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o The Florida Family Policy Council’s
2008 Statewide Judicial Candidate Questionnaire

By answering and signing ¢his Questionnaire, you warrant that you understand that, as a judee, your decisions
will follow binding precedents and that your answers do not constitute a promise to rule in 2 certain way in a case.
You are free to offer further explanations of your answers on this or in a separate document, and your comments
will he made available. Any comments should be apalytical, informed, respectful, and dignified. See Florida
Supreme Conrt Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee Opinion, No. 06-18 (Augnst 7, 2006).

Full Name (please print) Mﬂ, Vd / /4(/) e L\g V’é&f

1. What is your cwrent marital statws? SN/ v v ff’ﬂi

2. I you have children, how many? 0? :

3. Do you have any military experience? L-Ro Yes ves, wha

4. 0f w.b_ai charitable, comamnity, civi;. fra.te“rﬁal,.or religious prganizations are you a member?
Wome i LAYt ys Assar. , Brodia Vaf eyvim. jz’f?fﬁ'/yse Bsspc., BMEritan or?;
Natonal Lount it of jluiish wimen, Noye #rgh Sehat Prw

3. To what charitable, community, civie, fraternal or religious organizations have yowmr_{butions in the past three
Ainerianmn Anler 5’&6/2}‘9 1 RAmar Shalo? e ehish Ty Lty
) S

(3) years?
1efomation ke agut, Red erpss, . wor d Uy
IerCan Orf,” Tewish Natiural Furg, (DI tausr hnisedn, wash . DE

5. Which of the current Justices of the U.S. Supreme Court miost reflects your judicial philosophy? )

\/_Decline to respond* Refuse to respond

7. Which of the current Justices of the Florida Supreme Court most reflects your judicial philosophy?

\/~ Decline ta respond* Refuse to respond

8. Do you agree with the following statement? “The Flarida Constitution recognizes a right to same-sex marriage.”

—Agree _ Disagree __ Undecided _ Decling to respond* ___ Refuse to respond

8. In re: TW, 551 So. 2d 1186 (Fla. 1989), held that a Florida law requiring parental consent before a minor child can

" undergo an abortion surgery was unconstitutional under Art. I, Sec. 23 of the Florida Constitution. The Florida Supreme
Court held that the challenged statute fails because it intrudes upon the privacy of the pregnant minor from conception to
birth”. The TW” court also ruled that “where parental rights over 2 minor child are concerned,” neither the state's interest
tn protecting a minor child nor the preservation of the family nnit is sufficiently compelling under Florida law 1o override
Florida's privacy amendment. Do you agree with the Court’s ruling In re: TH7

—Agree __ Disagree ___ Undecided _'\_/_Decline to respond* Refuse to respond

1
© This response indicates that | would answer this quesiion, but helicve tat i | did 50, thea [ weuld be required 1o vecuse mysell as 4 judge ip any procesding
ancening this answar because of Florida Canans 3E(1) and 3B, which require a judge 1o disqualify himself or hersclf when "he Judge's {mpartality might

masonably be questioned ..." or when he ar she “has madc a public statement that conmils. oy appears {o commit, the fudpe with respect to: (i) purtics or classes of
pariigs in the proceeding; (i) an issué in the proceeding: or (iii) the controversy in the procaeding.” I s regard, my opinion is informed by Florida Supreme Coun
Hudicial Ethics Advisory Commitiec Opinion No. 06-18 {Aug. 7. 2006), which stales that “it must be remembered that when eonsidering merons for disguali fication.
the *aye of the bchalder' is the primary focus. . . . {TThe dispositive guestion is . . . whether the individual “behnlder's® fear of partiality is reasonable, reasonableness
being derermined by a newtral and objective standaed, . . The {ivdicial] candidate musl ngl fumish angwers that appear Lo hind the condidare i1 such issues arise onee

the candidate has assumed judicial office,” (Emphasis in original.)
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e Florida Supreme Court held that a statuie prohibiting assisted
itution, hecause any asserted privacy
eserving life, preventing suicide, and

10. In Krischer v. Mclver, 627 So. 24 97 (Fla. 1997), th
suicide did not violate Art. 1, Sec. 23 (the Privacy Clause) of the Florida Const
interest in assisted suicide was outweighed by State's compelling interests in pr
maintaining integrity of medical profession. Do you agree with the court’s decision in Krischer?

___ Agree __ Disagree ___ Undecided %line to respond*® __ Refuseto respond
11. Lofton v. Kearncy, 157 F. Supp. 2d 1372 (Fla. 2001), held that a Florida law prohibiting homosexual adoption does
not violate the Equal Protection Clause of the U.S, Constitution, Do yau agree with this holding?

__ Agree ___ Disagres  __ Undecided \@ine to respond® ___ Refuse to respond

—

12. Bush v. Holmes, 919 So. 2d 392 (Fla. 2006), held that Florida's educational voucher program (the “Florida

Opportunity Scholarship Program”) violated the Florida Constitution because it “diverts public dollars into separate
private systems parallel 1o and in competition with the free public schools that are the sole means set out in the I'lorida
with the reasoning of Bush v.

Constitiition for the State to provide for tlie education of Florida's children.” Do you agree

Holmes? \/
¥ Declineto respond® ___ Refuse to respond

___Agree __ Disagree Undecided

13. In Delgado v. State, 776 So. 2d 233 (Fla. 2000), the Florida Supreme Court relied upon legal precedent in New Y ork
and other states and added the new element of “surreptitiously” 10 Florida’s statutory definition of burglary. The text of
the Florida’s Statule on burglary, Fla. Suat. § 810.02(1) (1989), does not contain the term “surreptitiously” 1 its
definition: “Entering or remaining in a structure Or a conveyance with the intent to commit an offense therein, unless the
premises are at the time open (o the public or the defendant is licensed or invited 1o enter or remain.” Do you agree with
the court’s addition of the required element of “surreplitiously” 1o Florida’s burglary statute?

__ Agree _ Disagrec ___ Undecided _\ﬁclmc to respond® ___ Refuise lo respond

(Questionnaire must .s;)v a signature to be valid)
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Please return this guestionnaire before Fridav. August 8, 2008 by one of three ways:

1. - -PPF this questionnaire with your original signature and e-mail it to Info@FLfamily org

2. Send via Facsimile to (407) 251-0023

a Familv Policy Council 4853 South Orange Avenue

3. Send by Overnight Mail to: Flarid
Sujte C, Orlando FL, 32800

2

eve (hat iF1 did so, then § would be required ta recuse mysell as a judge in any proceeding

f), which require 2 judge © disqualify himas!l or herself when “the judge’s impartiality might
reasonably be questioned .. or when he o7 she "has made a public statoment that comumits, Of appears o commil, the judge with respect ta: (i) parties or classes ol
partics in the proseeding; (i1} an issus in the pmezeding: or (il the controversy in the procceding.” In this regard, my opinian is informed by Florida Supreme Court
Tudicial Ethies Advisory Commitlee Qpinion No. 16-18 (Aug. 7. 20041, which states that “it musl be remempered thil when considering motions {or disqualification,
the *eye of the beholder' & the primary [ocus. . .. [TIhe dispositive question is . . whether the ingividual “behalder's™ fear of partiality is rensonable, reasonableness
peing determined by a ncutral and objective stanlard. , .. The [judicial] candidate mugt nat furnish answers that appear ta bind the eandidate il such {ssuss avisc once

whe candidate has assumed judicial office.” (Emphayis in original.)

® This response indicates that | would answar 1his question, byt heli
concaming Mhis answer besause pF Florida Canong AE(1) and IE(1)



