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Bef ore SCHWARTZ, C.J., and COPE and FLETCHER, JJ.

PER CURI AM

As we have previously indicated by rel easing the petitioner on
her own recogni zance, the application for habeas corpusrelief from
a civil contenpt judgnent and six nonth sentence for allegedly

violating court orders is granted because of nunerous defects in



t he proceedi ngs and operative orders bel ow, i ncluding the absence
of findings that the petitioner had the present ability to conmply
with the orders in question and of an appropri ate purge provision.
See Pugliese v. Pugliese, 347 So. 2d 422 (Fla. 1977). Any further
proceedings in this cause nust be conducted in scrupul ous
conformance with the requi rements of the law, including a
sufficient charging docunent, trial and post trial orders. See
Bowen v. Bowen, 471 So. 2d 1274 (Fla. 1985); Fla. R Crim P. 3. 840;
Amendnents to the Fl orida Fam | y Law Rul es of Procedure, 746 So. 2d
1073 (Fla. 1999); Amendnents to the Florida Fam |y Law Rul es of
Procedure, 723 So. 2d 208 (Fla. 1998).
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