NON-LAW FIRM AFFILIATION
(Sole Practitioner)

I HEREBY CERTIFY to The Florida Bar on this __ day of ,20_, that [ am not
presently affiliated with a law firm and was not affiliated with a law firm at the time of the act(s)
giving rise to the complaint in The Florida Bar File No. 2012-00,054 (8B).

Robert W. Bauer




September 2, 2011 SEP 07 2019

William W. Wilhelm Esq.

Florida. Bar Counsel

651 Jefferson Street

Tallahassee, Fl. 32399-2300

Re: Robert W. Bauer; Florida bar File No. 2012-00,054 (8B)

Dear Mr. Wilhelm is in response to Mr. Bauer’s letter dated August 19, 2011 complainants ascertain Mr.
Bauer’s actions and service were never criminal or prejudicial. Mr. Bauer knew Mr. De Coursey wasnot a
Party to AGF judgment and had never had an account with AGF therefore would have ne reason to
Communicate with or make payment to aforementioned. De Courseys did not assist their daughter in
Obtaining mortgage. To simplify matters and avoid redundancy evidence prove and Mr. Bauer knew
AGHE received permission to withdraw funds from the De Courseys checking account he also knew AGF
Withdrew funds from the De Courseys account with the statement “AS AUTHOURIZED BY JAMES
AND BETTY DE COURSEY AND BETTY WHITE with this evidence and the De Courseys statement
Concerning this matter, there was no need to use the floating deadline concerning fraud due to the fact that
Mr. De Coursey is a very disabled veteran therefore entitled to rights and protection granted by federal
Disability laws. Mr. Baugr could have asked the court for a dismissal because the actions of defendants
Were fraudulent and possibly criminal in nature introduce the evidence and allow the court to decide if
Fraud was a factor or if case warrant removal to federal jurisdiction De Courseys respect and appreciate
Mr. Bauer’s professionalism. De Courseys ascertain Mr. Bauer knew or should have know defendants
Obtained the foreclosure by using deceptive means, thus making all proceedings and findings held or
Granted because of the fraudulent act, unlawfiil and unenforceable due to courts lack of krowledge of

The fraud. If opposing counsel had, refuse to represent their clients because of their deceptive methods
The frandulent act would not have been concealed from the court and litigated in the court as a legal
Matter for eight years or more with counsels for AGHE and AGF failing to inform the tribunal of their
Client’s fraudulent and /or criminal actions. And Mr. Bauer’s failure to ask for dismissal due to fraud and
Crimes committed against a disabled person with civil and constitutional rights an issue may not be a crime,

Attorneys are members of the bar, for them to turn a blind eye or fail to inform the tribunal of the possibility




That fraud and other crimes being committed are in violation of rule 4-3.3 (2, 3) concerning candor toward

The tribunal. The De Courseys thank the honorable Counsel for their time and indulgence.
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