
Suzanne  2'.  Smith 
E'Za. Bar No. 07'72887 
S r .  A: ; s i t ; t an t  C o u n t y  RLtor -ney  
P i n e l l a s  ~ o i i n t y  A ~ ~ O K K I E Y ~ S  O f f i c e  
315 C o u r t  S t r c e t  
C l e a r w a t e r ,  FL 3461.6 
(813) 4 6 4 -  3 3 5 4  

S u s a n  €1. C h u & u t i  
F l o r i d a  Bar No. 2 8 4 0 7 6  
Pinellas C o u n t y  A t t o r n e y  
~ e c : ;  i rl(?rit:, F l o r i d a  A : ; s o c i d t i . o n  

of  County A t t o r n e y s ,  1 nt:. 
3 1 5  C o u r t  CJtccet 
C l e a r w a t e r ,  b'l, 3461.6 
(813) 464- 3354 



-d r! 4 N N 
.i 

N 

G3 
2 
0 

ri 

W 

52 

P 
k; 
i-’ 

ir 

c! z 
A 

i 
r: 

z 
C 

0 



G3 
z 
0 

0 
al 
m 
4 

cl 
t' 

io 0 
rl 

n 
W r: 

ty 

m 

z 
C 

e w e  . . .  
. . a  * . .  . . .  
. . *  
. I .  . . .  . . .  . . .  
a , *  

* . '  
. . I  

* . ,  . . .  * . .  . . .  . . .  . . .  
. . I  . . .  
. I .  * . .  . . .  * . .  . . .  
% . I  

I . .  

. f .  . . -  * . .  . . .  
L . .  

a . 1  . . .  . . .  . . .  . . .  
- u u  
- m u  

Q C : t  
3 c c 
c u u  
0 u . .  

arT; z 
0 

e r n 0 3  . . .  . . .  
. . I  . . .  
. I .  . . .  
m . .  * . .  
. * *  . . .  . . .  
I . .  

* . .  
. . 1  . . .  . . .  
. * *  
I . .  

. I .  . . .  * . .  
* . .  . . .  
I . .  . . .  
m . .  * . .  * . .  * . .  . . *  
1 . 1  . . .  . . .  * . .  
a n  - - LY ' 

Llpu 
v! m m 
c + c  
0 - 0  u c ;  
. U  - 

a a c o  
+ c 4  



5 9 2 5 . 0 3 - / ( 1 ) ,  Y1.a. S t a t .  ( 1 9 8 9 )  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 



Pursuant t o  K u l c  9.210(c), Florida Rules of ~ ~ p p e l l a t e  

P r : ~ c ~ d u t e ,  P i  riel l a s  C o u n t y  a n d  t h c  F l o c i d a  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  CounLy 

Attorneys, l n c . ,  w r i 1 . i  r\g as hmici C u r i . d e ,  ( I i c r e i n a f t e r  l l A i i i i c i l l )  

provide no a d d i t i o n a l  statement o f  t h e  case and a €  t h e  f a c t s .  

other: t h a n  t o  c l a c i . f y  t h e  c o u n t i e s '  s t a t u s  as  n o n p a r t i c s .  J u d y e  

l l r j . v c c l s  O r d e r  S(+Lt Fny FleaKing o n  Mot,i.ons t o  Withdraw k ' i l e d  by 

t h e  T e n t h  C i r c u i t  Pub1i.c D c f c n r l e ~ ,  d a t e d  A p r i l .  2.1, 1 9 9 3 ,  d i r e c t e d  

t h a t  t h e  €3utJlic Defender o f  t h e  'L'anth J u d i . c i a 1  Circuit, the 

O C f i c c  of t h c  A t t o r n e y  Cencr : a l ,  a n d  t h e  various offices of  the 

S t a t e  httor:ric?y:; w i t h i n  t h a  s e c o n d  d i s t r i c t  be a n d  Appea r  a t  a 

c o n € c c c n c e .  l 'hc c o u n t y  a t t o r r r ( > y : ;  o €  e a c h  c o u n t y  within t h e  

d i s t r i c l  W E K C  " i n v i t e d  t o  bc p r e s e n t ,  I '  which i . r ivi t :a t ion Was 

accepted by t~orne c o u t i t i  (3s. 0 
Arni.ci n o t e ,  howeveE, t h a t  t h e y  have been  f o r c e d  t o  p r e p a r c  

this Art: ;wc?t Tlrief: w i t l i o u t :  b a n e f i t  o f  a r c i v i c ? w  o f  t h c  e e c o c d .  

ACCoKdinyly, Ami c i  have bacn  uriab1.e t o  s u p p l c ? l r l ~ n t  its aryllm(?nt 

w i t h  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  a p p ~ o p r i . a t f  pages o f  t h e  r e c o r d  Q C  

t r a n s c r i p t  p u r s u a n t  t o  R u l e  9.210(b) ( 3 ) .  E'1.orida Rules of 

Appellate l- 'cocaducc. 

ISSUES 

1. 



11. 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

The  Second l>i.:;tri.cL e x e r c i s e d  iCs inherent power t o  do a l l  

[:hi n g s  t h d t  a r e  r:f!d::onahl y nccessacy  f o r  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  

j u s t i c e  when  i.l i n y u i  r e d  i n t o  the! sufficiency of  t h ( l  1 ) t x t ) l  i c  

1 ) e f e n d e r  I s M o t i o n s  t o  Wi.t>hdraw. E'u nd ame n t a I cons  t i t u t i o ria 1 

rights arc at i s s u e  wh(?n cr:i.minal. a p p c l L a n t s '  hr:i.cfs a r e  d e l a y e d ,  

and this  couct :  shou l r l  e n c o u r a g e  s e c i o u s  i n q u i r y  by the  d i s t r i c t  

c o u r t s  n n d e e  such  c i  r c u r n s t a n c u s .  

T h i s  c o u r t  l e f t  t h e  d e c i s i o n  of whether t o  exclude t h e  

c o u n t i e s  f rom Ge i t iy  h e a r d  to t h e  d i s t r : i . c t  courts, and the Second 

D i . s t r i c t  appropriately i.nvite!d t h e  affected counties t o  be 
0 

of the p u b l i c  d e t e n d e r s ,  p a c t i c u L a r  Ly t ~ ~ ? c c i i ~ s e  the  budget:; have 

already bccn adoptcd when t h o  motions a r e  f i l e d .  C o u n t i e s  c a n n o t  

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  b e  presc?nt and h e a r d  o n  t h e  P u b 1  i (J Defenders  I 

moti.ons t o  withdraw. 

ARGUMENT 

I. 

PURSUANT TO THE EXISTING CASE AUTHORITY OF THIS COURT, THE 
SECOND DISTRICT'S REQUIREMENT OF AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING IN 
RESPONSE TO THE PUBLIC DEFENDER'S MOTIONS TO WITHDRAW WAS 
PROPER AND WITHIN ITS INHERENT POWER. 



T h e  Pub1-i.c Uefcndor:  f o r  t h e  T e n t h  Judj .c iaL C i r c u i t  as:;c?rts 

that;  t he  a c t i o n  of  t h e  Second Uistrict C o u r t  of Appeal s c y u i r i . n y  

o n  a conf..l.ict c r c a t c d  by  e x c e s s i v e  casel .oad v i o l a t e s  t h e  law 

a s s e r t i o n  i.:; u n t e n a b l e .  

The second  l1istr:ict p r o p e r l y  e x e r c i s e d  i t s  inhrKcIit authority 

1 0  Wi~hr1ca.w. T h e  h a s i s  f o r  t h e  c o u r t ' s  authority i s  well- 

F:vety cour t ,  h a s  inherent pow~3c t o  d o  a l l  Clzings 
1.trac dC(? cr:dsonably n e c e s s a r y  f o c  t h e  
a d m i . n i s t s a t i o n  of: j u s t i c e  wi.r:hi.n t h e  scope? of 
i t s  jut-  i s d i . c  t i o n ,  subject: to v a l i d  e x i s t ' l  ny 
'Law:; a n d  r:on:;ti.tuti.onal. p r o v i s i o n s .  

'Chis Cour t :  ha s  specifically h e l d  t h a t  the courts b e l o w  hdve 

t h e  j . n h c r e n t  authority t o  , i s sua  o r d e r s  a d d r e s s i n g  the p r o b l c m s  

So,  % d  a t  7 1 3 3 .  J u s t  as it: i s  t h e  Publ3.c Z)efenndt?l:'s 

rcspans ib i . l . i t :y  t o  move t h e  C O U L ~  t o  wi thdraw w h e n  f a c e d  w i t h  a n  

axcessi .ve backLog o f  cases ,  s o  t o o  i s  i t  t h e  COUCL'S 

7 1.38. 



T h i s  i.s p a r t i c u l . a r l y  s o  because  f u n d a m e n t a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  

0 r i g h t s  a ~ e  a t  i s s u e .  The  S i x t h  Arncndment r i g h t  t o  c o u n s e l  

concerns of. t h e  E ' i f t h  and  Four t ecn t ,h  Amendments ,  and access  t o  the 

c o u r t  u n d e r  A r t i c l e  1, S e c t i o n  1.6 of t h e  Floxli.da C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  

j u s t i c e .  

The  s t a t u s  o f  t h e  TJub1'Ic Uafcnder d s  a c o n s t i . t u t i o n a L  o f f i c e r :  

d o c s  not: l i m i t  t h e  a u t h o c i . t y  o f  the c o u r t  Lo a s k  t h o s e  q u e s t i o n s  

oE justice." - Rose,  " -^- ".*-l 3 6 1  S o .  2d a t  137. Cori t racy t o  t h e  P u b l i c  

Defender's a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  hi:; m o t i o n  s h o u l d  h e  t a k e n  " d t  €ace 

v a l u e ,  I' t h i s  C o u r t  ha:; s p c c E f i c a l . l y  s t a t e d :  
0 

Wc do riot believe the couct-r;  arc obligated to 
permit t h e  w i . t h d r a w a l  a u t n m a l , i  ( : a l l y  U ~ O K I  the 
€ i . l i n g  o f  a certificate by the public dcfcndec  
r e f l e c t i n g  a backlog i n  t h e  prosecution of 
appeaLs.  

" S k i t k a ,  1111.- --- 579 S o .  Z d  a t  1.04. 

The b u r d e n  i s  o n  t h e  Pub1i.c De€enda t :  t o  dcrnonstcata I b i s  nccd 

t o  w i t h d r a w  T rom appe l1 . a t c  c a s e s ,  pax vUt Sta_t_e, 5 6 4  S o .  2d 1.37 

(P ' la .  1st  I X A  1.990) .  I n  th'l.5 i - n s t a n c c ,  the q u e s t i o n s  r a i s e d  by 

t h e  Sccond l j i s t r i c t  a s k e d  t h e  PuL1.ic I jefender  t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  his 



i n c l u d e d  wh(-.ther t h e r e  w e r e  s t e p s  t h a t  t h e  P.'ubl.ic Uctcnr l c r ,  llhe 

A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  and t h e  c o u r t  c o u l d  collectively take t o  a s s u r e  a 
timely a p p e l l a t e  rcvic;w oE i n d i y e n t  a p p e a l s  a n d  whether t h e  cases  

:;aLectecl for.  I tic a p p l i c a b l e  m o t i o n s  had been c h o s e n  f o r  a n y  

The i n q u i r y  by t h e  Second  1 ) i s t c i c L  W ~ S  p r o p e r  a n d  n o t  contrary to 

l a w .  

F o r  a l l .  oC t h e  above reasons and  based u p o n  the a b o v e - c i t e d  

dnu1:hor:ii;y. the  ar ; r , r? r t ion  ca i se r l  by thc P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r :  t h a t  t h e  

a c t i o n  t a k e n  by t h e  Second  T ) i ! ; I  cict C o u r t  of Appea l .  r e y u i & i n g  a n  

cvidentiacy h e a r i  ng in r e s p o n s c  t o  h i s  m o t i o n s  to w i t h d r a w  i.S 

THE PUBLIC DEFENDER'S STATUS AS A CONSTITUTIONAL OFPICER DOES 
NOT LIMIT THE COURT'S AUTHORITY NOR TEIE PROPRIETY OF TEIE 
COUNTIES' PARTICIPATION IN MAKING INQUIRY REGARDING THE BASIS 
OF THE MOTIONS TO WITHDRAW. 

The P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r  a s s e r t s  t h a t  t h e  Second Ilistr: i c t  e r r e d  

hearring. T h e  a rgument  i s  w i t h o u t  m e r i t .  

T h i s  C o u r t ,  ~ e l . y i n g  o n  ?.:_scambia _County .?p_-". 13ch5, 384 S o .  %d 14'1 

( P l a .  'L980). s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  c o u n t y  "ncg_rl n o t  be given a n  

(cniphas i s  a d d e d )  . 

l ' hc  l a n g u a y c  o f  t h i s  C o u r t  i:; c L e a r .  T h i s  C o u c t  d i d  jl(3-L 

- d i r e c t  - . t h c  1.trwer C O U T ~ S  t o  exc' ludc t h e  c o u n t i e s  tcom b e i n g  heard.  

- 5 "  



R a t h e r ,  P.his C o u r t  l e f t  t h a t  d e c i s i o n  t o  t h c  (lisccetion of t h e  

lower cour : t s .  T h e  Sccc3nd U i s t r i c t  exccc i sed  its d i . s c r e t i o n  d n d  

inv i - t ed  a f f e c t e d  c o u n t i e s  t o  be p r e s e n t .  'I'hus, t h e  P u b l i c  

Defender's a s s e r r t i - o n  tha t :  the Second  L)is t r i .c t  e r r e d  i.s m e r i t l e s s .  

bec:ciuse t h e  current: b u d g e t  c c  i s i s  p l a c e s  t h e  p u b L i c  dc fende r  

f u n d  i.ng s q u a r e l y  on  t h e  s h o u l  d c c s  of t h e  count i . ( ;s  

E-'urr:;iiant t o  section 2 7 . 5 1 ( 6 ) ,  E'lor-i.da S t a t u t e s  ( 1 9 9 3 ) ,  Lhc 

s t a t e  i s  c ? x p r c s s l y  a b l ~ i y a t n d  t o  f u n d  p u b l i c  d c ? f e n d e r s  t o  hand1.a 

a p p e a l s .  The Commi:;si.oncr, i n  hi.s reported €i .nd i .nys  € o r  t h e  

Second Di.stric2: n o t c d  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  c h r o n i c  u n d c r C u n d i n g  by  [:he 

s t a t e .  The  probl(\iri i s  one wiLh w h i c h  th'1.s C o u r t  is v e r y  Ccnrniliar. 

The R O I I C C T !  of  this p ~ o b l e m  i s  c1 .car ly  t h e  
w o e f u l  ly i nadcqinatc f u n d i  ny of  t h e  pub1 ic 
d e f e n d e r s  o f f i c e s ,  d e s p i t e  r e p c a t c r l  appea l s  t o  
t h e  l e g i . s l o a t u r c  Ear a s s i s t a n c e .  

cour:t a p p o i  nCcd a t : t o rneys  when a pub1.i.c d e f e n d e r  is aLlowcd t o  

withdrdw f r o m  a p p e l l . a t e  ca ses  T h i s  c o u r t  based  i t s  c o n c l u s i . o n  i n 

p a r t  on t h e  l anguage  i n  s e c t i o n  925.037(1), F'1.orida S ta tu l :es  

( 1 9 8 9 ) ,  whi.(:h r ctyiii r e d  t h e  SLrlt . ( !  t o  reimburse t h e  c o u n t i . e s  f o r  



f e e s  p a i d  t o  c o u r t -  appointed c o u n s e l .  E I o w e v e r ,  i n  f:iscal years 

1 . 9 9 0 / 9 l ,  1992/9% and  l . 9 9 % / 9 3 ,  ' l" .ncllas County,  as an  example.  

received .nq re imbursement  f r o m  the s t a t e  forr  c o i i l ~ t -  a p p o i  ritcd 

trounseL ( s e e  A p p ( > n d  i x I., S t a t e m e n t  of: Conflict Counsel E x p e n s e s  

f o r  p i  ne l la : ;  C o u n t y ) .  

dtzei-vcd f r:om t h e  1.cvy of t h e  y c n c r a l  coiJril,y rni.Llagc defincd i n 

S e c t i o n  Z00.001(1.) ( a ) ,  F l o r i d a  S t a t u t e s  ( 1 9 9 3 )  t o  pay € o r  Lhc 

c o s t s  of c o u r t  appo i r i t cc l  i . nd i .gen t  ccprescntation. Yet none o t  Lhe 

a n d  i i r i  I ikc c o u n t y  c ~ o n s 1 . i ~ u t i o n a 1  o f  C i c c r s ,  t h e  Pub1i.c l h f c n d e r :  

s i i b r n i t s  no budget. S e e ,  e - g . ,  :;ccti.on 1 2 9 . 0 3 ,  Fl.or:i.da S t a t u t e s  

( 1 . 9 9 3 ) -  

When t h e  p u b l i c  d e f e n d e r  c c r t i f i - e s  t o  w i t h d c a w ,  t h e  t ~ ~ ~ d g e t s  of 

t h e  counties have al .ccady been a d o p t e d .  Thus , th(?:*;e ~ ? ~ p e n s c : ;  a r e  

"vol.cit- i.le c o s t s ,  h(1yoricl l:hc c o n t r r o l  o f  t h e  c o u n t y  cornmi ssi .ont3rs 

who a i u s t  rai.!;e t h e s e  t a x e s .  I n  c o u n t i c c ,  at: t h e i r  t e n  mi.1.L c a p ,  

t h e  c o u n t y  cornmi.ssi.oner::; may be f o r c e d  t o  take money o u t  of 1.i.ne 

i t e m s  a d o p t e d  a t  piib1.i.c hearing and (:lit pr:ograms a n d  s e r v i c n s  t o  

corop ly  w i  th dpp(?  1 1 rl I , ( >  o r d e r s  

Although Mr. Moorman s u y y e s t s  a t  page 33  of hi.s brief t h d t  " i E  

t h e r e  i!; a n  a b u s e ,  the remedy is with t h e  p e o p l e , "  o n l y  v o t c r s  i n  

tlardecr?, € l i y h l a n d s ,  a n d  P o l k  Counties can v0L.c f o r :  hi.m. T h u s ,  



s e c t i o n  2 ' 1 . 6 0 .  E'1or:ida S t d t u t ( ! s  ( 1 . 9 9 3 )  encourages a s imi la r :  s h i f t  

o f  re:;oiIrces t o  t r i a l  m a t t e r s  r a t h ~ r  t h a n  d.ppel . lal;u m a t t e r s .  The 

t h e  expenditure of t he :  r c o u n t y  c c v c n i ~ ( ? s  € o r  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  

s i. Lcrit e 1 . e ~  t o ~d t c s  . 

T h c  f a c t  t h a t  the c o u n t i e s  a r c  b e i n g  forced t a  s u b s i r l i x c  t h e  

a v i o l a t i . o n  of: t h e  Y l o c i d a  C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  as n o t e d  i n  t h e  

To sdy 1:hcK:c i s  d f u n d i n g  c r i s i s  i s  a n  
u n d e r s t a t e m a n t .  T h e  s t a t e ' s  s h i . f t i n y  of: S t d t e  
c o u r t  (:ost:s h d s  p l aced  s u c h  a d d i t i o n a l .  biir:dE!ns 
o n  c o u n t i e s  t h a t  s ec i . ous  quest j .ans a r e  now 
bc i .ny  r a i s e d  o v e r  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  of Chc 
s t a t e  coerc : iny  c o u n t i e s  into u s i n g  r e a l  e s t a t e  
ad valorem t a x  r e v e n u e s  t o  fund  t h e  s t a t e  
c 0 I J  r t s i. n posr; i blc violation of t h e  
(:o ns t: i tiit i ona I. ad 
valocern trlxe:; o n  r e a l  e s t d t c .  

p r o v  i ti i o n  pr  o h i b  i t i. ny s t a t c 

( A p p e n d i x  2 .  p .  

The o p p o s i t e  may a l s o  be t r u e .  C o u n t i e s  may be v i o l . a t i n g  Article 

V11, S c c t i . a n  9 of  t h e  k'Lori.da C o n s t i - C u t i . o n ,  w h i c h  a 1  l o w s  counties 

Lo l e v y  t a x e s  t o  the exLent of t e n  m i . l . L s ,  b u t  L i m i t s  !.he 

t?xpendi . tu re  O C  t h o s e  t a x c s  f o r  " coun ty  p l l c p O S e S " .  





P u h l  i c  I)efende c c s  2:a b I  i s  h a f:ac t u a  1 p r e d  i.ca t e  f o r  add i t i iona  1 f u n d s  

i n  no way d i f f e r s  Crorn thc? showing which o t h e r  c o n s t i t u t i o i i a l .  

officers toust triakc i n o r d e r  t o  rect?iVe a d d i t i o n r i l  c o r ~ n t y  m o n i e s ;  

n o r  r locs  s u c h  a showi.ng compromise any  e t h i c a l  obliyation a r i  s i . ng  

In  f a c t ,  absent :  t h e  P u b Z i c  I ) eEender ' s  presentation of d ceasonak1.c 

b a s i s  f o r  h i s  m o t i o l i  1.0 w i . t : h d r a w ,  thc: e t h i c a l  o b l i g a t i o n  oE t h e  

coiinLy may now c o n t r i b u t e  fwnds  t o :  

caurzl:i@s c d n n o t  properly e v a l u a t e  the p r o p r i e t y  o f  cont;cibuti.ny 

c o u n t y  fund!; t o  t h o  Puh1i.c 1 ) e f f : n d ~ r  i n  t h c  absence  of a n  
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CONCLUSION 

P i . n c l . l a s  Cour i l -y  clnrl t h e  E'l.ot:ida A s s o c i . a t i o n  of County  

A t t o r n e y s ,  I n c .  recognize t h i s  Court's concern fo r :  Lhc 

Public D e f e n d e r  La a c t  c x p c d i t , i o u s l y .  A n i i c i  alscs u n d e r s t a n d s  1:hc 

c o u r t s  I c o n c e r n s  f o r  dcl .ays  i n  t h e  cr:imi.nal a p p e a l s  p e o c c s s .  

E1owr:ver. i t  is c l e a r  \:hat t h e  Second Dist.r:ict a c t e d  properly by 

Suzr3riri(? 1'. Smith 
Yla .  FJar No. 07 '12887  
S r .  A s s i . s t a n t  C o u n t y  A t L o r  ricy 
P i n e l  1 as  C o u n t y  At:tnrrxc?y ' s Office 
3 1 5  C o u r t  Sz-,rc>ct 
CZcarwater ,  F1, 3461.6 
(813) 4 6 4 -  3 3 5 4  



Richard A .  Doran E l .  Hami l ton  Rice, JE. 
Ass i s  t a n t  A t  1: o r  n c y  Gene  c d  Z Manatee C o u n t y  A l  Lor-ncy 

T a l l - a h a s s e e ,  k'lJ 3 2 3 9 9  N r a d c n t a n ,  E'I, 3 4 2 0 6  
The Capi.ta1. P . 0 .  Hox 1000 

Mark F .  C a r p a n i n i  
P o l k  County Rtl:ocney 
P.0. Box 60 
BarLow, I?", 3 3 8 3 0  

F r e d e r i c k  A .  B e c h t o l d ,  a n d  
Gary A .  Vorbeck 
A l  \ or'ncyn Car: UeSoto  County 

V o r b c c k  6, Vorbeck  
20'1 F:asl: May11oli.a S t r e e t  
Ar-caclia, PI, 33821 

a n d  Eiarrdc(1 ~OlJr l~ .y  

Ron. J .  C .  Cheatwood 
4'22 F e r n  Cliff Avcnuc 

Hon. R i c h a r d  L .  J o r a n d b y  
Pub1  i c 1)afcnder 
y i f t c e r i \  11 ,111d i c i a 1  C i r c u i t  
H o o m  4 0 8  
3 3 0  East: W d y  S t r e e t  
Jacksonvill E ,  P'L 3 2 2 0 %  

P a u l  Bangle 
h s s i - s t a n t  Count:y Attocncy 
Manatcc Cour i ty  
1' * 0 ,  Hox 1.000 
Uradcril on, E'L 3 4 2 0 6  

Hon, Julianna M. Holt 
I ~ u b l .  i c: l ~ a f c n d c r  
T h i r t e e n t h  J i i d i . ( : i a l  C i r c u i t  
Cor i r thousc  Annex,  N o c t h  I'owCr 
8 0 1  E .  Twiyys Sr:ccet.  5 t h  ~'IOOT 
Tampa,  F L  3 3 6 0 2  3 5 4 0  

Ron. James B .  G i b s o n  
Pix b I i c I:, e f e nrl e c 
Seventh 6 J ~ ~ d j ~ : j d l  Cir r : I i i " t  
2 0 0  N. Marion S L r c c t  
P.O. Ilrawer 1 2 0 9  
T,akc City, PI, 32056  

J o h n  Beranek ,  Esq. 
A ~ J  r 'c! I 1 Hadey I l i n k l  (? Thomas & 

S u i t e  1000. Monroe  P a r k  Tower 
101. N o r t h  Monroe S t r c c t  
P , O . D r a w e r  1130*/ 
Ta1Laha:;scc. FT, 3 2 3 0 2  

)\(!I cirit?k 



0 Cory Ciklin Bennett R. Brummer, 
A:; :; i s t a  nt Co 11 I I  t, y nl: t o  r ney P u b l i c  Defender a n d  
P . 0 .  l lox 1 9 0 9  Louis Campbell 
WcSt Palm Beach, FL 3 3 4 0 2  As s i s 1, d I? t P IJ b 1 i c I)e f t? nrl c r 

F:I.evt~rrl:h Judicial C!i .ceui t  o f  k ' l a .  
1 3 2 0  N.W. 14th St-r:cct 
Mi.arni., FL 331.25 

S u s a n  11. C h u c u t i  
1) i. nc 1. l a s  County  At, t.o K ricy 
T~r ' (?s ident  I E'l.ot:i.da A s s o c i a t i o n  

o f  C o u n t y  A t t o r n e y s ,  Znc. 
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