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Sid J. White o C
Clerk, Supreme Court ) e Co
Supreme Court Building )
Tallahassees, Slorida So3@i 4

L’:.'_ e . o
Re: Eroposed Florida Rules of Civil Frocédure Bapate Lo

Rule 1.431 (Child Support Enforcement)
Dear Sir:

I have reviewed, with great interest, the praposed Ruale

erdorsing the appointment of support enforcement hearing
offFicers. While +the Rule indicates that the hearing officers

will be  members of the Bar, there is a provision allowing  the
Chief Judge to waive the requirement. The thought of increasing
the rumber of non-lawyers handling gudicial matters alone 1s
repsugrant but, whern coupled with the idea that the Court can
confer & guasi—judicial autbority wuporn a hearing officer and deny
a party his right to aszgear in a court of law before a judgpge
elected by the pereral public, it is irresponmsible.

X, Forturnately, am not irvalved inm the damestic relaticonms
practice  however, [ had a recent experience of dealing with the
HRS  bureaucracy 1in a matter irnvolving $187.@880 of  "arrearapge”
whiich turrned cut to be the deduction of a Clerk’s fee without the
husteand’ s knowledoe. Early om the matter could have been
resacived but MRS chose to throw the matter imto a hearing
conducted by an HRE aopoaintee. After wasting several dozen hours
of evervorne's time including the hearing referee, the matter was
concluded with the payment of $187. @@, If this is an example of
what carn happern with appoirded hearing officers, whethey they be
mempers of the RBar or vot, thern I would respectfully submit that
Family law v Florida wiil becoane as misdirected as a rudderless
ship v the syve of & huwrricarne,

RespectFully, I wonld suggest that the Rule is  abundantly
thnappropriate as  is any Rule that coreates and perpetuates  the

hureaucracy which will become the cancer of cur judicial system.

Very truly yours,

Michael D. Jores

MD.T/ b



