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FOR ISTRICT OF SOUTH
IN RE:
Danial Graham Steyne,
Debtor.
JoyceiLinda Steyne,
Plaintiff,
V.
Danigl Graham Steyne,
Defendant.
THIS MATTER comes bef ‘ re the Court upon the m
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inter alia, the denial of discharge

Debtor} Daniel Graham Steyne (“
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position that he has the authority

witnessed and probated Power of § |

Mr. M

file plepdings on her behalf, cond f and participate in discovery, present evidence at trial and

examine witnesses under oath.
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unauthorized practice of law.’
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K Debtor objected to the
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3 Rule 9010 states inf
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. Mr. Murray isnota l
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J1 U.S.C. § § 101, et seq
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attorney authorized to

.

pprsuant to 11 U.S.C. § 727 and the determination of
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1 asked permission to represent the
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be the spokesman for Ms. Steyne,
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case under the Bankruptcy Code by
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e the Court is whether Mr. Murray’s

, shall be by section number only.

orfty to Act personally or by Attorney. A debtor, creditor,
ify holder, indenture trustge, committee or any other party may
il case under the Code ar

d act either in the entity’s own
practice in the court, and (2) perform
f law, by an authorized agent,
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he practice to those quali
jurt, is the protection of ¢

irepresented in legal mat

onstitutes the practice of law.*.

a bankruptcy context is a question of

g v. Paul Mason and Associates, Inc.,

able to determine who can assist in
requirements, federal courts

hwhat constitutes the practice of law.
 Samuels, 176 B.R. 616 (Bkrtcy.

Cir. July 15, 1993)(Unpubl.).¢

behind prohibiting laymen from practicing law and

fied and authorized by the
he public. Thereisa

ing the public from being
lers by unqualified persons

e judicial department g
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ard than a mere busines
certaln ethical criteria
s the individual state b
ar Association.
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ises from Congress’ decision,
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S.C. 31
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statute.
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case ei

Rule 9010 prescribes the nf

South Carolina law defined ‘l ¢ practice of law to inc

ude “the management of such

and proceedings on behal | clients before judges afd courts.” State v, Despain, 319
|

7, 460 8.E.2d 576, 577 (199) [quoting In re Duncas,
|
(1909)].

Section 40-5-80 of Som arolina Code Annotated

83 8.C. 186, 189, 65 S.E. 210, 211

provides a limited exception to this |

rule alifmng non-attomneys to rcp ent others before any tribunal if (1) the tribunal approves of

esentation and (2) the repr ntatlve is not compensated for his services.” It is within the

State v. Robinson, 321 S.§1 286, 468 S.E. 2d 290 (1

er through an attorney or fijrough an agent. Since M
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mmitte¢’s proposed rules g

without reward.
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er in which an interested party may appear in a bankruptcy
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probated power of attorney, he iy in some respects act fgr his sister in this bankruptcy case,

howeyver, he may not do anything For his sister that would ¢onstitute the practice of law in the

bankmptcy court.
The practice of law has n broadly defined by ong bankruptcy court that has examined

the iskue as follows:

The question of Wi constitutes the practicg of law is a complex
one that many co & have pondered. Practicing law involves much
I ppearing in front of a cojirt. The bulk of a

s and advising her
definition of what is

and is not the pradfice of law, but some coufts have tried to devise
~one. A good defiption is set forth in , 269 Ky.
1, 106 S.W.2d 81}qCt. App.1937) which say
The practgp of law is not limited to the conduct of
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embraces [fe preparation of pleadings and other
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proceedinkg on behalf of clients before Judges and
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preparatiofgof legal instruments of ajl kinds and, in

ters connected with the law and an
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(Fla.1962), rev'd §13 U.S. 379, 83 S.Ct. 1332, 10 L.Ed.2d 428
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; practice of law:
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Fg rs concerning the automatic stay.
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s and procedures

994),

fin writing, for a “customer,” In re Stagy, 193 B.R. 31, 41

rourthouse for the purpose of providing

N.D. Ga. 1984); and, paraphrasing or

order to solicit informgtion from a debtor to use ina -
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t to this determination.

trictly to licensed practitioners. [n-
ther a disclaimer of legal advice nor

Inre Herren, 138 B.R. 989, 995,







