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PER CURIAM. 
 

Petitioner seeks prohibition to quash an order of the trial court which 
determined that an attorney timely and properly perfected his charging 
lien in a dissolution of marriage action.  We grant the petition and quash 
the order upon concluding that the trial court lacks jurisdiction to 
entertain the lien. 
 
 The attorney represented the former wife in a dissolution action.  He 
was replaced after the trial court entered a final dissolution judgment and 
while the direct appeal of that judgment was pending.  He then filed a 
notice of intention to impose and enforce a charging lien.  The trial court 
issued a post-dissolution support and fee order, and that led to a second 
appeal.  Once that appeal was resolved, counsel moved to adjudicate and 
impose his charging lien for work performed prior to the entry of the 
original final judgment.  The trial court determined that it was timely.  We 
grant relief for two reasons. 
 
 First, the attorney failed to file the notice of charging lien before the 
trial court issued the final judgment.  Brody v. Broward Cty. Sheriff’s 
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Office, 137 So. 3d 610, 611 (Fla. 4th DCA 2014) (“A trial court lacks 
jurisdiction to entertain a charging lien where it has not been timely 
perfected; that is, filed before the trial court lost jurisdiction through 
settlement, dismissal or final judgment.”).  Second, the judgment denied 
both parties’ fee requests and therefore did not reserve jurisdiction to 
adjudicate fees.  Compare Weiland v. Weiland, 814 So. 2d 1252 (Fla. 2d 
DCA 2002) with Lutz v. Rutherford, 139 So. 3d 501 (Fla. 2d DCA 2014), 
and Baker & Hostetler, LLP v. Swearingen, 998 So. 2d 1158 (Fla. 5th DCA 
2008). 
 
 Accordingly, we grant the petition for writ of prohibition and quash the 
trial court’s order which determined counsel’s charging lien was timely and 
properly perfected.  
 
GROSS, KLINGENSMITH and KUNTZ, JJ., concur. 
 

 
*            *            * 

 
Not final until disposition of timely filed motion for rehearing. 
    
 


