IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF TH E SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR LEON COUNTY, FLORIDA
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ACLU'S MOTION FOR PUBLIC ACCESS TO SEALED JUDICIAL RECORDS
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Il. Public Access to the Suppression Heeng in This Case Serves Vital
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V.  Even if Some Information in the Transcript were Properly Ruled
Confidential, the Court Must Narrowly Tailor the Sealing Order to
Release Non-Confidential Information
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