
Proposed amendments to Appellate Rules 9.120 
(Discretionary Proceedings to Review Decisions of District 

Courts of Appeal) and 9.210 (Briefs)  
 

The Florida Bar’s Appellate Court Rules Committee (Committee) has 
submitted to the Florida Supreme Court a supplemental report in In re: 
Amendments to Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure 9.120 and 9.210, Case No. 
SC19-884, and an out-of-cycle report in In re: Amendments to Florida Rules of 
Appellate Procedure 9.120 and 9.210, Case No. SC20-597, proposing amendments 
to rules 9.120 (Discretionary Proceedings to Review Decisions of District Courts 
of Appeal) and 9.210 (Briefs).   

The Court invites all interested persons to comment on the proposed 
amendments, which are summarized by the Committee below and reproduced in 
full online at https://www.floridasupremecourt.org/Case-Information/Rules-Cases-
Proposed-Amendments.  All comments must be filed with the Court on or before 
July 1, 2020, with a certificate of service verifying that a copy has been served on 
the Committee Chair, Thomas D. Hall, The Mills Firm, The Bowen House, 325 
North Calhoun Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32301, thall@mills-appeals.com, and 
on the Bar Staff Liaison to the Committee, Krys Godwin, 651 E. Jefferson Street, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300, kgodwin@floridabar.org, as well as a separate 
request for oral argument if the person filing the comment wishes to participate in 
oral argument, which may be scheduled in this case.  The Committee Chair has 
until July 22, 2020, to file a response to any comments filed with the Court.  If 
filed by an attorney in good standing with The Florida Bar, the comment must be 
electronically filed via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal (Portal) in accordance 
with In re Electronic Filing in the Supreme Court of Florida via the Florida 
Courts E-Filing Portal, Fla. Admin. Order No. AOSC13-7 (Feb. 18, 2013).  If 
filed by a nonlawyer or a lawyer not licensed to practice in Florida, the comment 
may be, but is not required to be, filed via the Portal.  Comments filed via the 
Portal must be submitted in Microsoft Word 97 or higher.  See In re Electronic 
Filing in the Florida Supreme Court, Fla. Admin. Order No. AOSC17-27 (May 9, 
2017).  Any person unable to submit a comment electronically must mail or hand-
deliver the originally signed comment to the Florida Supreme Court, Office of the 
Clerk, 500 South Duval Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1927; no additional 
copies are required or will be accepted. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
 

IN RE: AMENDMENTS TO FLORIDA RULES OF APPELLATE 
PROCEDURE 9.120 AND 9.210, CASE NOS. SC19-884 AND SC20-597 

Case No. SC19-884 

Rule  Explanation  
Rule 9.120 (Discretionary Proceedings 
to Review Decisions of District Courts 
of Appeal)  

Amends subdivision (d) by defining that 
the argument section of a brief on 
jurisdiction is limited to Supreme Court 
jurisdiction, the final phrase of the first 
sentence about service of notice of cross-
review is deleted, and the last sentence is 
deleted. Subdivision (f) (Notices of Cross-
Review) is retitled to “Additional Issues on 
Review or Cross-Review” and rewritten to 
require issues before the Supreme Court, 
independent of those for which jurisdiction 
is based, be identified within a jurisdiction 
brief.  

Rule 9.210 (Briefs)  Amends the first sentence in subdivision 
(a) by substituting the opening exception 
clause and deleting the reference to cross-
reply briefs. A second sentence defining 
when a cross-reply brief may be filed is 
added. Amends subdivision (a)(5)(B) to 
replace “a notice of cross-review is filed” 
with “the respondent identifies issues on 
cross-review in its brief on jurisdiction”. A 
sentence is added to subdivision (a)(5)(E) 
that specifies that a statement of the issues 
in a jurisdictional brief is not included in 
the page limit. Subdivision (c) is amended 
in the same manner as subdivision 
(a)(5)(B). New subdivision (f) defines the 
specific, required contents of a brief on 
jurisdiction. Current subdivisions (f) and 
(g) are renumbered as subdivisions (g) and 
(h). 



 

Case No. SC20-597 

Rule Explanation 
Rule 9.120 (Discretionary Proceedings 
to Review Decisions of District Courts 
of Appeal) 

Corrects reference to the Supreme Court by 
adding “supreme”. 

Subdivision (e) amended to shorten the 
timeframe for transmission of the record on 
appeal from 60 days to 25 days after 
jurisdiction is accepted. Amends 
subdivision (g) to expand the period within 
which to serve the initial brief on the merits 
from 20 days to 35 days after the Supreme 
Court accepts jurisdiction.  

Rule 9.210 (Briefs) Amends subdivision (a) to detail that page 
limits for computer-generated petitions, 
responses, and replies are converted to 
word counts. Page limits are retained only 
for briefs that are handwritten or 
typewritten. 

Amends subdivision (a) to remove 
superfluous language. Amends subdivision 
(b) to remove references to page limits for 
the summary of argument and conclusion 
sections. 

Adopts a Committee Note explaining the 
word count limits for computer-generated 
briefs. 

 
 


