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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15TH 

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO.:  

DIVISION: FA 

IN RE: THE MATTER OF 

 

Petitioner/Father, 

and 

 

Respondent/Mother. 

_____________________________________/ 

MOTHER’S AMENDED MOTION TO DISQUALIFY SOCIAL INVESTIGATOR 
 AND MOTION TO REAPPOINT NEUTRAL SOCIAL 

INVESTIGATOR 

COMES NOW, the Respondent/Mother, , by and through her 

undersigned counsel, and hereby files her Amended Motion to Disqualify Social Investigator 

 and Motion to Reappoint Neutral Social Investigator, and in 

support thereof states the following: 

1. On November 12, 2014, this Court entered a Final Judgment of Paternity, Parental

Responsibility, Timesharing and Related Relief.  Said Final Judgment attached and incorporated 

the parties’ Parenting Plan and Timesharing Schedule. 

2. Pending before the Court are competing Supplemental Petitions for Modification

and various post-judgment Motions. 

3. The parties hereto have one (1) minor child in common, to wit: , a male, born

2013, who is three (3) years old. 
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4. Currently,  (hereinafter referred to as “Dr. ”) is

appointed as the Social Investigator in the instant case to investigate and to submit to the Court, 

and to the parties, a written report with appropriate recommendations on certain matters/issues.  

5. For the reasons set forth herein, the Mother respectfully requests that this Court

disqualify Dr. as the Social Investigator in this case and enter an order re-appointing a neutral 

Social Investigator.   

6. On September 26, 2016, the Father filed his Motion for Social Investigation.  At

the time of filing the said Motion, the Father was represented by Scott Glassman, Esquire. 

7. On March 29, 2017, this Court entered an Agreed Order Approving Substitution of

Counsel substituting Ronald L. Bornstein, Esquire as counsel of record for the Father and relieving 

Scott D. Glassman, Esquire of responsibility for the representation of the Father.   

8. On April 3, 2017, the Father’s Motion for Social Investigation, Motion for GAL

and Motion for Release of CPT Records (hereinafter referred to as “Motion for Social 

Investigation” for purposes of the instant Motion) was heard by General Magistrate Maxine A. M. 

Williams.  At the said hearing, the Mother was represented by the undersigned counsel and the 

Father was represented by Ronald L. Bornstein, Esquire. 

9. On May 17, 2017, the General Magistrate issued her Report and Recommendation

on the Father's Motion for Social Investigation (hereinafter referred to as “Report and 

Recommendation”).  A true and correct copy of the Report and Recommendation is attached hereto 

as Exhibit “A”. 

10. As stated in the Report and Recommendation, at the said hearing on April 3, 2017,

while the Mother did not believe a social investigation was necessary in this case, the Mother 

proposed one or more of the following professionals be appointed in the event the Court granted 

the request for a GAL and or Social Investigator: 
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   Dr. , Social Investigation 

   Dr. Marion Dyess, Social Investigation 

  Kim Nutter, GAL  

The Father proposed one or more of the following professionals to be appointed: 

 

   Jerome Poliakoff, Social Investigation 

   Dr. , Social Investigation 

  Marina Petillo, Esq., GAL. 

11. At the time the Mother presented the names of the three (3) professionals to the 

Court, Father’s counsel was Ronald Bornstein, Esquire.   

12. In the Report and Recommendation, the Court found that Dr.  should be 

appointed to conduct a social investigation in this case, and on August 30, 2017, the Court 

ultimately entered an Order Appointing Dr.  as the Social Investigator in this case.  A true and 

correct copy of the Order Appointing Social Investigator is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”. 

13. On or about June 6, 2017, subsequent to the entry of the Report and 

Recommendation and after the Mother proposed the names of three (3) professionals to the Court 

for consideration (one of which was Dr. ), Eddie Stephens, Esquire (Father’s current counsel) 

was substituted as counsel of record for the Father, relieving Ronald L. Bornstein, Esquire of 

responsibility for the representation of the Father. 

14. Subsequent to the Court’s appointment of Dr.  and very recently, the Mother 

discovered that Dr.  may not be a neutral advocate in this case to investigate and submit to the 

Court, and to the parties, a written report with appropriate recommendations on the matters set 

forth in the Order Appointing Social Investigator.   

15. Specifically, the Mother just discovered that Father’s Counsel has a professional 

relationship with Dr.  by virtue of their affiliation with South Palm Beach County 

Collaborative Law Group, Inc., a Florida Not For Profit Corporation in which Dr.  is the 

.  
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16. South Palm Beach County Collaborative Law Group, Inc., refers individuals to

various professionals which they refer to as “our caring attorney members”.  Father’s Counsel, 

Eddie Stephens, Esquire, is one of the “caring attorney members” denoted online by South Palm 

Beach County Collaborative Law Group, Inc. A true and correct copy of the Caring Attorney 

Members webpage is attached hereto as Exhibit “C”. 

17. Further, the Mother has well-founded fear that Dr.  may not be able to complete

a fair and impartial Social Investigation in this case because Dr.  and Eddie Stephens regularly 

participate in seminars and panels together.    

18. As stated above, the Father retained Mr. Stephens after the General Magistrate

entered her Report and Recommendations appointing Dr.  as the Social Investigator in this 

case.  Based upon the same, it appears that the Father intentionally retained Eddie Stephens, 

Esquire subsequent to the Report and Recommendation being issued in order to take advantage of 

Father’s Counsel’s working relationship with Dr. in an attempt to gain leverage in the instant 

proceeding. 

19. The Mother does not allege that Dr. or Mr. Stephens (Father’s current counsel)

has done anything wrong to date.  However, if the Mother had known of the potential conflict of 

interest with Dr.  and Father’s Counsel, the Mother would not have submitted Dr. ’s name 

to the Court to be considered as a Social Investigator.  In other words, if Mr. Stephens was Father’s 

then counsel at the hearing on the Father’s Motion for Social Investigation, then the Mother would 

have never submitted Dr. ’s name to the Court for consideration as the Mother would not want 

even the appearance on an impropriety in this case.  

20. Similar to the central question in every motion for disqualification of a judge, the

same rational should be applied here, to wit: Whether the moving party has cause to believe that 

he or she will be treated unfairly and that it is immaterial to consider that is still may be true that 
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a Social Investigator could treat the moving party fairly in spite of the alleged facts.1  Akin to 

disqualification cases involving judges, the mother respectfully requests this Court to focus on 

those matters from which a litigant may reasonably question a social investigators impartiality 

rather than the social investigator’s perception of his or her ability to act fairly and impartially. 

21. The issue of collaborative law and the cross correlation between the professionals 

involved in the collaborative law process and how that translates into a contested piece of litigation 

where one attorney is involved in the collaborative law process, one attorney is technically not 

involved in the collaborative law process, and the Court appointed expert is extremely involved in 

the collaborative law process and the reasonable objective perception by a party litigant is a newer 

area in the law because the issue of collaborative law is a newer issue in the areas of marital and 

family law.  For this reason, this motion contains a good faith argument for the extension of 

existing law or for the establishment of new law as it is applied to the material facts of this case 

with a reasonable expectation of success.  Further, the Mother’s counsel has acted in good faith 

based upon the representations of his or her client as to the existence of those material facts.   

22. For the reasons set forth herein, and to eliminate any appearance or potential 

appearance of any impropriety, the Mother respectfully requests that this Court disqualify Dr.  

as the Social Investigator in this case and enter an order appointing a neutral Social Investigator.  

23. The Mother may suffer great prejudice if Dr.  is not disqualified as the Social 

Investigator in this cause wherein the Father would not be prejudiced.   

                                                           
1 See the Court’s rational Livingston v. State, 441 So. 2d 1083, 1086 (Fla. 1983) (recognizing that the focus must be 

on whether the facts alleged would place a reasonably prudent person in fear of not receiving a fair and impartial trial) 

and (explaining the question of disqualification focuses on those matters from which a litigant may reasonably 

question a judge's impartiality rather than the judge's perception of his ability to act fairly and impartially). See 

also Perrotto v. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., 169 So. 3d 284 (Fla. 4th DCA 2015).  
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24. Neither party will incur any prejudice if the instant Motion is granted as the social

investigation has not yet begun, and as all of the initials consents have not yet been signed. 

25. Further, neither party would be prejudiced by this Court entering an order re-

appointing a neutral Social Investigator in this case. 

26. As a result of the Father’s willful and intentional actions, the Mother has found it

necessary to retain the undersigned firm to represent her interests herein and agreed to pay said 

firm for the reasonable value of their services rendered herein. The Mother has a need to receive 

her attorney’s fees, suit monies, and costs from the Father.  The Father has the ability to pay for 

the Mother’s attorney’s fees, suit monies, and costs incurred by the instant Motion. 

WHEREFORE, the Respondent/Mother, , respectfully requests 

that this Court grant the relief requested herein, that this Court disqualify  

  as the Social Investigator in this case, that this Court enter an order re-appointing a neutral 

Social Investigator, that this Court award the Mother her attorney’s fees, suit monies and costs that 

she incurred with respect to the preparing and defending the instant Motion, and that this Court 

grant the Mother any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

[This space is intentionally left blank.] 

[Certificate of Service page follows.] 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been duly 

furnished via E-Mail to Eddie Stephens, Esquire, Ward Damon, Posner, Pheterson & Bleau, 

Counsel for Father, 4420 Beacon Circle, West Palm Beach, Florida 33407 at 

eservice@eddiestephens.com  ,  

, on this 

6th day of October, 2017. 
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c. The Father has argued that due to the complexity of this case and the numerous issues

raised by the Mother and numerous prior proceedings in this matter, that a guardian ad litem

and or social investigator will be appropriate in this case.  In addition, there was a DCF action

initiated by the Mother against the Father that was not pursued by DCF. During that

investigation the child was seen by the Child Protection Team (CPT). The child was removed

and a shelter petition filed against the Mother, but the juvenile court did not find probable

cause.  The Mother has alleged that the Father is causing medical, emotional, and physical

harm and neglect to the child. The Mother also has a pending request to modify parental

responsibility from shared to sole and is seeking significantly more timesharing.

CPT R ECORDS 

d. The Father requests release of the child's CPT records. The statute that authorizes the

release of CPT records is 39.202(6) it states that:

(6) All records and reports of the child protection team of the Department of Health

are confidential and exempt from the provisions of ss. 119.07(1) and 456.057, and shall

not be disclosed, except, upon request, to the state attorney, law enforcement, the

department, and necessary professionals, in furtherance of the treatment or additional

evaluative needs of the child, by order of the court, or to health plan payors, limited to

that information used for insurance reimbursement purposes.

The Father argues that the records are important to resolving both parties' modification 

requests. He adds that it is relevant to providing his claims and the Mother's claims. He says 

given the seriousness of the allegations against him, the records are essential to his defense.  

He points to the following motions, pleadings and allegations made by the Mother that gives 

rise to his claim of numerous allegations of emotional and medical abuse: 

1. In Chapter 39 proceedings she asked for release of CPT records. The Mother's

juvenile division September 24, 2016 motion asked for release that would be after

the CPT report issue. [The Mother claims she was responding to the Father's

Motion to Release CPT records]

2. October 27, 2015: Mom's response to dad's Motion for Contempt alleging that the

actions of the father are psychologically harmful

3. Mom's ex-parte motion to Suspend timesharing 12/2/2015, paragraph alleging that

the Father is an immediate threat to the child's safety.
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4. Mom Verified urgent motion filed 4/13/2016, alleging that the Father failed to

administer prescribed medications, failure to make changes to his home to prevent,

hives and welts, and requesting that he change food he feeds the child

5. Mother's Response to set summer timesharing 5/23/16, alleging long history of

conflict and attempting to alienate; conflicts regarding the medical treatment of the

minor child; father's parental alienation; conflicts about medical treatment and

other violations of the parenting agreement;

6. The Mother's claims to DCF, that the father falsifies information to judges and the

government; that the Father suffers from an unknown psychological condition; that

the father has caused the child unnecessary psychological trauma

e. To address concerns about safeguarding the information about the child, he adds that

the records should be limited as follows:

a) Released only to the parties and counsel and any of their experts

b) Release specific records with intake date of January 12, 2016 and

investigation close date of March 13, 2016.

c) Released additional records, if any, as follows from Dr. Phillip Colaizzo and

Medical Assistant Amanda Lake:

**All notes 

f. The Mother objects to the release of the CPT records now.  The Father made a similar

request for records in juvenile court under  and at that time she

agreed to the release. However, she now argues first that there is no authority to release

records in this proceeding because this is a Chapter 61 and not a chapter 39 proceeding.

She relies on cases including  Mahmood v. Mahmood, 15 So. 3d 1, (Fla. 4DCA 2009),

where the court concluded that section 39.0139 did not apply in dissolution

proceedings.

In addition, assuming the records could be released by a Chapter 61 court,

section 39.202(6), the records should not be released to the Father because he did not

establish "additional evaluative needs for the records" or other basis for the court to

release the records.

She adds that the Father wants what the doctor may have said to the Mother or

Father, and is trying to get confidential information into the hands of a social

investigator.  And, because the social investigator is subject to cross-examination and

deposition and that would only blow open any confidentiality.

g. Counsel for the CPT, Ms. Karen Martin: agrees that the relevant section is 39.202(6)

CPT records. The CPT's position is that the records are confidential and should not be
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released to persons or entities not enumunerated in the statute unless there is a 

compelling reason to so do. The CPT is likewise unaware of any prohibition from a 

Chapter 61 court releasing the records, if it finds it would be appropriate to do so.  For 

example, they are sometimes released in criminal cases.  

 

h. The Court finds that this court is not barred from ruling on the release of CPT records 

the cases cited by the Mother do not specifically address the portion of the statute that 

controls this request. The statute in question enumerates the persons and entities 

entitled to those records and parents are not included. However, the statute also permits 

release "by court order". The court could locate no case law directly on point and the 

Father provided no authority other than the statutory language. The court finds that 

release by court order, given the confidential nature of the records involving the child 

and involving a juvenile dependency proceeding, the Father would have to show a 

compelling reason to release the records. Although addressing a different but equally 

compelling confidentiality issue, the Court in Koch v. Koch, 961 So. 2d 1134 (Fla. 

4DCA 2007), found that the psycho-therapist records could not be breached by mere 

allegations that the parent had a mental health problem  That Court required a 

calamitous event to breach the privilege, and the Court here finds that a similarly 

calamitous or extraordinary event would have to be shown here in order for the Father 

to prevail.  Here, the Mother has made mere allegations of medical neglect and other 

abuse here.  The Department of Children and Families (DCF) then pursued a case 

against the Mother; but, the juvenile court found no probable cause. In view of the 

public interest in maintaining the confidentiality of the CPT records, the Father, has 

failed to make a showing of compelling or extraordinary reasons to justify the release 

of the records. Moreover, he has not shown that his need for the record outweighs the 

public policy for keeping the records confidential, especially in light of the fact that the 

records concern, in part, the non-party child and that no probable cause was found with 

respect to the issues related in that CPT record. The Father also could not show how the 

privacy of the records could be protected once release to counsel, experts and the 

parents.  The Court finds that the Motion for release of CPT records should be 

DENIED. 

 

MOTION FOR SOCIAL INVESTIGATOR/ 

GUARDIAN AD LITEM (GAL) 

  

i. For the purposes of the Motion, the Father incorporates and adopts the Mother's 

allegations in the numerous pleadings listed hereinabove. In addition, he points to the 

Mother's Motion to Allow Record conversation, filed March 14, 2017 where  she 

alleges alienation and that the child is confused, stressed and struggling with living in 

two households; the Mother's Third Amended Petition/Motion filed 3/17/17, where the 

Mother alleges Father has taken steps detriment to the child's health, alienation; 

paragraph 14: child is confused and challenged; paragraph 19: concerns re: the child's 

function;  paragraph 20: Father's spite and anger; paragraph 30: Father cannot co-
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parent; child's physical and medical issues not being addressed properly; paragraph 44: 

minor child telling third parties that daddy tickles my pee; paragraph 49: alienation 

getting worse; paragraph 58: Father's actions are detrimental to minor child,  

The Father states that all of these allegations scream out for an appointment of a 

social investigator to fetter out fact or fiction and make and conduct appropriate 

evaluations.  There could be a thorough examination as to parenting, allegations raised 

in the pending pleadings, physical health and mental health, and abuse and neglect by 

mom or dad, or shelter petition against mom, test the parties, and testing the child or 

reserve on that issue of the "child testing".  

The Father adds that, similarly the allegations also strongly suggest that a guardian 

ad litem should be appointed here to independently address the best interest of the 

child.  Although the GAL and Social investigator was requested by the Father, he 

suggests that the Mother should pay for them because, as he sees it, the request grew 

out of allegations in her pleadings.  Otherwise, he requests the costs be split evenly. 

The Father is willing to pay up front and request that the Court tax a portion of the cost 

to the Mother at a later time. 

j. The Mother objects to a social investigator conducting a psychological evaluation. The

She argues there is no good cause to have a social investigator in this case. The Mother

states that the Father has filed as many motions as she has and this is just a regular,

ordinary post-judgment case. She adds that the Father is trying to destroy her

financially and that she has no ability to pay 50/50 for a Guardian Ad Litem or Social

Investigation and that the Father should be 100% responsible.  Finally, the Mother

suggests that additional people talking to the child may be detrimental to the child.

k. In the event the Court grants the request for a GAL and or Social Investigator, the

Mother proposes one or more of the following professionals be appointed:

Dr. , Social Investigation 

Dr. Marion Dyess, Social Investigation 

Kim Nutter, GAL no objection) 

and the Father proposes one or more of the following professionals be appointed: 

Jerome Poliakoff, Social Investigation 

Dr. , Social Investigation 

Marina Petillo, Esq., GAL 

l. The Father's financial affidavit was introduced into evidence and he earns an estimated

$15,278.00 per month, gross-before taxes. He has net worth of about $111,000.00 and

has over $370,000.00 in one individual retirement account.  On the other hand, the

Mother has modest income of $2,557.00 per month and no significant savings or

retirement accounts.
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m. The Court finds that given the numerous allegations by the Mother and some by the

Father that this matter has taken on complexities due primarily to the nature of the

allegations involving medical neglect, the DCF allegations, psychological harm and

alienation, the parties' apparent inability to co-parent, and the sheer number and volume

of allegations.  The Court finds that a social investigator  will be best able to sort out

the issues between the parties and provide some guidance for the court, and the parties.

The court finds it is unnecessary and perhaps duplicative to appoint a guardian ad litem

as well in this case.

n. The Court finds that Dr.  should be appointed to conduct a social

investigation in this case.

o. The Court finds that the cost of the social investigation should be borne by the Father

up front. The Court reserves jurisdiction to determine which portion of said cost will be

borne by the Mother.

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. The Father's Motion for Release of CPT records is DENIED.

2. The Father's Motion for Appointment of a Guardian Ad Litem is DENIED.

3. The Father's Motion for Appointment of a Social Investigator is GRANTED.

The Court Appoints Dr.  to conduct a Social Investigator.

A separate Order appointing Dr.  shall issue.

4. The Father shall bear the cost of the social investigation up front.

The Court reserves jurisdiction to determine which portion of said cost will be

borne by the Mother.

5. The Court specifically reserves jurisdiction of this entire matter to enter such

further orders as may be equitable, appropriate, and just.

May   17, 2017 By: 

Dated  MAXINE A. M. WILLIAMS, General Magistrate 
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Copies furnished by ESERVICE ONLY to: 

Ronald Bornstein, Esq., Attorney for Petitioner/Father, Post Office Box 540546, Greenacres, FL 
33454-0546; trialguy@aol.com 
 

 
 

 

Record: MAMW; 6f; 1:50pm to 3:41pm  
 

SHOULD YOU WISH TO SEEK REVIEW OF THE REPORT AND RECOMMEN-

DATIONS MADE BY THE GENERAL MAGISTRATE, YOU MUST FILE EXCEPTIONS 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 12.490 (f), FLA. FAM. L. R.P.   YOUR EXCEPTIONS 

MUST BE FILED WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS OF THE ABOVE DATE OR WITHIN 

FIFTEEN (15) DAYS IF YOU WERE SERVED WITH THIS REPORT BY MAIL.  SERVE 

A COPY ON THE OPPOSING PARTY AND THE GENERAL MAGISTRATE.  YOU 

WILL BE REQUIRED TO PROVIDE THE COURT WITH A RECORD SUFFICIENT TO 

SUPPORT YOUR EXCEPTIONS OR YOUR EXCEPTIONS WILL BE DENIED.  THE 

PERSON SEEKING REVIEW MUST HAVE THE TRANSCRIPT PREPARED IF 

NECESSARY FOR THE COURT’S REVIEW.  TRANSCRIPTS AND ELECTRONIC 

RECORDINGS MAY BE OBTAINED THROUGH THE COURT REPORTING SERVICES 

WEB REQUEST FORM AT http://15thcircuit.com/web/guest/trans-app.  IF YOU DO NOT 

HAVE ACCESS TO A COMPUTER OR SHOULD YOU NEED TO SPEAK TO SOMEONE 

DIRECTLY, PLEASE CALL: [561-355-6526]. 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

, CASE NO.  

Petitioner/Father, 

And FAMILY DIVISION “FA” 

 

Respondent/Mother. 

_________________________/ 

ORDER APPOINTING SOCIAL INVESTIGATOR 

THIS COURT, pursuant to Section 61.20, Florida Statutes, and Florida Fam. L. R. P. 

12.364, and pursuant to this Court’s June 14, 2017  Order Approving General Magistrates’ Report 

and Recommendation on Father’s Motion for Social Investigation, Motion for Guardian Ad Litem 

and Motion for Release of CPT Records, hereby orders and appoints  

to investigate and to submit to the Court, and to the parties, a written report with appropriate 

recommendations. Therefore, it is hereby ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows: 

1. The order for a social investigation shall for modification of existing parenting plan.

The investigator shall be required to consider the best interests of the child based upon all of factors 

affecting the welfare and interest of the particular minor child and the circumstances of that family, 

including, but not limited to the statutory factors set forth in section 61.13, Florida Statutes. 

2.  is hereby appointed as the Social Investigator in this

matter. The Social Investigator shall investigate and issue recommendations for the following 

matters for both parents: 

a. Allocation of parental responsibility

b. Decision making authority for medical/health matters

c. Decision making authority for schooling and educational matters

d. Determination of appropriate timesharing

e. Conditions in the home

f. Alienation allegations

g. Allegations re: disparagement

h. Co-parenting

i. Telephonic communication

j. Gatekeeping

k. Appropriateness of involvement of significant others and limitation, if any, to be

placed on them

l. Abuse and violence allegations

m. Other related best interest factors in section FS 61.13

3. The social investigator, who is also a licensed psychologist, may conduct testing of the

parties, including psychological testing.

EXHIBIT B
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4. The parties shall cooperate with the investigator by doing the following: 

 

a. Not coaching the child in any way regarding this investigation process. 

b. Making payment to the investigator within ten (10) days of assignment (see section 

3, below). 

c. Attending all appointments and facilitating attendance of their child. 

d. Completing whichever forms and questionnaires as are required by the Social 

Investigator. 

e. Advising  of any change of address, residence, phone 

number, or employment, and of any relevant or final hearing dates. 

f. If an interpreter is necessary, it is the obligation of the party to provide one. 

g. Submitting to any and all testing as requested by the Social Investigator and 

providing his or her consent to the release of such records. 

 

5. The cost of the Social Investigation shall be initially borne by Father.  The retainer 

fee and hourly rate shall be set forth in the Social Investigator’s contract. The Court reserves 

jurisdiction to determine which portion of said costs will be borne by Mother. 

 

6. The following provisions are directed to third persons or agencies who are not 

parties to this action: 

 

a. Upon presentation of this Order to any agency, hospital, organization, school, 

person or office, including any Clerk of Court; the Department of Children and Family 

Services; any child-caring agencies or facilities; public and private health facilities; medical 

and mental health professionals (including doctors, nurses, pediatricians, psychologists, 

psychiatrists, counselors or their respective staffs), the investigator designated in this cause is 

hereby authorized to inspect and copy any records relating to the named child and the parties 

without the consent of, or the signing of additional releases by, such child or the parties and to 

further receive related information by verbal report or through technological devices such as 

telephonic, fax or email. The investigator shall not be entitled to the identity of any child abuse 

reporter information, pursuant to Florida law. 

 

b. Upon presentation of this Order, the investigator shall be permitted reasonable 

access to the child by any agency, hospital, organization, school, person or office for the 

purposes of meeting, speaking with, and observing the child. 

 

c. Any and all law enforcement agencies, including the Palm Beach County Sheriff’s 

Office; the West Palm Beach Police Department; and the Florida Department of Law 

Enforcement, are directed to release to the Social Investigator, as a designee of this Court, 

copies of any and all criminal history information, as that term is defined in Section 943.045 

Florida Statutes (including FCIC and NCIC information), regarding the parties involved in this 

litigation; their children; their spouses or significant others; any other persons living in either 

of the parties’ homes; or anyone else identified by the Social Investigator as having significant 

contact with the child who is the subject of this investigation. 
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7. The investigator shall maintain any information received from any of the sources

noted above as confidential and shall not disclose that information to any other person, except in 

reports to the Court and to the parties in this cause and their counsel in accordance with Section 

61.20 Florida Statutes or as otherwise directed by the Court. All parties are prohibited from further 

disclosure or dissemination of such information, except as provided by Florida Law. 

8. Upon completion of the investigation, the appointed investigator shall furnish to

the Court, counsel of record for the parties, and/or the parties themselves, a written report setting 

forth the investigator’s findings, recommendations (if any), and the basis for them. Under ordinary 

circumstances, this report shall be completed, with the original filed in the court file and copies 

sent to the attorneys or pro se parties, within seventy-five (75) days from the date the fees 

enumerated in section 3, above, are paid to the assigned investigator. 

9. All correspondence related to the social investigation and study of this case, with

the exception of motions to the Court, shall be submitted to  

  The parties shall make contact with Dr.  within ten days of

this order.

10. ’s address is  and

his phone number is . 

11. ’s address is 

and her phone number is . 

12. Failure to comply with the terms of this order may result in sanctions against the

offending party, the offending party’s attorney, or both, as provided by law. 

DONE AND ORDERED in West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida on this 30th day 

of August 2017. 

EDWARD GARRISON 

Acting Circuit Judge 

Copies furnished to: 

Eddie Stephens, Esquire, Ward Damon, eservice@eddiestephens.com  

 

 














