
To: Clerk of the Court July 22, 2021
500 Duval Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1927

As a citizen of Florida I am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely or virtually. A person
has the right to be present in any proceeding which threatens to take away their liberty.

Sincer ,

aryann Ort zio
727-309-1361

1044 Sunset Point Road

Clearwater, Florida 33755

Member of Moms for Liberty, Pinellas County
Community Patriots, Pinellas County

"We willstandagainst tyrannytoday, or ourchildren willbow tomorrow."
MercyOtis Warren



Pamela van der Linde
500 N. Osceola Avenue #106
Clearwater, FL 33755

July 23, 2021

Clerk of the Court
500 South Duval Street
Tallahassee FL 32399-1927

O

Re: Remote and virtual Hearings for Baker Acting our children and adults
E

Dear Sirs,

I am a citizen of the United States and Florida and am horrified at the thought of some
psychologist or psychiatrist, whom I consider to be quacks and uninformed on the subject of the
human mind and who treat children and people like animals, drugging them and dissecting and
electro shocking their brains, would be allowed to virtually and easily commit their evil crimes
against the people of Floridal

I am totally against virtual hearings and especially on the subject of Baker Acting any fellow
citizen of mine. It is dangerous and unconstitutional. Of course any citizen no matter how
young or old has the human right to be present at any proceeding that would take away his right
of freedom and liberty in this country.

DO NOT consider this dangerous change.

In fact, any Baker Acting of a citizen without due process of law and trial should be illegal. What
right does a psych have to incarcerate a human being against his will without totally legal
proceedings and representation first?

You should push back against this non-American idea. You know psychiatry originated in Nazi
Germany? And it infiltrated the US in 1948 immediately following their loss of WW II and is
their plan B to take down the US. Please let's work together to get rid of this "illegal
profession".

Thank you for reading this letter. Please send me your reply.

S cerely,

Pam van der Linde
Lifetime Member of Citizens Commission on Human Rights
727 216-5504
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Ellen Stevenson
1220 Inverness Drive

Dunedin, Florida 34698

July 20, 2021

Clerk ofCourt
500 South Duval Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1927

Dear Clerk of Court:

. I'm writing about the proposed amendment with the Florida Supreme Court to allow
oluntary psychiatric çommitment proceedings1to brheld virtually/remotely

Not long ago, when Courts across Florida were ruling that remote/virtual Baker Act
hearings could be held, the Florida Supreme Court stepped in and made it clear that this
violates rights, and they removed the lower court rulings.

Again there's a push to remove this fundamental due process right. The argument used to
argue for virtual Baker Act hearings is that "widespread use of this technology to conduct
virtually all types of court proceedings can now effectively be conducted remotely while
meaningfully preserving individual rights."

The Baker Act already is being unlawfully used in various ways, so we are very
concerned that the waiving ofthis fundamental due process will lead to increased and
greater abuse of this state law intended for good and as a mercy.

Recently the WHO released a report covering recommendations from the UN Convention
of the Rights of Persons with Disabilities; it calls for countries to address certain human
rights including forced admission-and treatment Until coercivepractices and misuse of
the Baker Act law is addressed, the right to be present at an involuntary commitment
hearing must be upheld as a fundamental due process right, and the Baker Act shouldbe
excluded from the proposed amendment.

Sincerely,

Ellen.Stevenson



July 21, 2021

Clerk of the Court
500 South Duval Street
Tallahassee FL 32399-1927

RE: CASE NO. SC21-Amendments to Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, Florida
rule of general practice and Judicial Administration, Florida rules of Criminal
procedure and Florida Probate Rules, Florida rules of Traffic Court, Florida
Small Claims rules and Florida rules of Appellate procedure.

E

Dear Sir/Madam:

It has come to my attention that the workgroup chaired by Ninth
Judicial Circuit Judge Lisa T. Munyon approved proposed amendments
concerning the use of remote technology in the Florida Courts system and
included in this proposal was the use of remote technology with regards to
Baker Act involuntary commitment hearings -now normally and legally done
with a Judge or Magistrate. The workgroup is asking that these proposed
changes also include Baker Acts.

It is also my understanding that up until the end of August this issue is
open for public comment. As a citizen and resident of Florida I am giving my
comment as follows:

I completely oppose this change in the Florida rules of Civil procedure
with regards to Baker Act. Specifically, I am against holding Baker Act
hearings remotely/virtually and believe a person should have the right to be
present and sit in front of a Judge-in-a-court forany proceeding which--
threatens to take away their liberty. It is a fundamental due process
guaranteed by the US Constitution.

Apparently, the Florida Supreme Court thought so too, as back in 2017
they stated this in the court case No.SC16-1852 JOHN DOE, Petitioners, vs.
STATE OF FLORIDA, Respondent. [May 11, 2017]:

"have not been expressly excludedfrom the proposed
amendmentsfor subdivision (c)(2) based on Doe v. State,
wherein a majority of this Court held that:



"The right to be present at an involuntary commitment
hearing is a fundamental due process right. ... While a
patient may waive the right to be personally present, a
court must certify that the waiver is knowing,
intelligent, and voluntary. ... The requirement of
physical presence, which is not disputed by any ofthe
parties, would be meaningless if thejudicial officer, or
thefinder offact and ultimate decision-maker, is not
also present in the hearing room.

Given the fact of acknowledged and widespread misuse of the Baker Act
in Florida, specifically with the elderly, disabled and minors (all extremely
vulnerable public), I am very concerned that the waiving of this fundamental
due process right would lead to greater abuse of involuntary examination and
commitment (Baker Act) in Florida.

Therefore, I ask that the ruling by the Florida Supreme Court in 2017 be
upheld with regards to continuing to ensure that any and all Baker Act
Involuntary hearings are done in person with a Judge or Magistrate and where
the person can personally appear in front of a Judge.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Resp y,

Pat ice (Pa DiMartino
180 nal Drive
Clearwater, FL 33759
Phone: 727-412-4385
Email: dinella2@yahoo.com



Eileen Heishman

719 14th Avenue SW

Largo, FL 33770

July 21, 2021

Clerk of the Court

500 South Duval Street
o
O Tallahassee, FL 32399-1927

a N Dear Sir or Madam

RE: Remote technology in Florida Courts
o -1

I am a Florida citizen who is deeply concerned about the potential of use of remote technology in court

proceedings and in particular in Baker Act hearings for Involuntary Placement. These individuals must

be afforded their due process and I want to make it know to the Workgroup that I object to any changes

that can have the potential of restricting the rights of our citizens.

Sincerely,

4
Eileen A. Heishman



Debra Witter
2041 Lakewood Drive

Dunedin, FL 34698

Clerk of the Court 22 July 2021
500 South Duval Street
Tallahassee FL 32399-1927

Dear Sir or Madam,

Vested Interests always want a fast track to money. That is the only tunnel in which
these interests view objectives. Civil rights are not part of this thought process. When a
person is Baker Acted it should ONLY be in extreme circurnstances where real danger to
self or others has been demonstrated clearly, as stated in the original law for Baker Acts.

Schools now have children and young adults take questionnaires that cover
depression, loneliness, apathy, etc., but these questions are written to sound completely
innocuous. In other words, they have no idea that they could be fast tracked to a
psychiatrist for evaluation or Baker Acted. These scenarios, by themselves are misleading
for children or young adults to answer in school. This is a fishing expedition for reasons to
enact treatment of some kind. All of this is an alteration of the original intent of the Baker
Act Law.

It is part and parcel of normal growth for teenagers and children to get upset about
things, become emotional etc., and in a large part this is due to growth spurts and elevated
hormonal changes. These nornial happenings do not classify a young adult or child as
dangerous to themselves or others.

Hence I strongly object to Baker Act hearings being held remotely or virtually
. because·all persons should have the right to be present in any proceedings where their

liberty can.be taken away. There really is no pressing situation to warrant virtual
proceedings for suÈh an important matter in a persons life.

I have personally seen the psychiatric units that people under 18 are sent to. These
are very clinical, cold, barren places to be locked up in with no family or anyone the child
knows. That by itself represents trauma to anyone Baker Acted. Nothing should be fast
tracked and virtual concerning the enactment of this law.

in e oncerned

D bra Witter . .



Brent Wolfson
611South Fort Harrison Avenue, Suite 288
Clearwater, FL 33756

July 19, 2021

Clerk of the Court
500 South Duval Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1927

Dear Clerk of the Court,

For some time, the widespread misuse of the Baker Act has been publicly acknowledged. I
understand there has been a proposed amendment to allow the implementation of the Baker
Act to be done remotely or virtually. The waiving of this fundamental due process right would
lead to greater abuse of involuntary examination and commitment in Florida.

Recently, the World Health Organization (WHO) released a 296-page report covering
recommendations from the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD),
which call for countries to address certain rights, "including Freedom from torture or cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment and Freedom from exploitation, violence and
abuse, also prohibit coercive practices such as forced admission and treatment, seclusion and
restraint, as well as the administering of antipsychotic medication, electroconvulsive therapy
(ECT) and psychosurgery without informed consent."

As a citizen of Florida, I am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely or virtually. I believe a
person should have the right to be present in any proceeding which threatens to take away
their liberty. I believe the Baker Act should be excluded from the proposed amendment.

Sincerely,

Brent Wolfson
Concerned Citizen



Travis Stracener

1902 Belleair Rd

Clearwater, Florida 33764

July 19, 2021

Clerk of the Court

500 South Duval Street
O

Tallahassee, FL 32399

To whom it may concern,

As a citizen of Florida I am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely/virtually and I

strongly believe a person should have the right to be present in any proceeding which

threatens to take away their liberty.

Sincerely yours,

Travis Stracener



Maurine Stracener

1902 Belleair Rd
Clearwater, Florida 35764

July 19, 2021

Clerk of the Court
t
O

500 South Duval Street
E N

Tallahassee, FL 32399

To whom it may concern,
O

As a citizen of Florida i am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely/virtually and I

strongly believe a person should have the right to be present in any proceeding which

threatens to take away their liberty.

Sincerely yours,

Maur' e Stracener



Colleen Stracener

1902 Belleair Rd
Clearwater, Florida 55764

July 19, 2021

Clerk of the Court
O

500 South Duval Street
E N

Tillãlfassee, FE¯52599

. To whom it may concern,
O

As a citizen of Florida I am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely/virtually and I

strongly believe a person should have the right to be present in any proceeding which

threatens to take away their liberty.

Sincerely yours,

oileen Stracener
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Colby Stracener

1902 Belleair Rd
Clearwater, Florida 55764

July 19, 2021

Clerk of the Court

500 South Duval Street

Tallahassee, EL 3i2599

To whom it may concern,

As a citizen of Florida I am against holding Baker Act hearings remotely/virtually and I

strongly believe a person should have the right to be present in any proceeding which

threatens to take away their liberty.

Sincerely yours,

acener

.



Stracener
1902 Belleair Rd
Clearwate, F ., .
33764
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Po a9ia.

1-800-628-1804
Fax: 727-442-5130

www.postcardmania.com

Dear Sir/ Madam,
O

I am writing on the matter of the proposed amendment for the involuntary
commitment to a psychiatric facility, proceedings to be determined

. virtually/remotely.

I am a citizen of Florida and a business owner..
O.

ebýartedly disagree with this proposal as it IS
ridhts.

a violation of human

The.right to be present at a hearing for involuntary commitment must be
upheld as a fundamental due process right.

Everyone should be able to be present at a hearing that will decide if their
liberty should be taken away!

Please do not allow this amendment to become law.

Thank you,

Best,

oy Gendusa
414 Magnolia Dr
ÒlWärweb FI $3710


