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WALLIS, J. 
 

Petitioner, Tamela Owens, seeks a writ of certiorari to quash the circuit court's 

order denying Petitioner's Motion for Protective Order.  We reject Petitioner's argument 

that the trial court's ruling departs from the essential requirements of the law, and 

therefore, deny the petition.  
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This case originates from a motor vehicle accident, in which a vehicle owned by 

Petitioner collided with a vehicle operated by Respondent, Guy Perron.  As a result of the 

collision, Respondent filed a negligence lawsuit against Petitioner. Respondent 

propounded discovery requests and Boecher1 interrogatories upon Petitioner seeking 

information concerning the financial relationship, if any, between Petitioner's attorney, 

liability insurer, and medical experts.  Petitioner objected and filed a motion for protective 

order arguing that the information sought was not permissible because Petitioner's 

insurance company and attorney are not parties to the lawsuit.  Petitioner acknowledged 

that in Worley v. Central Florida Young Men's Christian Association, 228 So. 3d 18 (Fla. 

2017) the Florida Supreme Court held that Boecher discovery was not applicable as to 

the non-party law firm and treating physicians associated with a plaintiff.  However, 

Petitioner argued that the selective enforcement of Worley to protect only non-parties 

associated with a plaintiff, while requiring disclosure of information from non-parties 

associated with a defendant, constitutes a denial of equal protection, due process, and 

the right to access the courts.  The trial court subsequently denied Petitioner's motion.  

Petitioner again raises this argument in her petition for certiorari to support her 

argument that the trial court's ruling departs from the essential requirements of the law.   

Our Court has explained that under Worley, current Florida law does not treat 

personal injury plaintiffs and defendants equally when it comes to disclosures of 

relationships between law firms and medical experts.  See Barnes v. Sanabria, 45 Fla. L. 

Weekly D135 (Fla. 5th DCA Jan. 17, 2020); Younkin v. Blackwelder, 44 Fla. L. Weekly 

D549 (Fla. 5th DCA Feb. 22, 2019).  Accordingly, we follow the precedent established by 

                                            
1 See Allstate Ins. Co. v. Boecher, 733 So. 2d 993, 997 (Fla. 1999).  



 3 

the Florida Supreme Court in Worley and hold that the trial court did not depart from the 

essential requirements of the law in denying Petitioner's motion for protective order.  As 

such, we deny Petitioner's petition for writ of certiorari, and again certify the following 

question to the Florida Supreme Court as one of great public importance: 

WHETHER THE ANALYSIS AND DECISION IN WORLEY 
SHOULD ALSO APPLY TO PRECLUDE A DEFENDANT'S 
LIABILITY INSURER OR DEFENDANT'S RETAINED 
COUNSEL, NEITHER OF WHOM IS A PARTY TO THE 
LITIGATION, FROM HAVING TO DISCLOSE THEIR 
FINANCIAL RELATIONSHIP WITH THE DEFENDANT'S 
PHYSICIAN EXPERTS? 

  
PETITION FOR CERTIORARI DENIED, QUESTION CERTIFIED.  

 
ORFINGER and EDWARDS, JJ., concur. 
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