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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT:F OR PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA
PROBATE DIVISION |
File No. 90-2908GD-003

IN RE: THE GUARDIANSHIP OF
THERESA MARIE SCHIAVO,
Incapacitated.

MICHAEL SCHIAVO, as Guardian of
the person of THERESA MARIE SCHIAVO,

Petitioner,

VS,

ROBERT SCHINDLER and MARY
SCHINDLER,

Respondents.

ORDER

THIS CAUSE, came on to be heard on September 1 1, 2003 upon the
Petition for Immediate Therapy (“Petiti on’’) filed herein by Robert and Mary
Schindler. Before the court were Patricia Fields Anderson, Esquire, attorney

for Mr. and Mrs. Schindler, and George J. Felos, Esquire, attorney for
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Michael Schiavo, Guardian of the Person of Theresa Marie Schiavo. Other
counsel were present but generally did not participate in this hearing. The
court heard excellent argument from counsel who were certainly
well-prepared and who eloquently stated their respective positions. The
court has reviewed the Petition and supporting affidavits, the case law
provided and its notes taken during the hearing. The court has also reviewed
portions of the court file and the appellate decision in this case. Based
thereupan, the court makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of
law.

The Petition when filed was accompanied by 5 affidavits, 4 from
members of the Schindler family and the fifth from Alexander T. Gimon,
PhD. At the hearing, Ms. Anderson proffered and essentially read into the
record 4 other affidavits, all of which had previously been filed with the
Clerk. These affidavits were from Carla Sauer Iyer, R.N., Heidi Law, Sarah
Green Mele, MS, OCC-SLP, and Myra S. Stinson, M.A., CCC-SLP.

The Petition asks the court “ to forestall any death date” and to allow
“eight weeks’ therapy” by “appropriate therapists” as outlined in the
affidavits. During the hearing, it was noted that due to the medical issues
the ward had recently faced, it was impossible for Ms. Anderson to

determine when the eight weeks of therapy could commence. Counsel for
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the Guardian objects to the Petition, essentially on the grounds that the
issues raised therein have previously been decided by the court.

The original trial in this cause on the issue of discontinuin g artificial
life support for Terri Schiavo was held during the weck of January 24, 2000.
This court issued its ruling on F ebruary 11, 2000. That Order was appealed
through both the state and federal systems and resulted in affirmance. The
appellate decision which originally affirmed this court is Schindler v
Schiavo. 780 So. 2d 176 (Fla. 2d DCA 2001). This decision shall hercafler
be referred to as Schiavo I. Thereafter followed other petitions and motions
ruled upon by this court and a civil division court which resulted in two
other appellate decisions. Schindler v, Schiavo, 792 So 2d 551 (Fla. 2d DCA
2001) and Schindler v. Schiavo 800 So. 2d 640 (Fla. 2d DCA 2001). These
decisions shall hereafter be referred to respectively as Schiavo IT and
Schiavo II. This court then held a 7-day evidentiary hearing in October of
2002 following which the court rendered its decision by Order dated
November 22, 2002, That Order was appealed resulting in a fourth appellate
decision, Schindler v. Schiavo, 851 So 2d 182 (Fla. 2d DCA 2003). That
decision shall hereafter be referred to as Schiavo IV,

The Petition is an attempt by Mr. and Mrs. Schindler to relitigate the

entire case. It is not even a veiled or disguised attempt. The exhibits relied





















