


is in this state under the February 11, 2026 order; his location has not been determined; and I 
reported him missing to your office on the night of September 10–11, 2026 (Response 
No. 26494309).

3. The duty is mandatory and does not depend on a court order. Section 937.021(4)(a) 
provides: “Upon the filing of a police report that a child is missing by the parent or guardian, . . . 
the law enforcement agency receiving the report shall immediately inform all on-duty law 
enforcement officers of the missing child report, communicate the report to every other law 
enforcement agency having jurisdiction in the county, and within 2 hours after receipt of the 
report, transmit the report for inclusion within the Florida Crime Information Center and the 
National Crime Information Center databases . . . . A law enforcement agency may not require a 
reporter to present an order that a child be taken into custody or any other such order before 
accepting a report that a child is missing.” Section 937.021(3) provides that the report “must be 
accepted by and filed with the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction in the county or 
municipality in which the child or adult was last seen,” and that “[t]he filing and acceptance of 
the report imposes the duties specified in this section upon the law enforcement agency 
receiving the report.” Federal law is to the same effect: 34 U.S.C. § 41308 requires that no agency 
maintain “any policy that requires the observance of any waiting period before accepting a 
missing child . . . report,” and that the report be entered “within 2 hours of receipt.”

4. The September 11 refusal. On September 11, 2026, Lt. Desrosiers wrote that your office is 
“unable to enter your son as a missing person, as he was last observed by our agency being 
lawfully released into the custody of a biological parent pursuant to a court order,” and that 
custody questions are “civil in nature.” With respect, the statute does not permit the agency to 
condition acceptance or entry on the existence, absence, or character of a court order; it says so 
in terms. Nor does the statute contain an exception for a child last seen in the custody of a 
parent — it defines a missing child by residence, undetermined location, and report, and by 
nothing else. Whether the child is with a parent is a fact for the entry; it is not a ground to 
refuse it. The order under which your deputies released him expired eleven days before the 
lieutenant wrote, and the lieutenant’s letter does not say otherwise.

4a. No court order affects this duty. On September 24, 2026, the Lee County circuit court 
entered an order holding my civil enforcement petition in abeyance pending a ruling by the 
California Court of Appeal. That order concerns the court’s own enforcement docket. It does 
not, and could not, relieve a law enforcement agency of a duty that section 937.021(4)(a) 
imposes on the agency upon the filing of the report and that the same subsection says may not 
be made to depend on any court order. The registered custody determination identifies the 
lawful custodian for the entry; the abeyance of a civil hearing is irrelevant to whether a two-
year-old whose location has not been determined is entered as missing.

5. Why the entry matters. An NCIC entry is what lets any officer in California who 
encounters this child — at a traffic stop, a clinic, a school enrollment — know that he is 
reported missing from Florida and who his lawful custodian is. Without it, the persons holding 
him can move him between residences in Mendocino County, as they have, without any officer 
anywhere being on notice. The Department of Justice’s guidance to left-behind parents (OJJDP, 
The Crime of Family Abduction, 2010, p. 25) states it plainly: “Law enforcement is required to 
immediately enter a missing child into the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) Missing 
Person File.”
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