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F I I d D  

RE: PROPOSED RULE 2 . 0 7 2  POSSESSION OF COlJRT RECORDS 

Dear Messrs C h i e f  J u s t i c e  a n d  J u s t i c e s :  

I h a v e  j u s t  f i n i s h e d  r e a d i n g  IN RE FLORIDA KULE OF JUDICIAL 
ADh4INISTRATION 2.072 i n  2 1  F l o r i d a  Law W e e k l y  S 6 4  ( F e b r u a r y  1 6 ,  
1996)  t h e  P r o p o s e d  R u l e  2 .072 .  I b e l i e v e  thf l  P r o p o s e d  Kulc?  s h a u l d  
b e  a m e n d e d  t o  r e a d :  

RULE 2 . 0 7 2  POSSESS I O N  OF COURT IECOKDS 

f+l No p e r s o n  o t h e r  t h a n  j u c l g c s  a n d  a u t h o r i z e d  
c o u r t  e m p l o y e e s  s h a l l  r e m o v e  c o u r t  r e c o r d s  as d e f i n e d  i n  
r u l e  2 . 0 7 5  f r o m  t h e  c l e r k ' s  o f f i c e  except b y  o r d e r  of  t h e  
c h i e f  judge o r  c h i e f  j u s t i c e  u p o n  a s h o w i n g  of g o o d  
c a u s e .  All o r d e r s  e n t e r e d  by t h - c - c h i e f  j u d g e  of c h i e f  
j u s t i c e  m u s t  r u l a t g . . _ L o  a s p e c i f i c  c o u r t  r ~ ~ - c ~ o ~ d _ a r i d  shall 

~ n o t  b e  a b l a n k e t  ___.__" o r  general o r d e r  _-for  a n y  c o u n t y ,  
_ c i r c u i t ,  d i s t r i c t ,  or  t h e  s t a t e L - . - . . n y  o r d e r  c.nter-e-4 
a 1 1 o w i n f : -  r.gmova1. i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  s p e c i f y  t h e  d a t e  t h e  

ur t. r scord  -1 s _ - . r e _ u l r ~ ~ _ t ~ ~ _ r t _ f u r o e d  to. . t h e c l e r k ' s  
o f f  ice., 

'Ihe c o u r t ' s  c o n t i n u i n g  d e s i r e  t o  a c h i e v e  a n  e g a l i  t a r i a r i  and 
u t o p i a n  s o c i e t y  i s  i n c o m p l e t e .  I f  a t t o r n e y s  a r e  riot g o i n g  t o  be 
a l l o w e d  to r e m o v e  c o u r t  r e c o r d s ,  t h e n  attorneys s h o u l d  n o t  b o  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  h a v i n g  t h e  c o u r t  r e c o r d s  p r e s e n t  at a n y  p r o c e e d i n g  



b e f o r e  t he  cuur t to w h i c h  t h e  court records relate. Specifically, 
a l l  courts, as in criminal courts, shauld have the court r e c o r d s  
present. In  civil proceedings, I have had j u d g e s '  secretaries tell 
me: 1 )  Y o u  set the hearing, your bring the court filt?, 2 )  The 
judge will have the f i l c  a t  t h e  hearing, or 3 )  T e l l  the clerk to  
h a v e  the file sent t o  o u r  office. My proposed  amendment will placc 
upon the court the respons i b i  1 i t y  of having t h e  court records 
present at a n y  p r o c e e d i n g .  

T h e  proposed rule as a practical matter will require a l l  
matters to be time scheduled for a specific date and time. I t  will 
not allow € o r  example a n  afternoon duririg which a judge hears 
nothing b u t  uncoritexted dissolution of marriages on a first come 
first heard arrangement. 

I p r a c t i c e  s o  little in the state court system, the proposed 
rule will not impact u p o n  my practice. 

With kind regards, I 

Thank YOU. 

v Warren Adr i an Rache 1 s 

Original s i g n e d  copy: 
Clerk of the C o u r t  
Supreme Court Building 
Ta 1 1 ah a s s e e , F 1 o r i cia 


