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16-2020-CA-001971-XXXX-MA Div: CV-E

Filing # 105691229 E-Filed 03/31/2020 04:13:14 PM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR DUVAL COUNTY FLORIDA

CASE NO.:
CURTIS LEE, an individual,

Plaintiff,
V.
OFFICE OF THE STATE ATTORNEY,
FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA,

Defendant.
/

COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Plaintiff, CURTIS LEE (“Plaintiff”), by and through his undersigned counsel, sues
Defendant, the OFFICE OF THE STATE ATTORNEY, FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA (“SAO”), for violations of Article I, §21 of the Florida Constitution, Access to the
Courts, and Chapter 119, Florida Statutes (“The Public Records Act”) and in support thereof
states as follows:

L. This is an action brought pursuant to Art. I, §21, Florida Constitution to enforce
Florida’s Constitutional right of Access to the Courts and to cause the SAO to properly provide
constitutionally protected access to judicial proceedings within the Fourth Judicial Circuit of
Florida.

2. This is an action also brought pursuant to § 119.11, Fla. Stat. § 86.01 ef seq., and
Rule 1.630, Fla. R. Civ. P. to enforce Florida’s Public Records Act, to obtain a declaration of

rights, status, and other equitable or legal relations.
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3. Plaintiff requests that this Court enter a Judgment finding the SAO in violation of
Art. 1, §21, Florida Constitution, and Chapter 119, Florida Statutes, and issue an Alternative Writ
in Mandamus pursuant to Rule 1.630, Fla. R. Civ. P. and any other remedy as the Court deems
just and proper for the purpose of enforcing Plaintiff’s Florida Constitutional right of access to
the courts, attendance at and hearing judicial proceedings, and access to public records, and
addressing violations of such rights.

4. The Supreme Court of Florida has determined that pursuant to Art. I, §21, Florida
Constitution “all trials, civil and criminal, are public events and there is a strong presumption of
public access to these proceedings.” Barron v. Florida Freedom Newspapers, Inc., 531 So. ond
113, 114 (Fla. 1988).

5. Furthermore, the public also has a non-constitutional common law right of access
to judicial proceedings. Bundy v. State, 455 So. 2™ 330, 338 (Fla. 1984); See also Barron, 116,
(“At the outset, we hold that both civil and criminal court proceedings in Florida are public
events and adhere to the well established common law right of access to court proceedings and
records.”) Hence, this action also seeks to enforce Florida’s common law right of access to
judicial proceedings; to cause the SAO to properly provide such protected access to judicial
proceedings, including attendance at and hearing judicial proceedings; and to address violations
of such rights.

6. Public trials are a first principal of our judicial system, and a public trial “is
essential to the judicial system’s credibility in a free society.” Barron, at 116.

7. Public attendance at and the ability to hear judicial proceedings contributes to
ensuring that all participants in the proceedings perform their duties in a strictly conscientious

manner. Id. at 117, quoting Wigmore, Evidence § 1834 (Chadbourn rev. 1976).



8. Persons who are not parties to a suit have a right and a need to attend and hear
judicial proceedings so they have an opportunity to learn how they might be affected in the
future and so they might know “what is going on.” Id.

9. If one cannot hear all of what is said at a judicial proceeding, one cannot know
“what is going on.”

10.  Plaintiff is, and has been for all periods relevant hereto, a Duval County resident
and domiciliary who attends certain judicial proceedings frequently and on a regular basis.

11.  The SAO is responsible for the prosecution of all state law crimes committed in
Duval County, Florida.

12.  As such, the SAO is responsible for ensuring that its attorneys act in such a way
as to ensure the public’s right of access to the courts

13.  Plaintiff requests that this Court compel the SAO to discharge its duty to ensure
the right of the public to attend and hear all criminal judicial proceedings, and address past
violations of the law.

14.  This Court has personal jurisdiction over the SAO for the purposes of this action
because the SAO conducts or has conducted its duties as prosecutor in Duval County, Florida;
the judicial proceedings at issue were conducted in Duval County, Florida; and the violations of
the public’s right to attend and hear judicial proceedings took place in Duval County, Florida. At
all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff was, and continues to be, a resident of and domiciled in Duval
County, Florida.

15.  This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Chapter 86,

Florida Statutes.



16. This is an action for relief for violations of Art. I, §21, Florida Constitution. This
Court has jurisdiction and authority to issue an Alternative Writ in Mandamus, pursuant to Rule
1.630(d)(2), Fla. R. Civ. P., for the purpose of enforcing Plaintiff’s Florida Constitutional right
of access to the courts and judicial proceedings. This Court has jurisdiction and authority to
award damages and impose sanctions based on violations of the Florida Constitution, even if and
to the extent some of those violations were belatedly corrected. Morris Publ’g Group, LLC v.
State, 136 So. 3d 770, 776 (Fla. 1st DCA 2014).

17.  Florida’s Public Records Act is to be broadly construed in favor of transparent,
open and honest government. See Bd. of Trustees, Jacksonville Police & Fire Pension Fund v.
Lee, 189 So. 3d 120, 125 (Fla. 2016) (quoting Lightbourne v. McCollum, 969 So.2d 326, 332-33
(Fla. 2007)). Compelling compliance with Florida’s Public Records Act is of critical public
importance in preserving public confidence in government and the integrity of the government
decision-making process.

18.  The SAO has violated the Public Records Act in several ways, including via
delayed responses to public records requests, incomplete responses to public records requests,
applying improper charges for providing records in response to public records requests, and other
improprieties.

19.  Plaintiff is, and has been for all periods relevant hereto, a Duval County resident
and domiciliary who submits public record requests frequently and on a regular basis

20.  Plaintiff requests that this Court compel the SAO to discharge its duty to respond
promptly and properly to public records requests submitted to them by members of the public,

and address past violations of the law.



21.  This Court has personal jurisdiction over the SAO for the purposes of this action
because the SAO conducts or has conducted its duties as prosecutor in Duval County, Florida;;
and the violations of the public’s right of access to public records took place in Duval County,
Florida.

22.  Plaintiff requests that this Court set an immediate hearing pursuant to § 119.11(1),
Fla. Stat., which states, “Whenever an action is filed to enforce the provisions of this chapter, the
court shall set an immediate hearing, giving the case priority over other pending cases.”

23.  In the interests of judicial efficiency and to make best use of this Honorable
Court’s time and resources, Plaintiff requests any immediate hearing also address SAO’s
violations of Plaintiff’s Constitutional and common law right of access to the courts.

24.  Venue is proper in Duval County, Florida as the causes of action pled herein
accrued in Duval County, Florida.

25.  All conditions precedent to the bringing of this action have occurred or have
otherwise been waived. Specifically, Plaintiff has complied with the provisions of § 284.30, Fla.
Stat. if they are indeed applicable, in which event, service of a copy of this pleading on the
Department of Financial Services is required. Plaintiff effected such service, and the Department
thereby has notice and can participate with the SAO in defense of the suit and any appeal thereof
with respect to attorneys’ fees and/or otherwise.

26.  Plaintiff does not concede the applicability of any pre-suit notice requirements,
but states that he has also placed the SAO on notice of this lawsuit well in advance of its filing.
Plaintiff identified the SAQO’s violations of the law to the State Attorney and to the SAO’s
custodian of public records, Miriam Nelson, at least 5 business days before filing this civil

action. Plaintiff hereby intends to satisfy F.S. § 119.12(1)(b) in the event it applies.



COUNT1
VIOLATION OF THE FLORIDA CONSTITUTION., ARTICLE 1, SECTION 21

27.  Plaintiff re-alleges paragraphs 1-26 as if fully set forth herein.

28.  Plaintiff attended first appearance proceedings in Courtroom J-1 (“Proceedings”)
more than two dozen times beginning in May 2018 and continuing periodically through shortly
before the date of the filing of this Complaint. He plans to continue to attend such Proceedings
for the foreseeable future.

29. Subsequent statements concerning such Proceedings are based on Plaintiff’s
observations at such Proceedings, public records, and actions Plaintiff took.

30.  Such Proceedings currently are, and for years have been, held twice a day in
Courtroom J-1, which is a courtroom adjacent to the Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office (“JSO”) jail
located in downtown Jacksonville, Florida, which is known as the Goode Pretrial Detention
Facility.

31.  Viathese Proceedings, persons whom the JSO has recently arrested and booked in
jail (on average, about 88 per day using 2019 figures) are first brought before judges (mostly
Duval County Court Judges) in the morning and afternoon in J-1 Courtroom. Such persons are
shown an audio-visual presentation concerning their rights, and the presiding judge publicly
identifies the newly arrested persons and reads their charges. The judge then imposes bail in
many cases, defendants are informed about the next steps in their cases, and they sometimes are
otherwise processed (e.g. sometimes misdemeanor defendants are given, and take, opportunities
to plea bargain in open court). Almost all these newly arrested persons lack private attorneys.
Some are represented by the Public Defender’s Office (“PDO”).

32.  An Assistant State Attorney (“ASA”) representing the SAO has appeared in all

Proceedings. ASAs prosecute most cases on behalf of the SAO. Such ASAs regularly speak



during such Proceedings. The ASAs sometimes recommend bail amounts and plea deals, and
occasionally recommend releases of arrestees on their own recognizance.

33.  The ASAs often spoke during Proceedings without either leaning in to the
microphone situated on the podium in front of them, or pulling the microphone toward their
mouths. As a consequence, their statements, while likely audible to the nearby presiding judges,
were often wholly or partially inaudible to Plaintiff and other persons in attendance at these
Proceedings, and thus wholly or partially unintelligible.

34.  The ASAs have sat and/or stood behind a podium on the left side of Courtroom J-
1, (from the vantage point of the audience) during these Proceedings. Therefore, they were
located much closer to the judges presiding in Courtroom J-1 than they were to the gallery in
Courtroom J-1, in which the public and Plaintiff sat each time they attended Proceedings.

35. The ASAs sometimes discussed plea bargains with judges and counsel for the
criminal defendants. Sometimes they engaged in sidebars about proposed plea bargains or
perhaps other matters. The sidebars were conducted in such a way as to intentionally deprive
Plaintiff and the public of the opportunity to hear the discussions

36.  Most other public attendees at Proceedings have been friends and family of the
newly arrested persons processed during Proceedings.

37. “The ability to see and hear a proceeding as it unfolds is a vital component of the
First Amendment right of access” to the Courts. Morris 136 So. 3d at 780, quoting Soc’y of
Prof’l Journalists v. Sec’y of Labor, 616 F.Supp. 569, 578 (D.Utah 1985). (Emphasis added.)

38.  ASAs are essential and regular participants in such Proceedings and their remarks

are keys to an effective understanding of what occurs during such Proceedings.



39.  When persons attending Proceedings are unable to hear the ASAs’ remarks, those
persons are prevented from “ensuring that all participants in the Proceedings perform their duties
in a strictly conscientious manner” and learning “how they might be affected in the future.”
Attendees at Proceedings thereby are denied the opportunity to “know ‘what is going on’.” They
are, in effect, denied their Florida Constitutional and common law rights of full access to the
courts. Barron, Supra para.6.

40.  The inaudibility of the Proceedings exacerbates other violations of arrestees’
rights including lack of legal representation, unnecessary shackling of non-violent arrestees, bail
determinations that do not comply with Florida statutes, occasional pressures from presiding
judges to defendants that they should plead guilty, etc.

41.  Plaintiff has on numerous occasions via letter and/or e-mail notified the SAO and
often others of these repeated and on-going violations of his and the public’s right of access to
Proceedings and other matters. Inter alia, Plaintiff requested the SAO to instruct and cause its
attorneys to use microphones and cease being frequently inaudible and, in short, to fix the
problem. The SAO mostly ignored Plaintiff, and the problems associated with ASA inaudibility
at Proceedings have persisted uncorrected.

42, On July 23 and July 25, 2018, Plaintiff sent emails and letters to Melissa Nelson,
State Attorney, Charles Cofer, Public Defender, and Mark Mahon, Chief Judge, 4th Judicial
Circuit. See Exhibit "A." (which is here provided without the exhibits noted in its text), and
Exhibit B. Plaintiff thereby described the misconduct of attorneys and public officials on and
sometimes before July 20, 2018, in Courtroom J - 1. Such misconduct included the failures of
the presiding judge, ASAs and others to speak into microphones and thereby be audible to

Plaintiff, public attendees and most likely inmates. Plaintiff also described sidebar discussions



during such July 20, 2018 Proceedings, where he and others were not allowed to hear what was
being said in Courtroom J - 1 by the ASA and others.

43. On October 16, 2018, State Attorney Nelson sent a letter to Plaintiff in response
to his letter of October 1, 2018. In that letter, she stated that she had recently implemented a
training system for appointed ASAs to improve their performance during court appearances, and
particularly in making bail recommendations. She downplayed the issue of inaudibility of ASAs
during Proceedings, writing:

Regarding your meeting request, John Kalinowski, Director of County
Court, oversees the attorneys who regularly appear in J-1. I have asked
him to follow up with you and set a meeting to discuss the concerns you
have observed and subsequently brought to my attention. Mr. Kalinowski
not only oversees the county court attorneys, but is also tasked with their
training when they are hired. As some of your concerns may simply be
lack of instruction or training, e.g. not speaking loudly or clearly into the
microphone, he will be the appropriate person to address these issues with
our attorneys.
See Exhibit “C.”

44.  On November 10, 2018, Plaintiff again sent a letter to State Attorney Nelson
reiterating his concerns relating to the conduct of Proceedings. He also noted that Mr.
Kalinowski had not yet contacted him to set up a meeting. See Exhibit “D.”

45.  On December 6, 2018, Plaintiff again e-mailed State Attorney Nelson stating inter
alia, “T have not received any response to my 11/10/18 letter. Neither you nor John Kalinowski
has contacted me to set up a meeting.”. See Exhibit “E.” On the same date, Mr. Kalinowski
contacted Plaintiff by e-mail and a meeting was set for December 18, 2018.

46.  Plaintiff and Mr. Kalinowski met as scheduled. During the meeting, Mr.

Kalinowski seemed uninterested, contributed little to the discussion, and made no commitment to

look further into Plaintiff’s complaints or do anything to address the issues Plaintiff raised.



47. On February 16, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to Chief Judge Mark Mahon, 4t
Judicial Circuit, Public Defender Cofer, and State Attorney Nelson, informing them about
misconduct associated with Proceedings Plaintiff attended on February 11, 2019. ASAs and
presiding Judge Bateh were not using the available microphones and were, thereby, inaudible to
Plaintiff and other attendees. In addition, on some occasions, Judge Bateh held sidebars with
attorneys including ASAs, which were inaudible to Plaintiff and other attendees, further violating
their rights to attend and hear the Proceedings. While sidebars are appropriate in a jury trial
where certain discussions cannot be held in the presence of the jury, they are unlawful in first
Proceedings where the arrestees, their families, and the public, including Plaintiff, have a
substantial interest in discussions held during the Proceedings. See Exhibit “F”

48. On March 8, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to Chief Judge Mahon, State Attorney
Nelson, Public Defender Cofer and the JSO, complaining about violations of the law that
occurred during Proceedings held on February 28, 2019, including the ASA's refusal to use the
microphone situated on the podium in front of her, and her participation with an attorney and
Duval County Court Judge Higbee in sidebar discussions. See Exhibit “G.”

49.  In all circumstances in which Plaintiff observed the use of sidebar discussions in
Proceedings, the sidebar discussions were clearly intended to be inaudible not only to all public
attendees at the Proceedings, but also to all inmates then awaiting processing via the
Proceedings.

50.  Nevertheless, based upon prior and subsequent on the record remarks in
Courtroom J - 1, it is clear that the publicly inaudible sidebar discussions during some

Proceedings related entirely or mostly to plea deals regarding defendants. On other dates,
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Plaintiff heard discussions in open Court during Proceedings, concerning plea deals, and no
sidebar discussions occurred.

51.  On May 8, 2019, Plaintiff met with Sate Attorney Nelson, Mr. Kalinowski, and
Cindy Cribbs, Executive Assistant to State Attorney Nelson, and presented them an agenda of
issues to be discussed. The agenda included a discussion point, in bold, which stated in part:

“Huge Problem - Judges often fail to use mikes . . . . Ditto - ASAs. What about
public attendees who are hard of hearing? What about ADA?”

This agenda and meeting again placed State Attorney Nelson on notice of the SAO’s violations
of Plaintiff’s Florida Constitutional and common law rights of access to the courts. See Exhibit
“G1.”

52. On May 9, 2019, Plaintiff sent an email to several interested individuals
memorializing the May 8, 2019, meeting and summarizing what transpired at the meeting. This
email discloses that Plaintiff had provided the agenda to attendees at the May 8, 2019, meeting.
See Exhibit “G2.”

53. On June 3, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to Chief Judge Mahon, State Attorney
Nelson, Public Defender Cofer, and the JSO concerning improper conduct at Proceedings held
on May 31, 2019. The ASA in attendance did not speak into the microphone situated on the
podium. He did not make any effort to pull the microphone toward his mouth or lean into the
microphone. Plaintiff pointed out that such actions not only deny attendees the right to hear
Proceedings, but also may be violations of the Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA). See
Exhibit “H”

54.  On August 3, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to Chief Judge Mahon, State Attorney

Nelson, Public Defender Cofer, and the JSO concerning Proceedings held on July 15, 2019.
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Plaintiff complained, inter alia, about the SAQ’s participation in an inaudible sidebar discussion,
and the ASA failing to use the microphone situated on the podium. He stated, inter alia,

Ms. Nelson — the SAO attorney present on 7/15/19, and most other SAO attorneys 1

have observed, intentionally and/or carelessly have refused to speak into the

microphone, and thus were totally inaudible to me, the public, and inmates. I have
repeatedly observed that the SAO mike is pushed about as far away from where the

SAO attorney stands, as possible.  We all have the right to hear as well as see first

appearance proceedings.

Please instruct all attorneys who work such proceedings to pull mikes toward them or

lean into the mikes. I am tired of not being able to hear SAO attorneys speak at first

appearance proceedings.

Ms. Nelson and Judge Mahon - Do you realize that I could sue the SAO, judges and/or

others for their abuses, and their violations of my rights, in connection with their

conduct of first appearance proceedings? Why provide me the grounds to do this?

Emphasis in original. See Exhibit “I”

55. On August 8, 2019, August 9, 2019, August 18, 2019, and August 19, 2019,
Plaintiff communicated with State Attorney Nelson, Miriam Nelson of the SAO, and others
again putting the SAO on further notice that ASAs repeatedly refused to use the microphones
situated on the podium in front of them during Proceedings in Courtroom J-1, thereby being
inaudible to Plaintiff and others. Plaintiff also noted that the ASAs were always unsupervised in
Proceedings by higher level SAO officials, and threatened to sue. See Composite Exhibit “J”

56. On September 9, 2019, undersigned counsel sent a letter to State Attorney Nelson,
among other officials, in which, among other things, counsel noted the repeated and continuing
refusals by ASAs to use microphones during Proceedings, causing inaudibility. The letter
indicated that Plaintiff planned to seek legal redress. See Exhibit “K.”

57.  On September 26, 2019, Stephen Siegel, First Assistant State Attorney for the

SAOQ, contacted the undersigned counsel to seek a meeting.
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58.  This was the first SAO communication to this counsel or Plaintiff in over 9
months.

59. On September 27, 2019, Julie Taylor, Court Counsel for the 4™ Judicial Circuit,
sent an e-mail to Stephen Siegel informing him that she had sent an e-mail to the judges
informing them of Plaintiff’s complaints and asking them to “be aware of the need to use the
microphones.” She further added, “If possible, it might be helpful to ask your attorneys to do the
same.”. Mr. Siegel then sent an e-mail to Mr. Kalinowski that asked him to “Please remind your
attorneys to speak up in J1 so that everyone can hear.” See Exhibit “L”

60. On October 2, 2019, Plaintiff and undersigned counsel met with Mr. Siegel. At
that meeting, Plaintiff, among other things, stated that there had been many violations regarding
access to the courts based upon Proceedings being inaudible due to ASAs not speaking into
microphones and not speaking loudly enough to otherwise be heard by Plaintiff and public
attendees at the Proceedings.

61.  Plaintiff also then requested that State Attorney Nelson and others generate a firm
and unequivocal directive in writing to all ASAs that they be sure to speak into microphones to
ensure that everyone in the courtroom during Proceedings can hear the ASAs clearly.

62. On October 4, 2019, undersigned counsel sent a letter to Mr. Seigel that, inter
alia, memorialized what had been discussed at the October 2, 2019, meeting. See Exhibit “M”

63. On October 29, 2019, Mr. Siegel sent a letter to undersigned counsel in response,
referring to the above matters. He also reported that since State Attorney Nelson had taken

<

office, “we instituted an intensive training program for our newly admitted Assistant State

Attorneys and continue to provide weekly training on a variety of topics. Our attorneys

13



understand their responsibilities during proceedings in J1 as well as the importance of public
access to judicial proceedings” See Exhibit “N.”

64.  The facts prove that the last quoted sentence was often untrue.

65.  Mr. Kalinowski failed to provide any written direction to the ASAs reporting to
him to use microphones during Proceedings, at least from September 1, 2019, through February
4, 2020. State Attorney Nelson and others likewise failed to provide similar direction. See
Exhibit “0,” (letter dated March 2, 2020 in which the SAO states no such records exist)

66. On November 1, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter dated October 31, 2019, to Chief
Judge Mahon, State Attorney Nelson, Public Defender Cofer, and others concerning Proceedings
of October 29, 2019. During said Proceedings, the ASA refused to speak into the microphone
situated on the podium and was, therefore, inaudible to Plaintiff, other attendees at the
Proceedings, and the arrestees attending such Proceedings. Plaintiff added,

“I have repeatedly observed that the SAO mike is located far away from where the SAO

attorney stands. We all have the right to hear as well as see first appearance

proceedings

Please instruct all attorneys who work such proceedings to pull mikes toward them or

lean fully into the mikes. I am tired of not being able to hear SAO attorneys speak at

first appearance proceedings.”

Emphasis in original. See Exhibit “P”

67. On December 27, 2019, Plaintiff wrote to State Attorney Nelson and Public
Defender Cofer concerning Proceedings on December 23, 2019. At those Proceedings, an ASA
made no efforts to use the microphone situated on the podium. The ASA neither pulled the
microphone toward her, nor leaned into the microphone. At all times, the microphone was at

least a foot away from her. As a result, the majority of her statements during the Proceedings

were inaudible to Plaintiff and other attendees at the Proceedings. See Exhibit “Q”
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68. On January 18, 2020, Plaintiff sent an e-mail to the SAO stating, inter alia,
“Inability of inmates and the public to hear what the SAO attorneys have said in J1, has been a
repeated problem. Apparently, none of you appreciate the importance of the problem.” See
Exhibit “R.”

69.  Pursuant to Plaintiff's public records request for the current SAO guide to how its
employees shall handle Proceedings, the SAO provided to Plaintiff a document entitled: "Guide
to First Appearance Court (J - 1) Spring 2020 Edition".  Under the "Miscellaneous Final
Thoughts" portion thereof, the SAO included at page 27 a bullet with this language directed to
ASAs: "Speak clearly for the record. Use the microphones near the podium so that the public in
the back can hear, and there is a clear record for the court reporter". (See Exhibit “S”- Excerpt
from Spring 2020 Guide). However, when Plaintiff had requested from the SAO a similar guide
as in effect in April 2018, the SAO provided him a smaller document that lacked any language
concerning speaking clearly, audibility and use of microphones. Exhibit “T” shows that there
was no such language under the "Miscellaneous Final Thoughts" portion of the Guide effective
in 2018. Nor was there such language anywhere else in the Guide effective in 2018.

70. On March 2, 2020, the SAO responded to certain of Plaintiff's public records
requests. It thereby indicated that any such Guide in effect during the period September 1, 2019,
though February 4, 2019, lacked any references to SAO use of microphones or speaking clearly
or loudly in Proceedings. See Exhibit “0.”

71. Hence the SAO, only sometime after February 4, 2020, and for the first time,
began formally instructing its ASAs in writing to speak clearly and use microphones during

Proceedings.
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72.  The SAO’s communications and actions in their entirety showed that the SAO
failed to make any prompt and material efforts to preserve and protect Plaintiff’s and the public’s
right of access to the courts and the Proceedings.

73.  The SAO could have more assiduously and much earlier protected the rights of
access to the courts held by Plaintiff and the public, with little effort and little or no cost. For
example, the SAO could have responded to Plaintiff's complaints in July 2018, and taken prompt
ameliorative action then. In the last 6 months of 2018 and at any time thereafter, the SAO
could have taken simple and common sense actions. Examples include formally instructing the
ASAs in writing to always speak directly into the microphone situated on the podium in front of
where they stood or sat, moving the microphone to be much closer to the ASAs, tilting the
microphone to make it easier to use, and the like.

74.  The SAO could also have refused to engage in sidebar discussions during
Proceedings, because they were inaudible to Plaintiff and other attendees at such Proceedings.

75. Instead, the SAO took no known substantive action such as those noted above,
until February or March 2020, when it first issued written instructions to ASAs re: use of
microphones and speaking clearly in Proceedings. Those instruction were contained in the
"Guide to First Appearance Court (J - 1) Spring 2020 Edition". (See Exhibit “S” for relevant
excerpt).

76.  Despite having attended over two dozen Proceedings during the last two years,
Plaintiff has not observed ASAs leaning into the microphone situated on the podium in front of
them, or moving the microphone closer to their mouths.

77.  The SAO is obligated to comply with Art. I, §21, Florida Constitution and

common law, concerning the right of access to court proceedings.
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WHEREFORE, and for the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff respectfully requests that
this Court enter a judgment:

a. Finding that the SAO violated Plaintiff’s rights under Art. I, §21 of the Florida

Constitution;
b. Awarding Plaintiff his attorneys’ fees and costs associated with this action; and
C. Making appropriate findings and awarding any such other and further relief,

including judgments, orders, and imposing sanctions, as this Court deems appropriate.

COUNT II
VIOLATION OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT

78.  Plaintiff re-alleges paragraphs 1-26 as if fully set forth herein.

79. Plaintiff is, and has been for all periods relevant hereto, a Duval County resident
and domiciliary who has submitted, and submits, public records requests frequently.

80. On June 3, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to State Attorney Nelson, Public Defender
Cofer and others that, among other things, posed some public records requests to the SAO.
See Exhibit “H.” The transmittal email of the same date further emphasized to the SAO that
Plaintiff was then submitting public records requests. See Exhibit “U.”

81.  For the next 2 months and 5 days, the SAO did not acknowledge such public
records requests, or otherwise respond to them

82.  On August 19, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to State Attorney Nelson regarding his
August 8, 2019, letter to Public Records Custodian Miriam Nelson concerning such delinquency.
Plaintiff notified State Attorney Nelson that public records request delinquencies supported a
potential lawsuit. Plaintiff indicated his preference not to bring legal action, and demanded the

still delinquent public records. See Composite Exhibit “J”
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83. On August 22, 2019, the SAO corrected a delinquency of more than 2 1/2 months
(See Exhibits H and U), but in doing so falsely characterized the delinquency as having been
much shorter. See Exhibit “V.” The SAO therein referred to a reminder about a delinquency
(dated August 8, 2019, not August 12), as opposed to the original public records requests dated
June 3, 2019.

84.  In the October 29, 2019, letter from Mr. Siegel to undersigned counsel (See
Exhibit “N”) Mr. Siegel stated, “I have worked with Mr. Lee over the last couple of years on
issues ranging from the quality of our public records responses to bail and bond.”

85.  On February 4, 2020, Plaintiff submitted public records requests concerning a
number of matters. See Exhibit “W.” Inter alia, Plaintiff referenced the SAO’s provision of
records to him on October 3, 2019, that contained many acronyms and with no key or other
definitions or explanations concerning those acronyms. This forced Plaintiff to pose public
records requests for documents defining acronyms, which he did on November 7, 2019. See
Exhibit “X.” Plaintiff complained, inter alia, that the records the SAO had provided were partly
unintelligible and, therefore he had not received complete responses to some of his public
records requests.

86.  The SAO then provided a document with acronym definitions on November 12,
2019. See Exhibit “Y.”

87.  On January 15, 2020, the SAO responded to Plaintiff’s public records request by
again providing documents which contained more and yet undefined acronyms. See Exhibit Z at
pages 3 —4.

88.  Accordingly, Plaintiff had to request documents defining all such acronyms. Inter

alia, he did so via his letter to the SAO dated February 4, 2020. See Exhibit “W.”
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89.  When a government agency such as the SAO responds to public records requests
by providing records containing acronyms, without providing keys to all such acronyms, the
agency provides records which are, in part, indecipherable to all or many persons requesting such
records. Plaintiff, via his letter to the SAO, showed that the lack of a key or definitions rendered
the SAO’s documents partially unintelligible to him. Plus, the SAO’s lack of consideration
wasted Plaintiff’s time and caused him to suffer delays in obtaining complete and fully
intelligible responses to his public records requests.

90. On March 3, 2020, Public Records Custodian Miriam Nelson sent Plaintiff a list
of “Common Terms” dated November 3, 2014, that is, at best, an outdated partial response to
prior requests seeking definitions of acronyms. See Composite Exhibit “AA”

91.  In all or most public records requests Plaintiff submitted to the SAO, Plaintiff
requested written estimates of costs and charges, if any, before he would decide whether or not
he would accept estimates and pay for work performed by SAO employees.

92.  In response, the SAO often provided Plaintiff with estimates and invoices that
were unintelligible and capricious. The SAO never told Plaintiff what persons were performing
the services and what that person was paid. The charges were never justified. A government
entity should not submit estimates or invoices to submitters of public records requests for
employee time in such a way as to deny the submitter information sufficient to ascertain whether
or not the submitter is being unlawfully charged.

93. In his letter to the SAO dated November 7, 2019, (See Exhibit “X”), Plaintiff
requested documents “verifying and justifying” certain hourly rates previously charged to

Plaintiff.
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94.  The SAQO’s charges to Plaintiff concerning the costs of its employees’ time (with
no employee names provided) in responding to public records requests were capricious. The
estimates and invoices the SAO provided Plaintiff in the period from July 2018 through February
2020 for the time of unnamed employees indicated an hourly rate equating to exact dollar
amounts six times out of seven. Among these:

a. On July 19, 2018, the SAO charged $12.00 per hour for employee time (type of
employee unstated);

b. On February 4, 2019, the SAO charged $36.00 per hour for an administrator’s
“extended project rate,” with no explanation of what that means;

C. In October 2019 the SAO twice charged $26.00 per hour for administrative time
at the “extensive rate,” with no explanation of what that means;

d. On October 24, 2019, the SAO charged $50.00 per hour for ASA time;

€. On February 28, 2020, the SAO charged $15.00 per hour at the “extended project
rate — clerical” and $39.00 per hour at the “extended project rate — administrator,” with no
explanation of what those rates mean.

95. SAO ASAs and administrators are paid on a salaried basis. The standard
calculation for determining an hourly rate from an annual salary rate is to divide the employee’s
annual salary by 2,080 hours. Doing so rarely results in an exact dollar amount per hour. (In a
large random sample this would occur 1% of the time.) Therefore, it appears the SAO used
rounded or arbitrary rates perhaps to Plaintiff’s detriment and never provided any details to
enable Plaintiff to ascertain the amounts of such detriment, if any, and the propriety of the SAO’s

conduct.

20



96.  On February 9, 2020, Plaintiff submitted public records requests concerning these
and other matters. See Exhibit “BB”

97. On March 4, 2020, Public Records Custodian Miriam Nelson sent Plaintiff an e-
mail explaining the basis for the rates charged or estimated, and including a Salary Report that
lists the salaries of all employees within the SAO. See Composite Exhibit “CC.” While the e-
mail was sent 25 days after Plaintiff’s February 9, 2020, public records request, Plaintiff
originally requested this information in his October 31, 2019, letter to the SAO See Exhibit “P”.

98.  Such email and records were provided late. The email continued to show that the
SAQ’s policy concerning charging for employees’ time in responding to public records requests
was arbitrary, capricious, and unlawful.

99.  To the extent that the SAO has provided estimates to Plaintiff or charged Plaintiff
for the provision of public records without adequate explanations of the basis for these estimates
and charges, the SAO has violated F.S. § 119.07(4)(d).

100. By delayed acknowledgments of public records requests, by delays producing
some requested records, by failing to provide adequate explanations for such delays and failures,
and by providing documents containing acronyms thus forcing requesters to seek additional
definitional records, the SAO has violated the Public Records Act.

101. The records that Plaintiff has requested from the SAO are not subject to any
statutory exemption and no valid claims of exemption were timely asserted.

102. Plaintiff is entitled to the recovery of his reasonable attorney’s fees pursuant to §
119.12, Fla. Stat. See, e.g., Office of the State Attorney for 13th Judicial Circuit of Florida v.

Gonzalez, 953 So. 2d 759, 764 (Fla. 2d DCA 2007).
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103. Section 119.12 is a means of compensating members of the public who have filed
civil actions against agencies and individuals serving as public records custodians to enforce the
provisions of Florida’s Public Records Act.

104. Plaintiff is entitled to a refund of amounts that the SAO charged him in violation
of the Public Records Act; i.e. amounts charged him in July 2018 and later.

WHEREFORE, and for the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this
Court set this case for immediate hearing, giving it priority over other pending cases pursuant to

§ 119.11(1), Fla. Stat. and enter a final judgment:

a. declaring that the SAO failed to comply with its statutory duties pursuant to the
Public Records Act;
b. awarding Plaintiff his attorneys’ fees and costs associated with this action

pursuant to § 119.12, Fla. Stat

C. awarding Plaintiff a reimbursement of all charges and fees paid beginning in July
2018 for public records provided to him by the SAO; and

d. making appropriate findings and awarding any such other and further relief,
including judgments, orders, and imposing sanctions, as this Court deems appropriate.

COUNT III
WRIT OF MANDAMUS

105. Plaintiff re-alleges paragraphs 1- 77 as if fully set forth herein.
106. Plaintiff has a clear legal right, articulated by Art. I, §21, Florida Constitution, to
access to the courts to attend and hear judicial proceedings.

107. Plaintiff has a common law right of unrestricted access to judicial proceedings.
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108. The SAO is a government entity whose duty is to promptly comply with the Florida
Constitution.
109. The SAO has failed to discharge its duty as a government entity to promptly provide
access to the courts and effective attendance at judicial proceedings.
110. A writ of mandamus is required to compel the SAO to perform certain legally
required and nondiscretionary duties pursuant to the Florida Constitution.
WHEREFORE, and for the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this
Court immediately issue an Alternative Writ in Mandamus ordering the SAO to show cause as to
why the SAO should not be ordered to enable effective attendance at judicial proceedings and, if
no disputed factual issues are raised by the SAO’s response, enter a final judgment including a
writ in mandamus ordering the SAO to comply with its constitutionally imposed duties under the
Art. 1, §21, Florida Constitution, awarding Plaintiff his attorney’s fees and costs associated with
this action, Plaintiff having complied with § 284.30, Fla. Stat., if applicable, and making
appropriate findings and awarding any such other and further relief as this Court deems
appropriate.

Respectfully submitted by,

BROMAGEN, RATHET, KLEE & SMITH P.A.

/s/ Brooks Rathet
BROOKS C. RATHET
Florida Bar No. 0077658
HERBERT B. ARMSTRONG
Florida Bar No. 1010332
Attorneys for Curtis Lee
135 2P Avenue North, Suite #1
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250
(904) 242-0860 Telephone
(904) 242-0830 Facsimile
eservice@bromagenlaw.com
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Via mail Curtis W. Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville F1. 32222
904 - 619-2422
curtleeb9 @aol.com
July 23, 2018

The Hon. Charles Cofer, Publlc Defender

Public Defender’s Office, Fourth Judiclal Circult (PDO)

407 N. Laura St,

Jacksonville FL 32202

AND

Tha Hon. Hark Mahon, Chief Judge,

©On behalf of all Judges holding office In the Fourth Judictal Cireult {“FICY)

501 W. Adams St.

Jacksonville FL 32202

AND

Melissa Nefson, Esq., State Attorney,

State Attorney's Office, Fourth judicial District (SAO}

311 W. Mowroe St

Jacksonville FI. 32202

Re: Systematic violations of the law by focal judges, misconduct by the SAQ and PDO, related
mattars, my recommendations and plans, etc.

Dear judges Cofer and Mahon, and Ms. Nelson:

 already wrote to all of you about the systematic violations of faw and other abuses that occur daily in Jacksonvifle,
Our local eriminal justice system is serlously flawed; thousands of arrestees have had and are having their statutory and
constitutional rights violated. Thls letteris Intended to summarlze matters, provide some documentation, and set forth my
recommendations and plans. | write ta all of you as you laad the 3 entitles that are falting us, and you thus are the persans
that can correct a rotten status quo.

| am out of town from July 26 untif Aug. 11, 2018, If you wish to communicate with me then, please email me, or call
my cell phone at 804 - 309 - 3013,

1 will start with my recommendations, and follow with discussion about current abuses, etc. | believe some of my
recommendations can be Implemented within a week or two, and all my recommendations ean be adopted within 90 days -
many remedies simply entall Instructing Judges and staff what to start and stop dolng, and following through.  {l askthat the
easler reforms not be held hostage to reforms that may take longer to effectuate.)

if | conclude that there is no interast In my recommendations and In correcting the abuses discussed hereln, I will be
" forcad to complain to other antities, as the status quo Is disgraceful and unacceptable, and provably so, ftis, in fact, truly
disgraceful that Judges here In Jacksonvifle, who shauld and do know the law, knowingly violate the law. If anyone does not
fully understand my recommendations ar the reasoning behind them, please contact me.

1. Recommendations,

{1} That the SAD, to the extent it makes recommendations fo judges at twice - daily first appearances, concerning ball
and other conditlons of pretrial release, always record its recommendations in writing, and always keeps those
recormnmendations for time periods consistent with SAQ norms and rules, as they are public records.

{2} That)udges likewlse keep such records.

{3} ‘The 5A0 clearly has been submitting bail recommendations to judges in secret from time ta time.  This refusal of
both parties - SAO and Judges — to take such Important governmental actions In open court is improper and should
cease, Indeed, when [ attend first appearances, | can see Judgas reading papers, some of which likely are or include
such SAO recommendations, as the judge then discusses some but likely not alf of those recommendations In open
court, thus showing that they were previously secretly submitted. All SAO recommendations re: ball and other



{4

(5)

- {6)

(7)

@

(%)

conditions of pretrial release, whether In wiiting or verbally, should be made In open caurt, (The status qua prevents
any outsider from evaluating SAQ recommendations re: bail and other conditions of pretrial release, for bias etc. )

That more Judges be assigned to handle tha twice daily first appearances, so that they have time to actually camply
with the complex requirements of FL Statutes sectlon $03.046, concerning ball and other conditions of pretrial
release.  This law enurnerates 13 criterla or sets of criteria that judges “shall consider” prior to making individual
declstons on ball and other conditions of arrestees’ pretefal release. | have repeatedly Informed all of you that, based
upon observations as well as public records requests, It Is clear that all or most judges are totally ignoring thelr
obligations under FL Statutes section 903.046, which means that they are violating state law, This is a daily disgrace,

That the FIC develop workshests to assist judges In doing this, that judges use such worksheets re: every arfestee at
flrst appearance, and that such documents shall be public records so that the publle and others can know If judges are
actually complying In full and in good faith with FL Statutes section 903.046. (Without such documents, there s no
praof that judges are complylng with the law, and given the past multiyear pattem of hon - compiiance, the public
will rightly conclude that lacal judges continue to defy FL Statutes section 903.046.)

That setting of bail be reformead so that the economic bias inherent In the status quo Is ellminated, See myletter to
all of you and the Sherlff, dated 1/21/18, which has attachments, for more datalls re: this recommandation, and for
more discussion re: the lllegal and abusive nature of the status quo, and why such recommendations are apropos.

That local judges (a) stop violating tha 6™ Amd. to the U. S. Constitution and simllar provisions of the FL Constitution,
and stop in effect acting as both a judge, and tha attorney, for the defendant - not only tllegal, but a conflict of
interest, {b) appoint the PDO as counsel to defendants at all twlce — daily first appearances, and have the PDO
accompany the defendant with opportunity te confer, as he or she stands at the podium at first appearance, prior to
the judge asking defendants to enter pleas, and prior to the judge making declstons re: ball and other condltions to
pretrial release, so that the PDO has a real opportunity to assist defendants In these matters, and (¢ ) Instruct fudges
to refuse to accapt any pleas or male such ball and related dedistons untit the defendants have had a chance to
confer with the PDO, ([See Rothgery v. Gillespla Co. Tx, {554 US 191, 2008). The constitutional right to counsel
commences at the start of first appearance. Judges in Jacksonville have violated said holding for about 10 years
now. Thisis shocking and Inexcusable, The Wikipedia summary of this case is appended; the full decision Is too
lengthy to append (49 pages).

That the PDO attorneys present at first appearances be proactive, represent the defendants at tha first moment they
are before the Judge, and Insist that Judges comply with (7) above, and object if they do not, and mave to vacate pleas
and/ortake other appropriate actions in the event of such judicial misconduct.

That judges not deprive arrestees of their constitutional rights to be present in court while judges make decisions re:
them, simply because arrestees are chatting or otherwise engaged o minor misconduct,  Other punishments can be
meted out that do not entall loss of such rights.  See page 4 at [b) for more detall.

{16) That all defendants who fell victim to the above Judicial abuses should hava all pleas and adverse judicial decisions in

thelr cases vacated, if thelr cases are closed. If charges still pand, the charges In thelr cases should be dropped.

{11) That the Judges, SAD and PDO should take all necessary action to study {or cause a study of) the costs to taxpayers of

the ball status quo.  NY City conducted a study that showed that Its ball status quo cost its taxpayers about $116
millton peryear. (| e,, many indigent arrestees were eligible for bail but could not post it, and thus spent extra days,
weeks or months In jall, at taxpayer expense, In addition to suffering personally. The enormous cost to NY City
taxpayers of its status quo, suggests that the costs to Jacksonville taxpayers likely total $ milltons per annum.)

{12} All persons arrested for non - violent offenses and without a history of viotence should not have their hands, arms,

feet and legs shackled, This Is harmful and humiliating and facks justificatlon re: most arrestees.  All arrestees are
harmed because a small minority were or might be violent. Collective punishment ts immoral and Unamerican.

{13) That microphones shoufd always be on, and that Judges should always speak Into the microphane. {was unable to

hear substantial portions of the July 20, 2018 afternoon first appearance, as Judge Floyd did not turn his microphone
on for many minutes as at least S defendants were processed. This farcad me to complain to a balliff, who initlally
ignored me, until | got up and complained again, and told him that | was a retired attorney. This caused the bailiff ta



actually get up and [nform another balltff who In turn informed a third baillff so that. Finally, the microphone was
turned on. Thereafter, ludge Floyd still frequently falled to speak into the microphone, Qur constitutional rights are
mocked when we cannot hear court proceedings.  Plus, many family members and friends of arrestees were present
that day, and they were unable to hear the proceedings also. Itould see the dismay and aggravation in their eyes
and body langusge,  Conslder rethinking the entire system of microphones In Courtroom 1 - 1 — where they are and
thelr volume settings. Conslder the needs of the public, and stop treating them so dismissively. (The SAQ attorney
on July 20 mostly falled to speak into his microphone, atso. He, and afl SAQ attorneys, need to be better instructed.)

2. Discussion concerning current Wlegal and abuslve conduct, and concerning some of the above recommendations.

1 have attended 3 “First Appearances” this year, beginning on 5/21/18, In Courtroom ) — 1, i downtown Jacksonville.
| plan to continue to do so, and collect data and documents re: the many Judges who are violating the law. Likewise, | will
collect data and documents re; misconduct on the part of the SAD and PDO.

1 will now discuss some fow points of those first appearances - what | observed and read, and my objections to what
happened, ete. | will not discuss other aspacts of the July 20 first appearance as | have not yet had time to review my notes.

Unlawful and Improper aspects of that §/21/18 first appearance are also mentioned inthe 2™ and 3" attachments to
thisletter. As the enclosed transeript excerpt (along with my notes thereon) shows, {a} Judge Ferguson promised to appoint
the PDO as defendants’ counsel, but sometimes did not, (b} Judge Ferguson wrongly and repeatedfy encouraged and induced
persons without counsel present, to plead gulity (see bottom of the st and top of the 2™ page of the transcript excerpt).
Mostly he was succassful, which exacerbated the misconduct.  {c) Judge Ferguson encouraged defendants to give up their 5
amendment rights I and to the extent they were charged with misdemeanars,

This conduct was unlawful and outrageous, and the defendants so victimized deserve relief,

The transcelpt of the 5/21/18 first appearance, morning session, Is too fengthy to append — 102 pages.  If anyane
wants a copy, | can emaif it.  Without Nimitation, as it Is often hard to fully keep up with massive viclations of the faw such as
accurred on 5/21/18, 1 call your attention to additional pages of sald transcript, which show misconduct suchas the following:

» Judge Ferguson at pg. 4 sald that! "in most casas there was probable cause for the arrest.”  This was too quickly and
caralessly concluded, and mocks defendants’ rights, There is no proof he spent any time at all pelor to so stating,

o Judge Ferguson at pp. 8, 9, 12, 16, 18, 24, 25, 28, 31, 41 etc,, mentioned the SAQ's bail recommendations. However,
these recommendations were not announced in open court, which means that they were provided by the SAO to the
judge In secret, probably before the first appearance commanced, and are thus unavatlable to me or others. ({The
SAQ separately admitted in writing that it does not keep copies of its written ball recommendatlons, and does not
record its oral bail recommendations,  This misconduct — which bespeaks contempt for the purposes behind the
Public Records Act - has the effect, and perhaps was intended, to e.g. defeat third parties’ efforts to sea If SAO
recommendatlons concerning ball and other conditions of pretiial release, are blased, Plus, dolng as | suggest would
be slmple.

s  ThelJudge at page 17 announced to arrestees: “If you're charged with a misdemeanor, feel free to tell me your side of
the story, but If you're charged with a felony, you really need to exercise your right to remain silent.” itismost
troubling that a judge would encourage anyone — especially defendants who lack counsel - to waive his or her g
amendment rights.,

s See pages 20— 21 of that transcript. Judge Ferguson called Albert Walden to the podium - where defendants are
addressed by the Judge. The Judge told Mr. Walden, in part: “I'd fike to resolve the misdemeanor this morning.. ..
How do you plead...” Mr. Walden ~who did not have the PDO as his counsel as the Judge did not appolnt the PDO
to represent him, and the PDO was not next to Mr. Walden and speaking with him about such matter ~pled guilty.
This was a crystal clear violation of the 6% amendment and the Rathgery holding, | criticize the PDO attorney present
as well, as she stayed seated, and did not walk over to Mr. Walden and confer with him.  Indeed, the PDO attorney
present on 5/21/18 showed no chutzpah or ereativity ~the violations of faw that | noticed should have been noticed
by her also, and she should have acted, {Likewise, the SAO attorney should not have stayed sllent either.} W the PDO
attorney had objected, Mr. Walden’s Hights would be better protectad, even had the objection fafled on May 21,



s The same type of ilegal conduct occurred re: the following arrestees/defendants, many of whom were then
Immedlately sentenced, and none of whom had attorneys with them when Judge Ferguson asked them to plead,
Ms. Bell pled guilty, (Transeript, page 32,) Ditto—Ms, Scherzer at page 35.  Ditto Murray Scott at p. 37, Vicki
McGruder at 42 — 43, Vanessa Plnkston at 43 — 44, Ms, Harris at 48, Xavler Willlams at 53— 54 {he {lrst pled not puilty,
and then changed to gullty after helng urged to do so by Judge Ferguson), and Gregory Willlams at 55 {he pled no
contest, whereas others pled gullty).

¢ Additional defendants, all agaln put on the spat by Judge Ferguson, and all lacking counsel, also wers asked to plead
by the Judge that day, and pled gullty. Robert Watkins {see transcript pp. 55—~ 56), Zachariah Teeling (pp. 56— 57},
Phillp Hararow (pp. 57 - 58), Loran Jolola {p. 58), loshua Powers {p. 67), Andrew Berry {p. 77, Hayward 8iggins {p.
78}, Willlam Steward (p. 79), Scott Mitchelt {p. 88}, Tryron Hyatt {p. 89), Jamfe Craft [p. 91~ he first pled no contest,
and then the Judge querled — “Plead gullty?” — and Mr, Craft then pled gulity), Oliver Moore and Ms, Pinkston (pp. 94
—156), and Sheldon Grant {p. 100},

s Seapp. 72-74 ofthe transcript, Robert Baker, lacking counsel, denled committing battery and sald that he Just
wanted to get back to work, After much salesmanship on the part of Judge Ferguson, Mr. Baker pled no contest.
Mr. Baker, llke the other defendants, lacked an attorney.  Judge Ferguson engaged In massive misconduct here, by:
{1)acting as Judge and.lawyer, re: Mr, Baker, {2) pushing Mr. Baker to plead to his detriment, and (3} ignoring Mr.
Baker’s statement that he was Innocent, and was only giving in for economlc reasons. The judge should have
rejected Mr. Baker's plea, ROR'ed Mr. Baker and let Mr. Baker assert his claim of innocence without having to suffer
fusther economic loss. 1t 7s revelting and Unamerican for a jutlge to push a person whao claims Innacence, to plead
anything but not guilty.

e  Thess constant and repeated acts of judicial misconduct are so troubling, and so talnted defendants’ rights, that alf
defendants pracessed on May 21, 2018 should have charges dropped, if they still pend, or have pleas and rulings
vacated and records expunged, at no cost to defendants.  The conduct of Judge Ferguson was Indefensible.

See my enclased letters to Judge Cofer dated 5/24/18 and 7/1/18, which, respectively, detail the unlawful judicial
canduct, and lmproper conduct of SAO and PO attorneys, at first appearances held on 5/21/18 and 6/25/18. These
docurnents discuss some details not mentioned above,  Also —since | do not have the transeript of the B/25/18 first
appearance (afternoon session}, f urge you to focus on these worst aspects of the 6/25/18 first appearance (afternaon sesslon):

(a} .Judge Eckley elected one arrestes, for apparently talking quietly to someone seated behind him. The offense was so
minimal that | heard nothing. | belteve his last name was Braoks. Judge Eckley then set ball for him, after she had
forced him to return to tha Jall.  Thus, she deprivad Mr, Braoks of the chance to argue for lower bail or ROR. This
was unfalr and troubllng,  Mr. Brooks deserves to go free if charges still pend, or have his plea, charges and
convictions, If any, vacated,

{b) Judge Eckley accepted a plea from Henty Felder, who did not have any attorney present, M. Felder accepted the '
-SAO offer of tme served. The problem was that Mr. Felder stated that he took such actions as he neaded to work.
This statement in effect was — *| Henry Felder have to accept same sort of guilt and punishment because | am poor,
need to get back to work right away and can’t assert my rights for these reasons.” The judge should have rejected
the plea, and the PDO attorney should have Intervened. Defendants who admit guilt for reasons other than their
acknowledgment that they are gulity, need to be protected, The SAO attorney likewise should not have sat there
stemtly. Felder also should have fis plea, charges and conviction vacated,

Note that ] am not necessarily catching 100% of the misconduct re: the first appearances on 5/21/18 and 6/25/18,
What should disturb and frighten you, and motivate you to act, is that | was ahle to find numerous viofations of the faw
committed by judges, merely via attendance at 2 first appearauces, (I just attended my third first appearance In 2018, 3
days ago, and am not now ready to comment an It}

3, Conclusions, and going forward

1am 61 years old, well - Informed, capable, Independent and tenaclous.  lam prepared to spend much time and
money (if need be) to correct the abuses and iilegal conduct | here discuss, Thus, | sugeest to all of you that it Is wise, as well
as necessary under the law and In order to make Jacksonville a better and less unjust place, for you to treat my complaints



serlously, and adopt the reforms | request, for the reasons § set forth,  Given what 1 know and have done, which ] suspect
exceeds what most or all athers have done, | suggest that you all should Involve me in making reforms, assuming you will do so.

Pleasa contact me promptly with any questions and concerns. Please recognize thet ) would much rather assist you
in correcting legal and unjust procedures, than take other actions.  Please keep the following in mind, also. Nona of you
have, in ray view, any tenable defense should you decide to do nothing about these {ilegal and abusive aspects of the status
quo, after having baen Informed of same. There Is no upside for any of you to continue to ignore Injustice tn Jacksonville.
Please don't defend an unjust status quo.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Enclosures, printed two —sided.  Handwritten markings thereon are mine:

s Wikipedia summaty, Rethgery v. Giflesple Co. TX (554 US 191, 2008). (The Supreme Court opinfon is lengthy — 49
printed pages. Henca, t provide this summary. All can and should read the declsion, which ¢an be found online.}

=  Excerpt, transcript, first appearance, 5/21/18, morning sesslon, Judge Ferguson presiding. {2 pages)

e My5/21/18 letter to Judge Cofer of the PDO, concerning the 5/21/18 first appearance {a.m.} (2 pages}
s My 7/1/18 |etter to Judge Cofer, concerning the 6/25/18 first appearance (p.m.) {2 pages)

e My7/9/18 emall to all of you, and others. {1 page) .

o My 7f18/18 emall to all of you, and others. (1 page)
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Gina Logan

From: curtlee59@aol.com

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2020 10:34 AM

To: herb@bromagenlaw.com '

Subject: Fwd: enclosed letter, complaints re Judge, SAO atty, etc.
Attachments; Cofer, Nelson 72518.docx

~---Qriginal Message-—-
To: mwnelson@col.net; ccofer@pd4.col.net

Co: sslegsl@coj.net
Sent: Wed, Jul 25, 2018 10:11 am

Subject: enclosed letter, complaints re Judge, SAQ alty, etc.

Judge Cofer and Ms, Nelson:

Please read the enclosed letter, which complains about Judge Floyd and a SAO attorney whose name | do nof have,
thanks to his knowing refusal to speak into the microphone at first appearance on July 20, and thanks to Judge Flayd's
frequent failures In such respects.

 also recently mailed to you my letter dated July 23, with attachments.

The first appearance progess Is rife with abuse, as the malling to you also shows. Itis my hope that we all can talk
further about such matters, and that there will be prompt Improvements to a rotten status quo where defendants’ civil
rights are routinely and systematically violated.

| will be out of town from tomorrow through Aug 11, but can be reached via email.

Curt Lee



Via emall Curtis W. Lee
7124 Claremont Greek Dr,
Jacksonvilie FL 32222
904~ 6192422
curtleeBi@aokcom
July 25, 2018
Tha Hon. Charles Cofer,
Public Dafender
Office of Public Defender, 4% Judiclal Cireult {PDQ)
407 N, Laura’st,
Jacksanvifle FL 32202
AND
Mellssa Nelson, Esq, .
State Attorney
State Attornay’s Office {[SAO}
311 W, Monrpe St

acksonville FL 82202
Re: My attendance at First Appearance on'7/20/18, cammeancing at about 2:00 pr. Judge

Floyd presided. Some commeénts and-concerns re:.conduct of judge, SAQ and athers
Dear Judge Cafer and Melissa;

This latter deseribes misconduct that occutred during first appearance In Courtroam ) -3, onthe aftemoon of
7/20/18, Judge Floyd presided.  § attended such procaedings on that day.

 caution that Iam not certain Fhave spelled alt names menttoned below, correctly, Judge Floyd's failure to turn on
his microphone for many minutes, and the later frequent failures of the Judge, and the SAQ attainay, to speak into a
microphane, meant that | often rissed portions of what was sald,  This continaes ta be a mafor prohlem. {See.ny 7/23/18
letter to hath of you and Judge Mahon, which was malled, and which you may already hava recelved, for more detall)

Judge Floyd, fike Judges Ferguscn and Ecidey, hever mentioned Florida Statutes 903,046, and neverfollowed any of s
requirements when [t came to making ball decislons,  Also, on 7/20/18, the PRO attorney never objected to violations of that
statute, and haver objected to any of the other abuses discussed here,  This falllire on the part of jutdges to follow stata law
rer the setting of bafls, 1s inexcusable, aspedlally as it undercuts the civil rights of criminal defendants who often are indigent,

My other complaints and commants, to the extent | saw anything that did not seam right, are thess;

{1) ‘the first defendant processed at this first appearance, wheta | could hear anything atall, bacguse Judge Foyd finally
turned on the mike, was Antonlo Griffin, Atleast 5 other persons were procassed beforz him, end | cotdd not hear
whatwas sald and done, This was wrong, as previously.discussed,

(2) 'The processing of Mr. Grlffin prasented an Interesting issue.  Tha SAQ and PDO laywer were conferring with the
Judge for several minutes, via & sidebar. 1 could hear nathing, I clalm there Is no fustificatlon for such discusslons,
whigh ganriot be heard by puliic attendeas and likely are not recorded by court reporters,  Sidebars can be
apprapriate I telals, whers matters are discussed that shotild notbe heard by the Jury.. However, therals.no juryat
o flrst appearance. And, most Iikely, the fudge and attorneys were discussing 2 plea deal, during Court proceedings,
and the SAO was making ball recomimendations.  These disrusslans and statefents should have hagn held In open
cayrt, for all to hear; end racarded, I you disagrea, please enplain why,

(3) Severa) defendants wera subsequently processed. | missed large parts of what was sald, ever though the
microphone was on, because the Judge fraguently was not talking Into {t and compounded this miscondyct by
mumbiing. The end result was that much If not most of what was stpposed to he open court proceedings, were

concealed from the public,

{4) Ret Jonathan Ellory—Judge Floyd asked the SAQ to recommiend ball,  The SAQ altorney made no effort to speak into
the microphone (and because this miseanduct kept oceurring, | think he Intentionally refused to make this effort),
Thus, | could not hear what the SAC attomey recomimended. 1 suggest that, for this veasab, and as further discussed,
the SAO attoriey In attendance at the 7/20/18 first appearance, afternoon sesslon, be disciglinad,



{5} Ditto~re: Arthur Laney ~the SAQ attorney spake ahout ball, { bellave (thanks to Jater context). |could not hear as
that atterney refused to speak inta the microphone.

{6) Re:ulius Smith—lydge Floyd mumbled as ha spoke,. Thus, regardig this defondant, § was unable to heay all that he
sald. After the processing of Tyrone Davls, Judge Floyd was often Inaudible as well, Durlng the processing of Mr.
Davis, the SAO attomey spoke, and was agaln Inaudible.  {Note— this awful SAO attornay —who appeared to
Intentionally refuse to use a microphune — was bad In this respect, In comparison with the other SAO attarneys |
witnessed as belng presentat first appearances.  The other SAQ attarneys spoke Into the microphanes and were
audible,)

(7) he: the processing of Frederick Johnson and someone with the last name of Marshall — fudge Floyd was again
Inaudible. Ditto: the next 2 defendants then processed, Ditta —Pamela Scott,

(8) Re: defendant Lavelle Pearsan - thera was another Improper sidebar amongst Judge Floyd and the PDQ and SAQ
attorneys, The public could hear nathing. See (2) above for why such actions wera improper.

{8} Cantrast such actions with communications betwixt the PDO and defendants - which are, sadiy, rare at flrst
appearances, thanks to misconduct such as what so frequently was practiced by Judge Ferguson:  Such defendant~

attorney conversations are praperly private,

{10) 1 often saw Judga Floyd reviawlng papers on July 20, 2018, as he discussed bail ete. | was tao far away and the angle
of my line of slitht w2 not conduclve, to see what those pagers.salid, Tharefore, § conelude, agaln, that the SAG
secretly provided Its ball recommendatlons to the Judge and the Judge alone. Yet those written recommendations
are public actions and the relflcations thereof are public recards, Such end runs around the Publle Recards Act are

Improper as praviously discussad,

thEt

| departed at about 3:33 p.m. on luly 20,2018, 21 defendants stilf had rot been processed,

Thus, | conclude that Judge Flayd and the SAO attorney whose nate | do nat have, engaged n the abova —descrihed
misconduct. Please adviseifyou will bie erdering a transeript of such praceedings, Have questions, would [ike to meet or talk
an the phone, stc.

My recommendations contalned In my letter dated 7/23/18, If adopted, would prevent racurrance of such
misconduct, Plus, ludge Flayd, like fudges Ferguson and Eckley, should ba criticlzed to deter future misconduct,

Thank you. Please contact ma with any questiona or concarns,
Sincerely,
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Via emall Curtls W, Lee
7124 claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
904 - 6192422
surtlee50@aok.com
Oct, 1, 2018
“The Hon, Charles Cofer,
Public Defender
Offlcs of Public Defender, 4™ fuddiclat Cireult {PDO)
407 N.taura St
Sacksonville FL 32202
AND
Mellssa Nelson, Esq,
State Attorney
State Attorney’s Office (SAO}
311 W, Monroe St,
Jacksonviila FL 32202
Re: My attendance at First Appearance on 9/28/18, In courtroam § —1, starting about 1:30 p.m.
udge Hudsan presided.  Some comments and concarns ve: conduct of judgs, SAO, PDO ete.,

How the SAD and DO are ensnared in judiclal violations of FL Statutes re: settlng ball, and thus
put themsefves at risk, Recommendations. :

Continuad diserimination agatnst men ra: Judiclally Imposed drass sode,
Deat Judge Cofer and Mallssa

This letter discisses first appearance in Courteoom )1, In the afternoon of 9/28/18. Judge Hudson presided. 1
attended such proceedings,

1would hava praferred to wear shorts while attending, os | would have been cooler,  But, Ih light of the previously
posted discriminatory drass code promulgated by the Chief Judge or a subordinate, as well os the perladic diserlminatory
enforcement of sald policy by a bad iSO balllff, 1 did not, as{ feared | woyld be barred from attending on 5/28/18, Yeta
woman was admitted Into the courtroom as a public attendee, wearlng short shorts. 3 am tired of this governmantal anti~
mala prejudice and dlsparate trzatment, Ballifls have carte blanche to discriiminate.

Flrst appearance had just stdrted minutes hefore 1:30 p.m.. Vet other judges normally commience first appearances’
afterncon sesslons, after 2:00, Judge Flower commenced his first appearance {or at least the portion of it where he delgned ta
permit the public to attend) at ahout 3:15 p.m., on 9/6/18, This wide varlance makas It hard for persens who plan to attend
first appasrances, to plan thelr days, and ends up wasting tha time of all public attendees,

Judge Hudson, unlike some other judges, appeats not to have viclated dny defendant’s right to counsel, at least not
on 9/28/18. | could not hear some names and rernarks on occasion — the faflure of persons to conslstently speak Into
microphones continues to he a problem.

Judge Hudson repeatadly sought bafl recommendations from the SAG, and adopted them without any changes, re:
several defendants, At some other Himes, sha appearad to have required ball In excess of the SAO recammendatlons,

As o resalt of the above, the following problems arlse, and ) can make o fuss about thern. Refevant officlals In
Jacksonville seem ta want me to do so, because none ara pushing to change tertaln unlaw/fut aspects of the status quo.
{Privata conversations may help, but are not systematle, They may not have lasting results, and they represent government
actions that cannot ba obtalned or sagn by others using the Public Records Act) Here Is a recitation of jutliclal misconduct that
occurred on 9/28/18,

{1} Judga Hutson, ika other Judges, violated FL. Statutes section 803.046 160% of the time on 9/28/18, ve: setting ball, §
ask Ms, Nelson to read such statute.}

{2) Betause tha SAD attorney regulasly secommended bail on that day, without encoursging of yrglng Judge Hudson to
abide by the requirements of sald Statuta, the SAO was complicit in Judge Hudson’s violation of the law,




{3) Therefors, 1 ask the SAQ to stop being complicit In such violations of law, which could be accomplished as follows:

»  Tha SA0 could stop recommending ball, to protectltself, {E.g., If) am forced to complaln to others about the
unlvarsal Judlclat practics In Jacksanville of viclating FL Statutes saction 903,046, § wiil be forced to state that the 540,
snd the PDO, have not only dona nathing to stap stich untawful conduct, but witness such violations of the law daily,
and know of such violations as they hava bean previously apprised, and could have taken but did not take steps to
stop such vialations of the law,)

»  The SAQ and PDO could state an the racard that they urge the presiding judge to comply and articulate compiliance
with FL Statutes section 903,046, re: each defendant, 1F a judge violated the law during a trial, counsel would object,
Why he sifent when you two know, snd SAD and PDO lawyers should know, thut the judges are — before thelr very
eyes—violating the law to the detriment of defendants?

(4) Asitls, when the SA recommends ball, end a [udge accepts such recommentlation, the SAO thereby does nothing to
undo the evils of the unfawful status quo, and as a result, the indigant may wallow In Jall while mara prosperous
persons can sacure thele prompt release. I you read FL Statutes section 903,048 carefully, you will se2 that careful
compllonce with that statute kely would rasult In greater us of RORs.

these repeated, knowing violatlons of FL taw by local judges and offlcials, all of them attorneys, 5 troubling and
indefensible, and must stop, [ you refuse to assist, you wilt continue to be on the wrong side of justice,

Judga Hudson did one other thing tiat offended me.  She announced near the start of irst appearance that she had
found proboble cause fn all caves,  This showed Improper haste and eaprice. Thers were at least 45 defendants seated In the
Courtraom nt the timo of het rematk,  In my view, having attended first appearances, and raviewed many CORE records, It is
¢lear that Judges regularly violate Constitutional and statutary tequlrements relating to determination of probable cause, also.

Evll persists If those In power refuse to change desplte knowing of those evils,

Please take the actions | have suggasted, and please contact me with any questions or congetns, | contimie to be
wllling to meet with persons who are Interested In learnihg more.

Thank you,

1

Sinceraly,

Ce: L. Buzzell, PDO
$. Slegal, SAD




STATE ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
FourtH JupiciaL CircurT oF FLORIDA

MEeLissa WiLLiaMsoN NELsoN 311 WEST MONROE STREET
. JAGKUONVILLE, FLORIDA 83208
STATE ATTORNEY (604) 255.-300%

MWHNELSONGCOJNEY

October 16, 2018

Curtls Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Drive
Jacksonville, BT, 32222

RE; First Appearance/Bail
Dear Cutt:

Thank you for your recent letter and your continued interest in improving -our criminal justice
system, You raise several points in your letter. As I have stated previously,'f am comunitted 10 an
equitable bail system in the Fourth Judicial Circuit, Last year, I began working with the Vera
Institute of Justice on this very issue. Representatives from Vera have been collecting data will be
making another slte visit later this month.

As you note in your letter, Chapter 903, .S, governs bail in Florida. By statiite, the purpose of a bail

proceeding is to enstre the appeatance of the criminal defendaint at subsequent proceedings and to
protect the cormnunity against unreasonable danger from a sximinal defendant, Since becoming
State Attoxney, I have implemented a rigorous training system for-my appoinfed Assistant State
Attorneys, The Assistant State Attoxneys who appear regularly in Fivst Appearance understand the
principles stated in Chapter 903 and are charged with making appropriate bail recommendations
based on those principles,

From your letter, T understand you are concerned about the <dress code in First Appearance as well
as the behavior of certain bailiffs, Although locatéd at the Pre-Trial Detention Pacility, Courtroom J-1
is a courtroom, The presiding judge governs matters within his or her courtroom, including the
dress code and the conduct of the bailiffs,

In a previous letter, you asked whether the State Attorney’s Office records or otherwise catalogues
bail xecommendations, Whent the State Attorney’s Office designed and implemented its case
management system in 20022003, it did not include a mechanism to capture bail recommendations,

-:IJ




Steve Siegel and personnel from the State Attorney’s Office Information Services Department are
wotking with our case management system vendor for a solution on how to best record and track
Assistant State Attoxney bail recommendations, My goal is to implement a policy whereby
Assistant State Attorneys record all bail recommendations which then can be entered into our case
management system. Once the data Is recorded, the State Attorney’s Qffice can create reports trom
this data which will provide greater insight into our practices, I hope to implement this process by
the end of the current year,

Regarding your observations of different Birst Appearance proceedings, many of the presiding
judges set bail without requesting a bail recommendation from the State of Florida, Bail
determinations ate judicial determinations, and many of the judges in the Fourth Circuit impose bail
without consultation from the State of Florida or the defendant.

Similarly, judges are required tp make probable cause determinations, It has been my experience
that judges who do not review the artest docket in open couxt do so before taking the benich. The
Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office provides arrest documenfation in advance of.the First Appearance
proceeding for this review. The same Is true for a defendant's criminal history.

I cannot speak fo the appropridteness of individual bail recommendations without specific
examples. While a particular cfiminal chatge may not appear to be a serjous arlminal violation at
fixst blush, a defendant who regularly falls to appear for cotirt appearances will generally receive a
greater bail than one who does not, Moreover, reasonable peaple can disagree on what reasonable
bail should be for a defendant's case. There is a remedy for this disagreement, Once bail is set in
First Appearance, 8 defendant can challenge his or her bail amount through an appropriate motion,

Regarding your meeting request, John Kalinowski, Director of County Court, oversees the attormeys
‘who regularly appear in J-1, Lhave asked him to follow up with you and set a meeting to discuss the
concérns you have observed and subsequently brought to my attention, Mr. Kalinowski not only
oversees the county court attorneys, but is also tasked with their {raining when they are hired, As
some of your concerns may simply bt lack of instruction ot training, e.g. not speaking loudly or
dearly into the microphone; he will be the appropriate person to address these fssues with oux

-attormeys.

Sincerely;

Moli'ssr—
Melissa W. Nelson

gz John Kalinowskl
Miriam Nelson
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Via email Curtls W. Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr,
Jacksonville FL 32222
904 - 619 -2422
curtleess @aol.com
Nov. 10,2018

Melissa Nelson, State Attorney

State Attorney’s Office {JS0),

311 W. Monree St,

Jacksonville FL 32202
Re: Your letter dated 10/16/18, records requests, my response to your letter, meeting re:

viclations of law at first appearances, Impact of same, ete.
Dear Melissa:

Thank you for your 10/16/18 letter. 1was out of the country when you malted It, and did not returh until the evening
of 11/5/18. It has taken me a few days to catch up with mall, emall etc,, and | am not yet entirely caught up.

Please email me the electronic version of your 10/16/18 latter, Thisls a public records request {(PRR}).  Thank yau
for working towards a more equitable ball system,  Please provide wrltten communications hetween the SAD and Vera, re:
suchtople. Thisisa PRR also. The conditions | have lmposed respecting past PRRs continue taday, Most importantly, do
not incur or assess any costs or charges, at my expense, without first providing me 2 detalled written estimate, The SAQ has
already ignared a previously asserted condition of stmitar Itk. 1need to be sure the SAD will resume compliance.,

Rasponse to.your letter, viclations of law re: first appearancas, Impact of same, nature of meeting on such topics

Please give a topy of taday's letter, to Mr, Kallnowski, as you discussed his role and the fact that be would contact me
about a meeting. (He hasntdone soyet) |hope you attend such meeting also, as you had promised me a meeting on flrst
appearance matters {violations of faw In connection with first appearances), when we saw each other at the JALA dinner,

Re: your 10/16/18 letter, paragraph 2 Is partly In error. My observations suggest that the SAQ fails to comply with FS
903.046. Re: par, 3, my last attendance at a first appearance revealed that the discriminatory sign ahout which | complained,
had heen removed, Re: par. 4, which straddles pp. 1 ~2 of your letter, | thank you. Re: par. 5,1 understand what you say. |,
however, bellave that lawyers, Including those at the SAQ, are at least morally obligated to actif judges violate tha law. Such
things are best discussed In person, and | hope that you would #isten to my ideas at @ meeting, Re:par. 6,1 think that probable
cause determinations by judges ara made far too quickly and hava athet flaws, but do not Intend to work on such matters now,
{1 am already Involved in many things.) Re: par. 7, { understand your potat.

The facts suggest that you should attend such meeting, and get Involved in addressing misconduct assoclated with
first appearances. The harm that the status quo Imposes is massive and occurs dally:

o Historically, the JSO has arvested about 30,000 persans per year, or more than 80 persons per day on average.

«  Based upon my attendances at first appearances thus far, about 10 ~ 25 persons attend such first appearances, and
there are 2 first appearances per day. Most attendees are defendants’ refatives and loved ones.

« Intatal, over 100 persons, each day, are affected and harmed by the status quo in Jacksonville,

1 am unable to think of a pattern of violations of Jaw in Jacksonville, that is mare massive. Further, these violations
can be corrected if local officials decide to act, The massive violations of law principally are these:

{1) Judges routinely violate FL statute section 903.046, and the SAO and PDO elther contribute to such violations of law,
or da nothing to reduce or eliminate them. Neither Is admirable.

(2) Somejudges have violated defendants’ constitutional rights to counsel. |have already wrltten about this,

(8) Some persons committed other misconduct re: first appearances, re; dress codes, handcuffs and eligibllity to attend.

Discussion of matters set out in this letter would ba the principal topics of the future meeting. | hope [ have
convinced you, Please respond soon.  Thank you.
Sincerely yours,

Cc: Mirlam Nefson
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Gina Loggn

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

—---Original Message-----

To: mwnelson@co}.net

Cec: corlbbs@coj.nst

Sent: Thu, Dec 6, 2018 9:42 am
Subject: stiif waiting for meeting

curtlee59@aol.com

Friday, February 28, 2020 9:38 PM
herb@bromagenlaw.com

Fwd: still waiting for meeting

Melissa - | hope you need a nice Thanksglving.

You had sent me a letter dated 10/16/18, to which | had responded on 11/10/18, My response had been delayed as
[ was aut of the USA for 3 weeks.

| have not recelved any response to my 11/10/18 letter.

up a meeting.

When we met at the JALA dinner, you had promised that we would meet this year, to discuss problems assoclated

with first appearances of criminal defendants. | remain ready and able fo meet, and will be in town every day for {he rest

of the year.

Please take a look at my Nov. 10 letter, and please let me know when we can meel.  Thank you.

Pleasa forward this emai! fo Mr. Kalinowski, as | do not have his email address,

Curt Lee, 618 - 2422

Neither you nor John Kalinowski has contacted me to set
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Via email Curtls W. Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
804 619 +2422
curtleebS9@aol.com
Feb. 16, 2019

Mark Mahon

Chief Judge, Fourth Judicial Circuit

501 W. Adam St

Jacksonville FL, 32202

The Hon, Charles Cofer, Public Defender

Office of Public Dafender, 4 Judicial Circult (PDO)
407 N. Laura St

Jacksonvilie FL 32202

Melissa Nelson, Esq. State Attorney

State Attorney’s Office, Fourth Judictal Circuit (SAO})

311 W, Monroe St.

Jacksonville FL. 32202
Re: My attandance at First Appearance on 2/11/19; In Courtroom I~ 1,
Judge Bateh presided. Public records requests directed to Judge Mahon are
at the 7th full paragraph of page 3.

Dear Judge Mahan, Judge Cofer and Ms. Nelson:

1 am disappainted that none of you responded {personally or via subordinates} to me re: my 2/4/19 letter to you re:
misconduct associated with the 2/4/19 first appearance proceedings. | don't even know if you forwarded what | then wrote,
plus the accompanying emall, to Judge Charbula, Your apparent fatlures to act {or, altematively, your taking actlons while
refusing to discluse same to me) are inappropriate and troubling, as you are well aware.

} am now Informing you about misconduct assoclated with the first appearance on 2/11/19, handled by Judge Bateh.
| arrived at about 2:13 p.m., expacting to attend the afterngon session of first appearance, However, the female security
person who Is the first security person the public sees at Courtroom ] ~ 1 volunteered to me that ludpe Bateh was stil
conducting the morning sessian of first appearance. Her tone was one of astonishment.

When | entered the Courtraom, the presumed JSO balliff, an obese white man likely In his 50's or 60's who lacked #
nametag or other visibie identification, also told me the same thing, Ina simllar tone, The bailiff could not have heard what
the securlty person told me.

| too was astonished, and disturbed, for these reasons and as will be further shown:

(1) Judge Bateh’s slowness likely meaant that, on 2/13/19, the afternoon first appearances waould start after 3:00, and end
much fater than normal, which might mean that some Inmates approved for ROR might not be released until the next
day, and that some Inmates who could pay for a bail bond might not be released untll the next day. (E.g., banks
almost never have evening hours,]  Both types of inmates/defendants would be so prejudiced as practical matters,
because obtalning bail bonds can take hours, and the JSO takes additional hours to process releases of Inmates.
Judge Bateh in effect likely dashed the expectations of many Inmates that they’d be released from Jail on 2/11/19,

(2) And/or, Judge Batel’s slowness likely meant that the lucklest of those inmates would be released late on 2/11/19 -
much later than usual and much later than would have occurved had the Judpe processed arrestees more timely and
more In line with prevailing local norms.

(3) Thus, via his slowness, Judge Bateh consigned inmates to many extra hours In Jall, and perhaps in some cases, an
extra night in Jall,

The downtown jall, often called the FTDF, Is a dirty, disgusting and dangerous place. How would you like to be an
arrestee/dafendant/inmate with your hopes dashed and family members up In the air and alsa having thelr time wasted,
thanks to a judge who, for whatever reason, was unconsclonably slow? Le., to have many hours or perhaps an extra night of




your fifa stolen without compensation. Putting yourself in someone else’s shaes is a helpful way to understand the evils that
occur when judges such as Judge Bateh are extremely slow In processing defendants,

Refusals to use microphones

As soon as | entered Courtroom J — 1, | noticed {and for most of the remalnder of my attendance continued to notice)
that the ludge, and the Assistant State Attorney [ASA) in attendance, were not using their microphones. They were speaking
while the mikes were about 1 foot away from thelr months, which meant that the mikes might as well not have been there.
The Judge and ASA were not leaning into the mikes or pulling the mikes closer ta their mouths,

This contintted misconduct meant that, for most of my attendance at such first appearance proceedings, | was able to
hear gither (a) none of the proceedings, or {b) mere snippets, Somatimes, what | could hear gave me a general idea of what

was being sald, However, even during the merely moderately inaudible portions of such first appearance procesdings, the fact

that i could sometimes have a general idea of what was being sald, should provide no comfort, becausal am quite certaln that
persons who had not been attorneys for long periods, or otherwlse lacked substantlal experlence In Courtroom settings, would
not have understand what | did (Le., “put two and two together”). . Almost everyone who attended any of the first
appearance proceedings 1 have ever attended, appears to have heen a loved ane of an arrested person, and not an attorpey,
and such attendees were truly harmed hy the unlowfuf conduct of Judge Bateh and the ASA.

When 1 arrived in the Courtreom, one inmate was than belng processed, with 6 other inmates still to ba pracessed.
Le, these were the residue of the morning sesslan of first appearance that was still occurring after 2:13 p.m. on 2/11/19.

After this tnconsidarate and unlawful conduct of falling to use mikes persisted for a few minutes, | complained {o the
presumed SO balliff described above, at about 2:20 pm. | tald him that | and others in attendance could not hear proceedings
because tha judge was nat using his mike, and would ha the baillff please pass the message onward so that the Judge would
know about this problem, and start using his mike? The bailiff smiled and shook his head, saying that “we’ve told him and told
him and told him”.  Via use of thosa pronouns, the bailiff was referring to the judge. The bailiff remained seated, and via
shrugglng gestures Indicated he could do nothing. My efforts to secure all attendess’, and my, rights to shserve judiclal
proceedings, were thus violated.

Assuming that the bailiff told me the truth, ond why would he lie, Judge Bateh already knew on 2/11/19 that he
was inaudible and thus violating the rights of persons attending Court proceedings, and he was thus knowingly violating the
law, Thisis very troubling, Why don’t any of you complain to higher authorities about Judge Bateh?

The Judge also acted Inappropriately as foflows. There were 4 separate occaslons over the next 40 misutes where |
witnessed the SAQ and PDO attorneys having sidebar conversations with Judge Bateh, | could not hear the conversations, butit
was visibly obvious that sidebars were occurring. | heard the Judge Indicate he was going off the record once; In the other
instances where sidebars occutred | could not hear such judicial statements, assuming they were made. These sidebars ware
knowingly concealed from public attendees in Courtroom § -~ 1 that day. No one can claim mere carelessness as an excuse,
This conduct was inappropriate, because such sidebars — which refated to plea bargains as shown below - ara not properly
excludable from the public’s hearlng., They ara not appropriate sidebars such as those that can be appropriate in contexts of
Jury trials, where same discusslons of law, e.g., re: the admlissibility of cartain evidence, must be kept from the ears of a jury.

From the occastonal words | could hear Just after the sidebars occurred, it was clear that the sidebars related to plea
bargains, l.e., ples bargains were offared, considered and discussed immediately after the sidebars.

The public has the right to know, and should know, how judges and other public officials make decisions related to
plea bargains, Discussing such matters and making such decisions in secret but otherwlse In the context of open court
proceedings, Is unfawful, If any of you contends otharwise, please explain your reasoning in detail.  Failures to da so wili be
construed as admissions that my assertions are correct,

What If you were a spouse, parent, child etc. of an arrested person and in attendance at the first appearance being
discussed here? How would you like to treated a5 Judge Bateh treated you? You would not have been able to hear most of
what the Judge sald, and further, to the extent you heard a few words, you likely would not have understood anything.  You
would have been explicltly denfed a chance to hear discussions concerning plea bargains relating to your loved one, thanks to
the Judge's policy of permitting such sidebars.  You mightvery well end up with feelings of disgust for the criminal justice
systen,




At only one time during the entirety of my aitendance at such first appearance proceedings, did I see Judge Bateh
lean into the mike, and speak. Fora minute or two, | could clearly hear the judge, Then the Judge pulled back from the mike
and resumed heing mostly Inaudible, This occurred shortly before 3:00 p.m,

I departed the Courtroom at ahout 3:00 p.m. on 2/11/19, 2 Inmates were then stilf present for processing via this
hugely delayed morning session of first appsarance proceedings.

During the entlrety of my attendance, | heard no discussion about hail, and so 1 do not know the extent {if any) to
which Judge Bateh violated FL Statutes 903,046, This lllustrates a dangerous consequence of Judge Bateh's misconduct—
denying me and others the ability to hear court proceedings means that we cannot be fully effective watchdogs (or watchdogs
at all} should judges violate the Jaw. Such misconduct undercuts efforts to complain to the FL Judiclal Qualifications
Commission, the media, etc.

The totality of Judge Bateh’s misconduct strikes at the heart of the right of the public to ohserve juiicial proceedings,
and strikes at the heart of efforts to assure Judiclal accountability.

R I T T e

it is time for all of you to start listening, and correct the misconduct thut Infuses first appearance proceedings.
Carrective actions can he Implemented at modest cost and with modest effort. Feel free to contact me for detalls.

Defending what Is unlowful and indefensible, by foliing to take correctlve actlons notwithstanding ohvious unlawful
offlciof conduct, Is unwise, at a mtinimum.

Since Chief judpe Mahon has explicitly denied ma documents or information showing the work - related emalt
addresses of judges including ludge Bateh, a5 well as emall addresses of judicial assistants, § ask him to forward this document
to Judge Bateh, along with the transmittal email, and ta advise me ance this has been done. Please consider this and the
sImilar request | made via my fetter of 2/4/19, to be public records requests of Judge Mahon ~ please provide documents
showing {proving) such forwardings to Judges Charbula and Bateh, or if thera are no such documents, please so Indicate. if
anyone proposes to charge me any $, do not do so without first providing me a detailed written estimate, and obtalning my

written assent.

It would have been easter If Sudge Mahon simply answered today’s question and my simltar question In my 2/4/19
letter, but apparently he feels that he need not show such courtesy.  But, Judge Mahon is ubligated to provide public records.

It is my slncere hope that all of you ceasa the “see no evl”, “head in the sand” approach taken to date, and work with
ma ta improve the first appearance process. | spend my own time, and soy own money, without hope of recompense, seeking
to Improve the status quo, because | care, because the federal and state Constitutions, and laws, should be respected and
enforced, and because the status quo has sa many serlous problems. 1 act in gaod faith, and hope that all of you will respond
In such fashton.

Judge Mahon ~you have to date refused to meet with me, or even to have a phone call with me, about any of the
rany unlawful aspacts of the status quo, that | have disclosed to you In writing.  Yet, you meet and speak with others, This
leads me to wonder ~why single me out as unworthy of belng met or having a conversation?  Your assistant, who Is younger
than |, questioned my alleged lack of expertise, which was not only offensive, but arroneous.  Ware you, through her, saying
that only experts have tha right to mest you or get you on the phone to complain to you about violations of the law?

Please stop the discourtesies, Judge Mahon, and change your positions, at long last, {f am publicly out as a gay man.
| sincerely hope that this Is not the reason for the positions you have taken.} 1have met with Ms. Nelson and Judge Cofer
several thmes each, and all of those meetings have been vordial,

Thankyou alf. Please contact me soon with responses, questions and concerns, or If you contend | err in any respect.

Sincerely,

Cet 1. Buzzell, PDO, and J. Kalinowski, SAO
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Via email Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville F1.32222
804~ 519 - 2422
curties59@aol.com
Mar, B, 2018

Mark Mahon

Chitef Judge, Fourth Judicial Circuit {FIC}

501 W. Adams 5t.

Yacksonville FL, 32202

Melissa Nelson, Esq,, State Attorney

State Attorney's Office, Fourth Judiclal Clreult (SAO)
321 W. Monroe 8t,

Jacksonville FL 32202

Sheriff Willlams, Jacksonville Sheriff's Office (1S0),

Lt, Paul Restivo, JSO Internal Affairs Department {IAD}
501 E. Adams Street,

Jacksonvllle FL 32202

Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender

Office of Publlc Defender, 4™ Judicial Circult (PDO)

407 N. Laura St.

Jacksonville FL32202
Re: First Appearance on 2/28/19, Courtroom § — 1 {afternoon session). Judge Highee presided. Thisisa
complaint to JSO and its \AD, and a complalnt abaut Judges Higbee & Mahon, the SAQ and the PDO,

Dear Judge Mahan, Judge Cofer, Ms, Nelson and JSO officials:

1 am disappointed to the extent | have not had responses to my prior communications to you re: misconduct on the
part of governmental personnel.  You should care that judges, attorneys, 150 employees and others have repeatedly violated
the law, and that this sorry state of affairs continues. | am now informing you about misconduct associated with the first
appearance oh 2/28/19, afternoon sesston, In Courtroom I —14, Judge Higbee presiding.

{ arrived at Courtroom §-1 at about 1:35 pan., expecting to attend such proceedings. laskyou all to read part , as
the facts thereln pertaln to my complaints ahout Judge Higbee, and Chief Judge Mahon, who knows about but won’t ameliorate
the repeatad misconduct by Judgesinthe FIC. Indeed, Judge Mahor's inactions Including refusals to meaet, respond and
Inquire can only lead me, or any rationat person, to conclude that he supports judges’ repeated violations of many laws.

Judge Mahon has also intentionally refused to provide me the official emaif addresses of any judges who work in the
FIC, Hence, | could only emall this letter to Judge Higbee, should | correctly guess his emsll address, | prefer not to spend my
time guessing and perhaps thereby communicating with the wrang person. Therefore, | ask Judge Mahon to forward this
fetter to Judge Highee, and conflrm same to me after he has done so,

I Complaint ta the 150 and JAD

Af ahout 1:47 p.m., on 2/28/15, 1SO bailiff Bowman, about whom | have complained already, admitted 2 attorneys to
Couttroom J— 3, and refused to admlt 7 persons, Including me, who were then already in tha walting roem adjacent to
Courtroom J—1, Again, 1SO personnel discriminated in favor of attorneys and agatnst the general publlc. {amawareofna
{aw that permits a Courtroom to be open to attomeys but dlosed to everyono else. Atabout 1:48 p.m,, Mr. Bowman started
asking the other 6 waiting persons, but not me, “who are you here for?" Soon, another member of the public entered the
waiting area, and Mr. Bowman asked her the same question,

At about 1:50 p.m. that day, Mr, Bowman was apparently done with his questioning, so he entered the Courtroom
and locked the door behind him to exclude alf us walting, from enterlng the Courtroom. Some more persons entered the
walting area over the next seversl minutes, Atahout 202 p.m, | counted 11 persons walling In the walting ares, plus me.



Between about 2:00 and 2:02 p.m., Mr. Bowman was back In the waiting area, revlewlng papers and calling out
names of persons who were to be processed at the flrst appearance proceedings. Members of the public lined up near him or
approached him. At 2:02 p.m,, he divided us Into 2 groups — 5 persons attending on behalf of felony arrestaes, plus me, could
enter the Courtraom, 6 persons would have to walt in the waiting rcom (all of whom were black}, Those 6 supposedly were
attending on behalf of misdemeanor arrestees, and therefore Bowman barred them from the Courtraor, violating thelr rights,

As | entarad the Courtraom at about 2:02 p.m., which can seat at least 22 persons, and after | noted that there were
7ot any previously admitted persons sitting in the public part thereof, Ltruly was disgusted with the acts of Mr. Bowman,
because those 6 persons forced to wait could easily have been Invited into the Courtroom, and taken a seat. At the time of my
entry, only us b favored persons were In the Courtroom’s public seating area, So, | promptly complained to Mr, Bowman,
making the polnts that there was plenty of room and the other 6 persans should be and were entitled to be allowed to enter.
He refused to do as t suggestad, stating "Thera s a reason I do what i do”. He did not further explain this statement, which
was, In effect, arrogant — Bowman felt himself entitled to decide who could enjoy their legal rights, and who could not.

If Mr. Bowmnan, In his mind, had the idea that he needed to delay the 6 persons from entry Into the Courtroom,
because there might not be enough seating space for those attending on behalf of accused felons, the facts here proved him
totally and instantly wrong. But, evenf 30 persons had then been present and had wanted to enter the Courtreom, Mr.
Bowman still had no legal right to exclude anyone. if some persons were among the last to enter and wanted to stand, they
should have that choice. Arrangements could easlly have been made so that all could see.

Although F knew | was right, and that Mr, Bowman violated the rights of 6 members of the public, | did not press,
because Bowman had, in the past, shown himself to ba unpleasant, arrogant and racist, and he has the powar to commit
battery In the process of arresting sameone or to order persons io leave the Courtroom. Ha does not merit those powers,

During the first appearance proceedings of 2/28/19, at about 2:15 p.m,, [ stepped Into the walting area for short
period and noted that such 6 persons earller excluded by Mr. Bowman were stifl walting for permission to enter the Courtroom,

At about 2:30 p.m., Mr. Bowman briefly left the Courtroom, and 3 of the persons who had heen waiting, were finally
allowed to enter Courtroom J - 1. He did the same thing at about 2:35 p.m.— 2 more persons entered. At both times, as well
as before then, there was plenty of room In the public part of Courtroom § -1, for all of them, and even more persons, to sit.

You now have received many complalnts from me about Mr. Bowman. e needs to be serlously disciplined. Plus, If
you don't fire him, you must reassign him, His rectdivist violations of the {aw ara troubling and have harmed dozens of persons
{and that just reflacts what | have personally witnessed). He should not be dealing with the public, as he harms the public,

Fll also take this opportunity to complain again about JSO rudeness at first appearances. | saw, atone point, an
inmate —and all of them are fully shackled which 1s improper and a matter about which | previously complained —open the
door ta return to the Jall, with difficulty thanks to the shackles. About 2 feet away, an older, white, bald and bearded balliff
stoed. He was then doing nothing, but couldr’t be bothered to open the door for the inmate, §see this type of 150 rudeness
regularly. The JSO has a cultura of rudeness, A person in full shackles is substantially impalred and should be helped.

u Complalnt about Judge Highee, ChiefJudze Mahion, the SAQ and the PRO

Judge Higbee enterad the Courtroom at about 2:04 p.am. on 2/28/19, 1counted about 43 inmates (36 men, and 7
wornen) as present and walting to be processed. {f can count the women easlly — there generally are few womeh Inmates at
first appearances, and they are seated on the right side of the Courtroom from the vantage point of the public, The men are
seated on the laft side, are much more numerous, and are crowded together, From my standpoint, 1 can't always be sure of
such count — big inmates can block my view of smai[er,ones.) As is often the case, the majority of the Inmates present were
black. {No ane In office seems to want to do anything ahout the fack that black persons In Jacksonville are and regularly have
been mote than twice as fikely as white persons, to ba arrested. Does anyone really think that this does not reflect bias?)

The PDO attorney was present through the entirety of the proceedings while | was In attendance, but never made any
efforts to object to or reduce the harms assoclated with the violatlons of the law on the part of Judge Highee, discussed below.

Judge Highee's systematic violations of faw on this day included his total failure to comply with FL Statutes 903.046, in
setting batl. {l only hieard some of his bafl decisions, due to his repeated Inaudibility, but what | haard made it clear that Judge
Highee repeatedly failed to recite any ratlorale for any ball determinations, He often, however, sald things Itke: “I'm Inclined
to set $3,503 bond”, etc. His repeated verhiage about what bail he was "inclined to set” reveals a lack of prior review, caprice,



laztness and contempt for his obligations under the law. | also heard no discusslon from Judge Higbee about probable cause.
Yet, he should have made probable cause determinations concerning each of the defendants he processed on 2/28/19.

Judge Highee's other viclations of the law on 2/28/19 that | witnessed, were these,

(1) Judge Higbee almost naver used the microphone, Ditto —the SAG attorney. In hoth cases the mikes were abaut 12
inches from thelr faces {my estimate from where 1 sat). The result —about half of the time, 1 could not hear what
elther person was saying, (When | could hear, it was because Judge Highee decided to speakup. When he spokein
a normal to qutet tone, he was Inaudible.) This is a violation of my rights, and the rights of others, to observe
courtroom procedures.  We lose that right if officials act in such a way so that itis impossible to hear {or hear clearly
and fully) what Is occurring in Court proceedings.

The practical impacts of this misconduct are apparant below {e.g., fallures to hear parts of names or entire names, of
defendants belng processed), and are frequently not detailed hers but only notes In my notes.  About half of the
time on 2/28/19, | was unable to hear all or parts of the namss of defendants belng processed.

{2) Defendant Patricla Weyand {?) had a private attorney,  Her case.was addressed via a sidebar. The public could not
hear a word. | repeat what | carlier said - sidebars are inapproprlate and, | contend, unlawful, in a first appearance
context. The public has a right to hear all aspects of such proceedings {in this case where all defendants were adults),
Further, the fact that sidebars are appropriate at times In Jury trlals — becausa jurles are not supposed to hear certaln
matters— does not pertaln to first appearances. Juries are not present at first appearances, and judges do not hold
trials then elther (at least none that 1 have ever seen, and | have attended many first appearance proceedings).

{3) A defendant with the last name of Benson (2} occastaned a sidebar —more reason to complaln about Judge Highee.

{4) Atall black male defendant whose last name I could not hear, thanks to Judge Highee's contempt for the publicin so
often refusing to use his mike or to speak up, had an abese middle aged white male attorney, This judge, the SAQ
and that attorney had a sldebar discussion which, agaln, was Inaudible, and was designed not to be audible to the
public.  More reason to complain about Judge Highee,

{5) Re: afemale defendant with the Jast name of Torres —there was another sidebar involving the PDO, SAG and Judge.
This too was inaudible by design. Mare reason to complaln about Judge Higbee,

t departed at about 3:02 p.m. | counted 18 defendants wha then were still awalting processing.

Y LS AT R

t ask that all of you start taking my concarns serjously, and adopt my recommendations. Sometimes outsiders see
things better than Insiders do.  Collectively, all of you have turned a blind eye to constant violations of the law by Judges and
others, which of course leads me to conelude that your conduct has been serlously flawed. | have already started to, and will
continute to, exercise my other rlghts, which have the potentfal to be embarrassing and costly. [urge you, instead, to engage in
2 total rethinking of the first appearance process, to assure that the rights of defendants and the public are no longer violated,

{F any of you believes that | err in any way, please explain in detail. Your fatlures to respond, and to defend
yourselves, suggest that you know § am right and that you have no excuses. (This Is a {ogical conclusion on my part.)

Finally, when will Chief Judge Mahon start taking actions to reduce and eliminate the widespread focal violations of
the taw by local judges? To know about, and yet do nothing about, widespread violations of the law by judges, is thoroughly
reprehensible conduct, and even more reprehensible when the party knowing but not acting is the chief Judge, Would you,
Jurdge Mahon, attend a first appearance with me, to see for yourself how horrlble so many of them are?

1 ask the same question of the rest of you.  About 30,000 defendants per year are mistreated currently,  Plus,
thousands of members of the public have their rights violated each year. The status quo Is unjust and cannot stand, Burying
your heads In the sand will not change this.

As always, | am happy to confer withall of you, Please respond scon.  Thank you.
Sincerely,
cc: L. Buzzell, PRO, L Kallnowsk), SAO, and J. Taylor, FIC



(1)

(2)
(3}

Agenda, 5/8/19 meeting with SAO
Main Topics — Bail reform, First appearance proceedings.

Other entities interested/concerned. Northside, NAACP, faith community, ACLU etc. Overarching
objective — build support to force Judge Mahon, other judges and JSO to reform first appearance
proceedings and cease unlawful conduct. Inside vs. outside approaches.

SAO status, bail reform. Have any changes been made? Will they be made? When, how?

Need for bail reform is greater as the JSO in 2018 increased its arrests and jail bookings by more than 8%
vs, 2017. {Product of JSO employing more officers.). 52 % of arrestees were black. (78% of juvenile
arrestees were black in 2017) Blacks spend more time in jail.  About 60% of those arrested were only
arrested for misdemeanors. Blacks are 2.16 times as likely to be arrested, as are white residents of jax,

Unlawful first appearance proceedings

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9}

Public has right to attend Court proceedings generally. (Common Law, FL and US Constitutions, case
law, judicial rules, etc.) Yet thisis often denied in part re: first appearances {criminal arraignments).

Objective — self — reform as opposed to litigation. (Vs. complaints to 1QC, more agitation, more publicity
(e.g., Folio article), likely litigation, by me and/or ACLU, etc.) E.g., assign 3 judges to handle daily first
appearances, wherein 89 arrestees on average are processed. {Judge Mahon silent on this.)

Problem — attitude, elitism, bigotry of Judge Mahon, and JSO. Bailiff Bowman bigotry, yet he is still
serving as bailiff. (Prosecute?) Misconduct by all judges — levels of misconduct vary.

Problem — ISO and judges always bar me & public from viewing ludge Derke video re: defendants’ rights.
Yet judges oft deem this part of first appearance proceedings. (Transcript issue) Why public should see
video. Problem —JSO and judges oft fail to allow me and publicinto Courtroom before proceedings start.
Problem - 15O and judges discriminate in favor of media and attorneys, and who knows who else.

Problem — SO and judges often delay those attending on behalf of misdemeanor arrestees, from entering
Courtroom, despite ample seating and judges often proceeding out of order. ({Translators, private
attarneys)

Problem - cell phone policy is unfair. They also are clocks and can be silenced. And | and others should
have right to record first appearance proceedings, to support complaints to JQC. Plan to request right to
record all courtrooms.

{10) Problem — most arrestees arrested on non — violent charges, yet 100% of them are fully shackled at first

appearance proceedings, which is humiliating, painful and disabling, and an act of violence.

(11) Huge Problem - ludges often fail to use mikes {e.g., Judge Ruth). How | document and would like to

document. Ditto— ASAs. What ahout public attendees who are hard of hearing? What about ADA?

{12) One solution — public officials with public input review, revamp procedures from ground up. Educate

judges, JSO.

(13) Set followup meeting.

Curtis Lee, 904—-619-2422, curtlee59@aol.com, 5/7/19




Gina Logan

I
From: curtlee59@aol.com
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2020 3:44 PM
To: ' herb@bromagenlaw.com
Subject: Fwd: meeting with Melissa Nelson yesterday
Attachments: SAO meeting 50819, Lee agenda, fnl.docx

—---QOriginal Message----

To: sinaipastor@gmail.com; northsidecoalition@gmail.com; jiccoalition@yahoo.com; noisettetanita@yahoo.com;
kenstokes40@gmail.com; wellstodd625@gmail.com; pfgdc@comcast.net; closure4ali@yahoo.com;
thomas12719@comcast.net; mecoydreal.3wi@gmail.com

Sent: Thu, May 9, 2019 11:13 am

Subject: meeting with Melissa Nelson yesterday

I had set up a meeting with Melissa Nelson of the State Attorney's Office (SAO) aver a month ago, which occurred
yesterday beginning at 8:00 a.m. It had initially been my attention to invite Rev. Gundy, Ben Frazier and an NAACP
official, and perhaps others, but Ms. Nelson's secretary Cindy Cribbs said Ms. Neison would only meet with me. So |
accepted half a loaf. [ think this was a good decision.

The meeting lasted for about 40 minutes. A third SAO employee was present also - John Kalinowski, who is in charge of
the SAO's role in the first appearance process.

| distributed the above agenda at the meeting. | also handed out docs | have handed out to all or most of you before -
about bail, racial bias re; JSO arrests, and flaws in the first appearance process.

There was not time to address the whale agenda.
Here are some highlights of the meeting. Given the time available, the discussion on most matters was brief.

(1) On bail reform, Ms. Nelson stated that she was so busy with so many matters that she had re - prioritized and bail
reform was "not a priority”. She stated that the following entities would be shepherding this matter - Charlie Cofer of the
Public Defender's Office (PDO) and the Community Foundation. [ was disappointed - Ms. Nelson in 2016 and 2017 had
specifically stated to me and others that the bail status quo was wrong and that she was interested in securing reform.

(2) The SAO emailed me a 106 page Harvard Study on bail reform | have not had time to read it.  If anyone wants it let
me know.

(3) We still discussed bail some more. | made the point that no one is really advaocating for lighter bails on persons
arrested on murder charges for example. Instead, the problem is that most JSO arrestees are charged with non - violent
offenses, and yet those persons often have to post hefty bails - $5,003, $10,003, etc. Some get stuck in jail for economic
reasons. This is the area where reform is most needed and just. | mentioned the case of Tanita's son Jared Woods -
recently charged with resisting an officer without violence and possession of under 20 grams of cannabis. His bail -
$5,006. Melissa wrote down his name and stated that her office would look into this.

(4) | presented info on the raclally skewed arrests and the fact that black persons are 2.16 times as likely to be arrested in
Jax as white persons. (JSO and Census stats relied on here.) Unfortunately, she raised the "local citizens complain
more in black zip codes" excuse, | retorted - some black zip codes have 10 times as many arrests as white zip codes. |
doubt that the black zip codes get 10 times as many citizen complaints. (Anyone have thoughts here?) {Anyone wantto
do records requests here?)

(5) | noted that the JSO arrests jumped by over 8% in 2018, and the one thing that is almost guaranteed when one adds
more police, is that arrests will increase. Did crime really increase 8% in Jacksonville?



(6) There is some sort or presentation by the McArthur Foundation (not sure | got this right) that will be held in late
July. The SAO will put me on the invite list. | will pass this on when | learn more.

(7) | advocated that Ms. Nelson help me convince Judge Mahon to assign 3 judges to first appearance proceedings each
day. Melissa said she would mention this to him, but was skeptical this would succeed. 1 retorted - there are about local
55 judges - the change can be done without harmfuf consequences to the administration of justice in other

respects. Plus, minor inconvenience to 55 judges is far less important than reducing violations of the rights of over
32,000 arrestees per year.

(8) John Kalinowski mentioned that some other parts of the state assign one or several judges exclusively to first
appearance proceedings, all year. This would make the process more professional and less capricious. More to discuss
with Judge Mahon.

(9) Melissa promised to pass on these issue to the PDO and JSO too, as she meets with them regularly.

(10) | emphasized also that other groups and individuals were supporting what | was advocating, and that many of us had
the time and willinghess to pursue such matters.

(11) Ms. Nelson promised that there would be another meeting in a few months and that others would be welcome. |
mentioned Mr. Gundy and Mr. Frazier as examples of who would be interested. She volunteered that she would be happy
to travel to meet with us - | was surprised to hear this. 1really like this idea as it forecloses the SAQ from claiming that a
large number of attendees has some sort of security consequence.

Your thoughts?

(12) Ms. Nelson cautioned that governmental changes tend to be slow - something that we all unfortunately
know. (Unless of course wealthy persons want the changes.)

Bottom line - some good news here. As for the bad news on bail reform, we now have to reason to focus on others.
If you want to know more, let me know.

Curt Lee
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Via emalf Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FIL 32222
904619 - 2422
curtlee59@aol.com

June 3, 2019
Mark Mahon
Chief Judge, Fourth Judicial Circuit {FIC)
501 W. Adams 5t.
Jacksonville FL 32202
Melissa Nelson, Esq., State Attorney Agnes Carswell, Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office 150}
State Attorney's Office, Fourth fudiclal Clreult (SAQ) Sherlff Williams
311 W, Monroe St. 501 €, Adams St
Jacksonvifle FL 32202 Jacksanville FL32202

Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender
Office of Public Defender, 4™ Judiclal Circult {PDO)
407 N, Laura St
Jacksonville FL 32202
Re: First Appearance proceedings, 5/31/19, Courtroom J—1 {p.am.}. Judge Michael Bateh presided.
{1} Agaln, install clacks and let ali Courtroom attendees quietly access and use our phonesind - 1.
{2} Improper SAO conduct, which shows need for SAO policy changes. (See pg. 2}
{3) |complaln about the IS0, and Judges Mahon and Bateh. | advocate compensation for 2 victims of
wrongful arrests processed on 5/31, and others. (Pg. 2}
{4} More on why Judge Flower should ba prosecuted or otherwise punished for unfawfully waiving court
costs for favared defendants, and lying to Justify same. (Bottom pg. 2,top of pg. 3) {Seealso my
5/18/19 latter to Ms. Nelson etc.). Dan't pull punches re: bad judges?

Public recards requests [PRRs) are on pg. 3. They ore directed to Ms. Nelson, Judge Mahon and the IS0
{Ms. Carswell), as | do not necessarily know whe has the records | herein request.

Dear Judge Mahon, Judge Cofer, Ms, Nelson, Sheriff Williams, ete:

The strongest clue to the character of 2 powerful person Is this — How does he or she treat persons with Jess power?
Judge Mahon, Sheriff Willlams and others have shown their poor character In this regard, repeatediy.

{ attended most of the afterncon first appearance proceedings on 5/31/19, in Courtroom J - 1, | start by criticizing
Sheriff Williams - all Inmates continue to be fully shackled, and thus harmed, despite most of them having been arrested on non
~violent charges.  This indiscriminate daily battery on Inmates must stop.  [i continue to acknowledge thatinmates with
records of violence and/or who were charged with acts of viofence and thereby arrested, should be shackled in Court] Taking
a bit more tima so as to reduce harm to thousands peryeaar, is legally and morally right.

[N Cell Phone and Clock — related violations of our rights; inconsiderate judiclal antd JSO conduct

To remind you all, 4 clearly visible sighs In Courtroom § — 1 say — “Attentlon “Anyone” seen using a cell phone inside
the courtraom will be escarted out and not allowed back In*, Each letter is capitalized. Plus, JSO personnel repeatediy order
all attendees at first appearance proceedings to turn off their cell phones, which goees beyond the directions contained in the
slgns. {A person could keep a celi phone on, turn off the volume, and put itin a pocket etc.) This again shows JSO
overreaching, contempt for the public, and poor training.

I remind you that this policy — the fault of Judge Mahon and the 15O —Is # continual abridgment of our rights to use
cell phones in non-disruptive ways In Courtreoms including 1 -1, especlally as it Is coupled with the lack of any visible clockin
~1. You force us attendees to turn off our cell phones, which in many cases are our only timekeeping devices on our persons,
and thereafter we are unable to know the time as proceedings continug,  Some persons may be upable to afford watches or
simply lack them. AreJudge Mahan and the JSO so clualess and inconslderate as to be unable to realize that persons might
have appolntments and might need ta know the time while they are In Courtroom J <17 Or, do Judge Mahon and the SO just




not give a hoat, perhaps bacause most attendaes In Courtroom J— 1 are black, and mast likely are rather poor, reflecting the
fact that most persons arrested by the JSO have been black, and regardless of race, likely have been fow Income, for decades?

1 have complalned about current cell phone palicy before, and it is time for Judge Mahon and the JSO to bothinstall a
clock In Courtroom J— 1, and let us quletly access and use our celf phones while there,

{ am not asking for difficult things. Please read what { write, think, and act. Deprivations of rights and disrespectful
and thoughtless treatment of the public and Inmates, even if you think those mistreatments are modest, are still wrong, and
you know it Start carlng.

n Continued improper and inconsiderate SAQ conduct

| complain about the SAQ attarney who worked the afternoon of 5/31/19, In Courtroom §~ 1. [lack hisname, He
never used his mike. Ha did not even make small efforts ta lean into it or pull it claser, His apparent attitude was ~ “1 spaak fo
the Judge, and don’t care if inmatas or the public cannot hear.”  Thus, | could not hear much of what he said. .

Ms. Nefson —all your attorneys need to be directed to carefully use their mikes. They need fo make the modest
effort to pull the mikes closer and speak Into them.  There have been many prior Instances of similar misconduct. Also, the
SAQ and judges should care about the ADA—most seem not to. Plus, hasn’t anyone ~ SAQ attorneys, judges etc. — considered
the fact that perhaps some of the inmates and/or public attendees, at each first appearance praceeding, might have hearlng
problems?

The PDQ attorney Is less often guilty of same, as the PDO attorney often has reason not to speak Into 3 mike, and
further, when he or she speaks, often speaks while next to a defendant.

1. Misconduct of Judges Bateh and Mahon; compensaticn for victims

My complaints about Judge Bateh on 5/31/19, p.m. sasston, are also directed to Judge Mahan, who clalms some
administrative responsibilities, but eschews responsibility for assuring that local Judges cease violating the law and the rights of
defenidants and the public.

{1) Like all lacal judges, ludge Bateh always or mostly falled to explain anything about why he set the balls that he did. He
never cited Florida Statutes 903.046 or followed its commands.

{2) He initially snnauneed probable cause determinations re: ali defendants {about 50}, which was far too hasty.  His initial
slipshod behavior In this regard was shown when, during the first appearance proceedings, he dismissed 2 cases for statute of
{imitations problems. Had he actually not been slipshod, he would have found such problems earfler, and enabled earlier
release of the victims of the ISO's apparently slipshod arrest hehavior.

Bath of the defendants released thanks to statute of [imitations problems, should not have been orrested at all, or spent any
time in jJail.- They were harmed, They deserve opologles and compensatian. 1usk that you support me and advocate thot at
least some clearly wrongfully arrested persons huve o simple means to apply for same madest formulale compensation,
means they could glect in Jieu of rellance on 42 1L,5.C, section 1983.

{3) Re: most defendants, Judge Bateh asked no questions about counsel {dld defendants have any, what were thelr plans and
desires? ete.), and did not appoint the PDO as counsel.

On the positiva side, Judge Bateh spoke clearly, and the microphane was ¢lose to his mouth. He outclassed most
other local judges In this regard. Thus, | was almost always able to hear what he said. This leads me ta believe that, post April
30, sameone may have flxad the problems with the audio system inJ—1. Henca the PRRs below,

Judge Bateh's good bahavior re: use of mikes, reminds me of how disgusting it has been that so many judges have not
made even a small effort to speak Into mikes, In the past. Familles and friends of defendants attend first appearance
proceedings. They have a right to hear—a right often denied thanks to carelessness, contempt for the public, arrogance, etc.

. Judge Bateh reminded me of the misconduct of Judge Flower —more on this



t noted with Interest that Judge Bateh, like other judgas, told defendants on 5/31/19: “I cannot walve Court costs.”
This Is of interest as it further buttresses my 5/18/19 letter to Ms. Nelson etc., where | criticized Judge Flowar’s bias etc, whea
_ heviolated the law on 9/6/18 in walving Court costs for 6 white male employed military defendants he liked, and then justified
his unfawful behavior by lylng on the record {making things up), that the 6 defendants all had "inability to pay”. | have other
evidence re: such unlawful conduct on the part of Judge Flower. Please contact me for same, and further explanation.

I suggest to all of you that It Is In your interests, as well as in the Interests of the public, to do your best and not “pull
punches” In attempting to free Duval County from the dangers and harms caused by bad judges. Bad Judges can harm
hundreds of persons per year, This truth should be recognized,

{would ask that you support my pending complaint about Judge Flower. Please contact me for detalls.

V. Public records requests

(1) Please pravide documents re: any investigation launched re: Judge Flower. If there are none, please sostate in
wrltlng.  This PRR Is directed to Judge Mahon, Ms. Nelson and Ms, Carswell,

(2) Please pravide dacuments re: the improvements and/or changes in tha audio system and audibility of Courtroom J
~1, in the period starting 4/30/19 and continulng through tha response to this PRR - l.e. showing what was done,
by whom and for whom, what [t cost, etc,  This PRR is dlrected to Judge Mahon and Ms. Carswell,

If any person or entity intends to charge me anything, do not do so without first providing me a detalled written
estimate, and ohtalning my prior written assent.

X ET TR Y T

Jjudge Mahon has refused to provide me officlal email addresses of any Judges or judicial assistants who work In the
FIC {except that he has provided me his own email address). Yet, judges giva thelr officlal email addresses to many persens,
evincing the usual favorltism, Hence, I could only emall this letter to Judge Bateh, should | correctly guess his emall addrass,
I prefer not to spend my time guessing and perhaps thereby communicate with the wrang person. Therefare, ¢ ask judge
Mahon ta forward this letter to Judga Bateh, and confirm same to me after he has done so.  {Sa far, Judge Mahaon has refused
pravious requests to confirm, thus leaving me In the dark. 1 construe the totality of Judge Mahon's conduct as his using his
office to get even with me for eriticizing him.)

1 suggest to Judge Mahon that he fs required by the Canons of Judicial Conduct, and simpla morality and common
sense, to criticlze and refer for diselpline Judges and JSO and/or FIC employees that violate and violated tha law, VYet, It
appears that he has regularly done the oppostte,

Judge Mahon deserves condemnation for his refusal to take any publicly revealed disciplinary actions against the
many miscreant Judges and JSO employees | hava complained to him sbout. He has known about such viclations of the law,
for many months. He dJearly can see that there is a pattern of officlal misconduct - massive and dally violations of the law by
Judges and others.

The longer Judge Mahon knows about misconduct and refuses to act, the greater his misconduct, and the greater the
need for his discipline. '

+EFEEE PR R LR

If any of you belleve that! err in any way, please explain in detall, Officials’ silence while knowing that laws have
been and are belng Vilated, Is troubling.  Officlafs’ sifence whife the rights of inmates, defendants, and the general public,
have been and are belng violated, Is troubling.

As always, | am happy to confer with all of you, as you can and should assist in improving the administration of justice
in Jacksonville, and in reducing viclations of the law by public officials.

Please raspond soon. Thank you.
Sincerely,

Ce: L, Buzzell, PDO, I. Kalinowskl, SAO, P, lvey, JSO
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Via email Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonvitle FL 32222
a4 ~619- 2422
curtlee59@aol.com
Aug. 3,2019

Mark Mahon

Chief Judge, Fourth Judicial Cireuit (FIC)

501 W, Adams St

Jacksonville FL 32202

Mellssa Nelson, Esq., State Attorney

State Attorney’s Office, Fourth Judiclal Clreuft (SAQ) Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender
311 W. Monroe St, Office of Public Defender, 4™ Judicial Cireuit {(PDO}
Jacksonville FL 32202 407 N. Laura St.

Jacksonville FL 32202

Re: Hirst Appearance proceedings, 7/15/19, Courtraom § 1 (pum. sessian). ludge Paullne Drake presided,

Re: Violatlons of law occurring on 7/15/19, by the Judge and by the SAO attorney. |do not have the name
of the SAQ attorney working such proceedings.

Ms. Nelson ~the SAQ attorney present on 7/15/19, and most other SAO attorneys | have observed,
intentionally and/or carelessly have refused to speak Into the micraphone, and thus were totally inaudible
to me, the public, and Inmates, | have repeatedly observed that the SAQ mike Is pushed about as far
away from where the SAO attorney stonds, os possible.  We off have the right to hear as well as see first
appearance proceedings.

Plense Instruct all attorneys wha work such proceedings to pull mikes toward them or fean Into the mikes.
1 am tired of not belng able to heor SAQ attorneys speak at first appearance proceedings.

Ms, Nefsan end Judge Mahon - Do you relize that [ could sue the SAO, judges andfor others for their
nbuses, and thelr viclations of my rights, in connection with their condurt of first appearance
proceedings? Why provide ma the grounds to do this?

Dear Judge Mahon, Judge Cofer, Ms, Nelson, and others:
{ was out of town for 12 days in [ate July, Hence, { am late {n sending this letter.

} arrived at Cotrtroom J—1 at 1:47 p.m. on 7/15/19, intending to observe all or part of flrst appearance praceedings
that afternoon {“Praceedings”).  The JSO balliff permitted the public to enter then courtroom at 1:56 p.m,

| continue to have my usual complaints about the first appearance process.  Plus, | elaborate on some ather
complaints of a more systemic nature, and have some other complaints peculiar to Judge Drake. Please realize that | may be
spelilng names of some persons incorrectly.

(1) Altinmates were fully shackled In the Proceedings, centinuing a unlversal pattern of abuse and violence on the part of
judges and the JSO,  Shackiing is painful, humlliating, etc,, tmprisons a person, and generallyis a crime.  Many If hot most
7/15/13 defandants apparently did not have records of violence, and thus there was no Justification for full shackling., Yet, no
offictals want to reduce or eliminate such harms. JSO stats reveal, inter alla, that 32,616 persons were arrested and booked in
2018; all or almost all were hanmed via such shackling.

This ia a continuing scandal harming over 32,000 persons/ year in Jacksonville, Please start considering alternatives, such as
establishing systems whereby inmates can remain fn another room unshackled, and alectronically communicate with a
judgze. | have heard of such systems belng used elsewhere, Violence sometimes bagets hate and more violence.

{2) During such Praceadings, Judge Drake failled ta mention Florida Statutes 803.046, and did not abide by Its requirements
when setting bail. [never heard her solicit any bail recommendations from the SAQ.  {As discussed on pg. 3,1 once heard the



SAO attorney speak but could not hear any words because the attorney did not use the mike.} When Judge Drake made ball
daclsions, she did not offer rationales for them,  (} was present as she processed 18 defendants.)

Hence, all her ball decistons seemed capricious, as is the norm re: Jacksonville judges. The totallty or her conduct Is mast
troubling, and shows her contempt for defendants’ rights and the law,

(3) Judge Drake mostly failed to announce whether or not she found probiable cause for arrest, as she processed defendants. |
only heard her state that she found probable cause 5 times, and yet she acknowledged her obligation to do this for defendants
generally. Yet she processed 18 persons while | was In attendance, white anather 12 defendants remained to be processed at
such time as | departed (about 2:57 p.m. on 7/15/15}.

EXTRADITION — RELATED ABUSES

{4) Near the start of the Praceedings, Judge Drake processed 2 defendants whose first nomes | did not hear, and who were
before her re: extradition. Defendant Collins {white female} stood facing the Judge, and a JSO officer stood directly next to
her, Judge Drake asked Ms, Collins - will she waive extradition to Missouni? Judge Drake falled to appoint the PDO 10
represent defendant Ms, Colfins, ot evert ask her If she wished to tonsult counsel.  Defendant waived. Tha situation was
hugely coercive - an armed IS0 employee stood right next to Ms. Callins while the ludge gave this uncounseled defendant no
alternative to waiver. | did not hear the JSO employee say anything (and indeed, never do in connectlon with axtradition
matters), and sa 1 cannot fathom why any Judge or lawyer talerates thelr presence.

Had Judge Drake behaved lawfully, she would have (a} forced the JSO employee to sit down or move away or both, (b) asked
Ms. Colllns if she wished ta have counsel, and given her tima to consult same, 2nd {¢) told Ms. Callins she could either walve or
fight extradition.

It is entirely possible, and may even ba probable, that a defendant does not know he or she can oppose extradition efforts,
especially when the SAOQ and jJudge are pushing for same. .

Judge Drake misbehaved in similar fashion respecting another defendant —a black male surnamed Kimbrough. The 150
officer agaln stood next to him, and the Judge, SAO and PDO again did not object.  And remember, the power disparity is in all
cases exacerbated becauss all defandants sra fully shackled, and JSO ermployess In Courtrooms have weapons.

Why can’t judges, the PDO, the JSO and the SAO realize that a shackled defendant who Is forced to stand next to an armed
150 officer is Inherently coerced In the exercise of his statutory and constitutional rights? Why dont they fix this problem,
which can easllybe done atno 4 cost? There is no justification or need for a 150 officer to stand nexttoa fully shackied
inmate especially while such inmate is being asked to make Important declsions.

Judge Drake told defendant Kimbrough that she understood he had agreed to extradition.  (How the judge so understoad Is
unknown — there must have been an earller conversation in which Kimbrough was pushed to agree to walve extradition, while
lacking counsel} Kimbrough answered yes.

Judge Drake's wrongs were exactly the same re: Kimbrough, as re: Collins, and indeed, probably worse, as [ have no evidence
that Ms. Collins was queried without counse! prior to first appearance proceedings.

I deplore the entirety of the status quo re: extradition and first appearance proceedings.  The status quo needs to be fully
revemped, The continued acts of Judicial and JSO coerclon toward defendants facing extradition, are disgusting and
shameful, R is disturbing that no PDO or SAO attorneys have objected. Further, such coerclon Is unnecessary; thera Is no
need ta hully and pressure defendants. Explalning the implications of walver vs, fallure to walve, and allowing defendants
to consult counsel, would likely get the same result in a mare lawful fashion.

| also recommend discussing extradition as part of the Judge Derke - narrated video, and all written documents given to
defendants,

In all matters — shackling, extradition, etc., tha Judges, the FIC, Judge Mahon, the JSO and all other governmental officlals
should strip out all violence and coercion to tha maximum extent possible. Do not contintte an unlawful status quo.




OTHER MISCONDUCT ON THE PART OF JUDGE DRAKE AND SAQ; DETAILS

(5) Re: a Hispanic male with the last name of DeFranco, Judge Drake falled to inform him of his right to counsel, and also failed
to appaint the PDO attornay as his counsel {even though such attorney was In the caurtroom). judge Drake offered this
defendant a plea deal of ime served.  Defendant took the deal.  All this time, the PDO attorney was conferring witha
womanin a corner.  Shame on Judge Drake for violating the Rothgery decision which | ave repeatedly mentioned.

Given her fater compliance with Rothgery, | wonder if she jumped on the chance to violate DeFranco's rights, because she saw
the PPO counsel was precceupled?

Re: the next defendant whose name | could not hear (and who also was a Hispanic male), the Judge appolnted the PDD. This
was proper.  The bottom line - capricious adjudlcation, agaln, prevalls in Jacksonvilte,

{6) Next, Judge Drake spent some time talking about defendants’ rights. What a shame to do this now, after processing 8
defendants already. Judge Drake’s remarks at this time Included statements that defendants had rights to counsel and that she
would appoint the PDO as counsel if persons could not afford to hire their own.

1 did net observe Judge Drake violate defendants’ rights to counsel again on 7/15/19,

{7} ludge Drake processed Jeffrey Graham, There was much confusion about his priors —was heafelonorpot? (Hewas
charged with possession of a gun by a convicted felon, etc.)  The Judge called a sidebar with the SAO and PDO attorneys,

| have <ald It before and { will say it agaln —§ contend that sidebars at first appearanca proceedings are always unlawiul, as
the public has the right to observe the entirely of first appearance praceedings, The traditional reasans for sidebars (a.8,, to
avold talnting the jury} are not applicable In first appearancea procesdings.

No one has ever provided any reasoning to suggest 1 am I error,  If anyone has contrary reasoning, piease provide it.

(8) In connection with the pracessing of defendant William Edward Gulnney, the SAQ attorney spoke but was totally inaudible
as the attorney made no effort to speak loudly enough, or into the mike, The mike was located at least 18 inches away from
the attorney. Why? Was this Intentional? DId the SAO attarney push it farther away?

The SAO has shown repeated contempt for the rights of the public to observe first appearance proceedings. Wethe
ohserving publlc have a right to hear what the SAO attorneys say when they are warking flrst appearance proceedings, Ms.
Nelson —would you please direct all your subordinates to speak strongly and directly inta the mike at ali times, ot elsa the
rights of the public to cbserve first appearance proceedings {which tncludes the right to hear] are abridged.

RS ETE LT

Judge Mahon has refused to provide officlal emall addresses of any judges or judiclal assistants who wotk In the FIC
{except that he has provided me his own email atdress), Hence, | could only emall this letter to judge Drake, should | correctly
guess her emall address. I prefer not to spend my time guessing and peshaps thereby communicate with the wrong person,
Therefore, | ask Judge Mahon to forward this letter to Judge Drake, and confirm same to me after doing so. (Sofar, Judge
Mahon has refused previous requasts to confirm, thus leaving me In the dark, and doubling down on the abuse inherent In his
“nrovide no Judicial emalls” policy,)  This embargo on emal addresses is, | contend, a self - preservation tactic,

J supgest to Judge Mahon that he s required by the Canons of Judiclal Conduct, and simple morality and common
sense, to criticize and refer for discipline judges and SO employees that violate the law. He clearly wants to do neither. He
deserves condemnation for his refusal to take any publicly revealed disciplinary actions agalnst the many miscreant Judges and
150 and RIC employees § have complained to him about. Hg has known about such vielations of the law, for months or years.

LTIz Y
I 2ny of you believe that | err In any way, please explaln In detail. Your silence while knowing that laws have been

and are belng violated, Is troubllng.  Your sifence while the rights of Inmates, defendants, and the general public, have been
and are belng violated, ls troubling,




As always, | am happy to confer with all of you, as you can and should assist In Improving the administration of fustice
in Jacksonvifle, and in reducing violatlons of the law by public offictals. And, what | advocate ls readily doable, If judges and
others wauld simply make the effort, and listen to me - a retired attorney happy to inform Judges of flaws that perhaps are
aasier to see when one Is, as | am, an Informed observer of flrst appearance proceedings, rather than enmeshed in the status
quo wearing bilnders and belng defensive.

Please respond scon.  Thank you.
Sincerely,

Ce L, Buzzell, PDO; 1. Kalinowski, SAC, M. Williams, and P. vey
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Via mail Curtls W, Lea
7124 Claremont Creek Dr,
lacksonville FL32222
904 — 619~ 2422
curtlee59 @aol.com
Aug 8, 2019, p.m.

Mirfam Nelson, Public Records Department

State Attarney's Office [SAQ)

311 W, Monroe St.

Jacksonville FL. 32202 :
Re: Repeated refusals by SAQ attorneys to use microphanes in Courtroom 1~ 1, threat to sug,

plus certain delinquencies respecting past public records requests {PRRs)
Dear Miram:

Please pravide coples of this letter with enclosures to Melissa Netson and John Kalinowskd,

| wifl start with the Issue of SAO attorneys In attendance at first appearance proceedings in Courtroom J— 1, who
repeatediy fail to use microphones. | have documnented this problemn.  No one to my knowledge has told SAQ attorneys that
they must use microphones at flrst appearance proceedings, or else via their lnaudibility they are violating the rights of the
pubilic and inmates who attend those proceedings. | have never seen Melissa or lohn attending such proceedings to supervise
and critique such SAO attorneys.  Plus, do not forget the ADA and related statutes and regutations.

1 am contemplating engaging counsel to commence litjgation of a wide ranging nature re: several violations of my
rights as 3 member of the public who attends first appearance praceedings. | could sue the ISO, the Fourth fudicial Clrcult, the
SAQ, and perhaps others including individuals. | suggest that Melissa and/or fohn should contact me as { would like to discuss

axactly what | believe that the SAO must do an the issue of audibility, What 1 seek is simple and justiffable and should abviate
the need to include the SAC In such litigation.

PRR Belinquencles.

The problem | discuss here has arisen before, and { ask that the SAQ ba more careful, {submitted a etter containing
certain PRRs on 6/3/19. One PRR was submitted to Ms. Nelson on 6/3/19, |enclose the emall and the letter attached to
same. The PRR - related portions thereof are highlighted in yellow, (The original documents were not so highlighted.)

I twice clearly noted to Melissa the PRRs ! then posed, | was not obligated ta copy Miriam Nelson on PRRs to the
SAO. Apparently Mellssa fallad to read what | sent her, and also failed to forward same to others for appropriate handling.

{ ask that Mellssa not assuma that my writings to her containing PRRs are somehow automatically copled to MirTam,
The hottan line Is that such PRits are seriously definquent, and | request prompt responses as required by law,

Please read the enclosures carefully, contact me with any questions or cancerns, and respond promptly, Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Enclosures: my 1 page email dated 6/3/19, and its 3 page enclosure {printed 2 sided). Yellow highlights thereon are mine




Via emall Curtls W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
904 - 619 ~ 2422
curtlee59@aol.com
Aug. 9, 2019

Mark Mahon

Chlef Judge, Fourth ludiclal Cireuit (FIC)

501 W. Adams St

Jacksonville FL. 32202

Malissa Nelson, Esq,, State Attorney
State Attorney's Offics, Fourth Judiclal Circuit (SAQ) Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender
311 W, Monroe St. Offlce of Public Defender, 4™ Judictal Cireult (PDO)

Jacksonville FL 32202 407 N. Laura St
Jacksonvilie FI. 32202

Re: First Appearance proceedings, 8/2/19, Courtroom {~1 {p,m, session). Judge John Moran presided.

Re: Violations of law occurring on 8/2/19, by Judge Moran and the SAQ attorney. They were often
fnaudible as they mada no efforts to use the mlke. i do not have the name of the SAO attomey working
such proceedings. She was 3 young blond white woman.

Pre-appolntment of PDO as counsel is 3 good Idea — see page 2 at {7)

Ms, Nelson — the SAO attarney on 8/2/19, and most other SAQ attorneys I've observed, intentionally
and/or carelessly refused to speak Into the microphone, and thus were totafly inaudible to me, the public,
and Inmates. |have repeatediy vbserved that the SAQ mike [s pushed far away fram where the SAQ
attarney stands. We all have the right to hear as well as see first appearance proceedings.

Please Instruct ofl attorneys who work such praceedings to pull mikes toward them or lean Inta the mikes.
[ am tired of not belng obie to hear SAQ attorneys speak at first appearance proceedings.

Dear Judge Mahon, Judge Cofer, Ms. Nelson, and others:

| arrived in the waiting room to Courtroom ) — 1 at 1:40 p.m. on 8/2/19, with tha Intent of attending first appearance
proceedings, afterncon session {"Proceedings”). | counted 21 persons (Including myself} walting In the walting room outside J
—1.. The Courtroom was closed to the public. A few minutes later 2 colleagues arrived. They too were interested in
attending Proceedings that day.

Nothing happened for almost an hour, | periodically looked thraugh the Courtroom doors and saw ho signs of any
activity untli 2:43 p.m., when | saw that Inmates wera seated In Courtroom | ~ 1.

At 2:36 p.m., JSO balliff Bowman, who t have complalned about before, exited the Courtroom and entered the waiting
room. He spent severat minutes reviewing papers and asking persons who were walting to attend, things like “felany or
misdemeanor”, and “wha are you here for”, and asking the names of the arrestees who members of the public were interested
in seeing in the Courtroom.  He then reentered Courtroom J ~1 at 2:40 p.m., and did not let the public enter,

tn the nelghborhood of 2:30, a man aged about S0 or 60 approached me and my 2 colleagues, and discussed his
problems and posed some questions. | did not get his name.  He complalned that he had called the JSO and was told that
first appearance proceedings commenced at 1:00. He arrived at about that time, and thus was frustrated by the major delay.
His roommate had been arrested for lolterlng. (My thought was—wowl Why on earth s the JSO arresting anyone for
loitering? | don't racall ever having seen documents concerning such arrests.} He had been walting so long for Proceedings to
commence, and was tired and discouraged because the JSO had misled him and wasted so much of his time,

i
3
]




{1 was told by 2 others on prior dates that the 1SO also gave them the same false Informatlon —that afternoon
sessions of first appearance proceedings commence at 1:00 p.. Having attended 24 such proceedings ta date In 2018 and
2019, | know that this s wrong.  Such Court proceedings ~ afternaon sessions - normally coramence at about 2 or 2:30 p.m.)

180 balltff Bowman re - emerged at 3:06 p.m. and starting calling names of arrestees so that members of the public
interested In attending on thalr behalf could {ine up, At this time, £3 members of the public, plus me and my 2 colleagues,
lined up to enter Courtroom I 1. 7 of the persons who had arrived before 2:00 p.m. were no longer walting —they had
departed — no doubt In frustration at Judge Moran's unexplained late commencement of first appearance proceedings.

At 3:07 pm., | and others entered the Courtroom § -1. About 1 minute later, Judge Moran finally entered the
Courtroom, and first appearance progeedings commanced.

Judge Moran’s unaccounted for and Inconsiderate delay wosted 66 minutes or more of the time of all or most of 23
persons who desired on 8/2/19 to attend Proceedings thot ofternoon, Further, his misconduct coused 7 of those 23 members of
the public to give up thelr efforts to attend such Proceedings. | do not know why they gave up, but most likely it had to do with
fomily and work obligations — some people can’t slmply wolt an extra hour or more when a judge Is late. 1t might olse have
related to concerns about getting parking tickets. Wasting 1 haur or more of the time of 23 persons Is costly, even If one
assumes thot the time of those persans is worth only $10 per hour.  Public officlals shauld remind judges to cease belng
Inconsiderate of the needs ond Interests of the public.

Observations re: commencement and continue of first appearance proceedings, 8/2/19, p.m, session

1 continue to have my usual complaints about first appearance processes.  Plus, | complaln about some of the
conduct of Judge Moran during the Proceedings.  When | mention names of defendants below, ] may be misspelling them.

{1) All inmates were fully shackled In the Proceadings, continuing a universal pattern of abuse on the part of judges and the JSO.
Shackling Is palnful, humiifating, etc., imprisons a persan, and generally would constitute a erime.  Many If not most 8/2/19
defendants apparently did not have recoeds of violence, and thus there was no justification for full shackling. Yet, no offlclals
want ta reduce or eliminate such harms, ISO stats reveal, among other things, that 32,616 persons were arrested and bonked
in 2018; all or almost all were harmed via such shackiing.

Thisis a continulng scandal harming over 32,000 persons/year in Jacksonvlile, Please consider alternatives, e.g. establishing
systems whereby inmates can remath In another room unshackled, and electronically communicate with a judge (e.g, via
closed clreuit TV}, | have heard that such systems are used elsewhere,

(2) buring such Proceedings, while | was In attendance, Judge Moran falled to mentfon Florida Statutes 903.046, and did not
abide by its requirements whan setting ball.  Hence, all his ball decisions seemed quickly done and capricious, as Is the norm
re: Jacksonville judges. The totality or his conduct s troubling, and shows his cantempt for defendants’ rights and the law.

(3} Judge Moran announced up frant that he found probable cause In all cases. | continue to belleve that Judges must make
and announce individualized probable cause determinations — mass declisions adverse to defendants, such as this, suggest
Judiclal carelessness, corner ~ cutting, and bias.

{4) As soon as Judge Moran sat down, | naticed that not only was the mike far away from his mouth, but It was angled away to
about as far away as possible, The Judge and the JSO baillffs made no effort to fix this obvious dislocation of the mike, This,
again, shows that the judges and JSO do not care about audibifity of first appearance proceedings, This attitude is especially
inconsiderate towards heatlng - impaired persons. 1suggest that all officiols assume that there always are hearing impaired
persons amongst the attending public, as this could be true, and also, such assumptlon shouid motive publlc offlcials to
correct the continuing problem of inaudibllity.

{t seerns that the ADA carries no weight with Judge Mahon, Judge Moran, other judges or the JSO.  This problem was, in the
case of Judge Moran, modestly obviated by his having a strong voice,

{5} 1 courted 29 msle and 9 female inmates present in the Courtroom when Proceedings commenced, Given that | might have
been unable to see some persons as other pearsons may have blocked my line of sight, this figure Is an estimate,




{6) There were 2 Inmates up for extradition, | was unable to hear most of what was sald,

{7} Judge Moran did some good things on 8/2/19 at the Proceedings, He asked defendants to raise thelr hands If they could
afford private attorneys (2 did 5o}, and then he made a mass, up - front appointment of the PDO as counse! in alt other cases.
All of you should urge other Judges to do such things,

{8) The Judge processed 30 defendants while I was In attendance. 2 were described as absentee —procassed, Of those 30
protessed defendants, | was unable to hear the last names of 7 of them, and the first names of 10 of them.

{9) Judge Moran spoke way too quickly. Otherwise | could have heard more pames. His rapid fire speaking prevented me from
hearing many other details such as charges, and bond amounts,  § probably missed about % of what he said,  Plus, his rapldity
made it more difficult for me to understand. 1am a retived attorney.  Given what | just sald, | suspect that the rapid - fire
conduct of Judge Moran was very confusing to the public.

Judges must take more Hme with each defendant as part of the fltst appearance pracess, and must clearly do alf that the low
requlres.

(10} The 17" defendant processed during the Proceedings while | was present, was Tia Burley, She was charged with 4
misdemeanars, and the Judge set bail. The SAO made an offer { think ~1 rely on context), and the Judge did not likelt and
stifled it. He argued with her and said -1 don’t think so.” Because | could not hear the entlre conversation, and because |
was unable to hear the SAD attorney at afl, | cannot say for sure whather the Judge behaved improperly, |suggest that both
the SAO and PDQ Investigate.

In connection with a defendant named Cosette Thompson {speliing?), the Judge and SAO spoke further and neither was audlble
thanks to their refusals to use mikes.

{11} 1 left the Proceedings at 3:45 p.m.  During the approximately 37 minutes of their duration, 30 defandants were processed,
This was far too quick, as afready noted.

R TETET

ludge Mahon has refused to provide offictal emall addressas of any Judges or judiclal assistants who work in the BIC
{except that he has provided me his own email address). Hence, | could only email this letter to Judge Moran, if| correctly
guessed tis emall address, | prefer not to spend my time guessing and perhaps thereby communtcate with the wrong person,
Therefore, | ask Judge Mahon to farward this letter to Judge Moran, and confirm same to me after dolng sa. {50 far, Judge
(Viahon has refised previous requests to confirm, thus leaving me In the dark, and doubling down on the abuse inherent In his
"provide no Judiclal emalls” policy.}

{ contend that Judge Mahon Is required by the Canons of Judicial Conduct, and simpla morality and common sanse, to
criticize and refer for discipline judges and JSO employees that violate the law.  Yet, to date, | am unaware that he has taken
such actlon,

2 I I ST X T

IF any of you believe that  err In any way, please explain In detall. Your sifence while knowing that faws have been
and are helng violated, Is troubling.  Your silence while the rights of Inmates, defendants, and the general public have been
and are belng viofated, is troubling.

As always, [ am happy to confer with all of you, as you can and should assist in iImproving the administration of Justice
In Jacksonviile, and in reducing violations of the law by public officials.  And, what | advocats Is readily dosble, if judges and
others would simply make the effort.

Please respond soon. Thank you,
Sincerely,

o L. Buzzelf, PDO; 1. Kallnowski, SAD, M. Williams, and P. lvey




Via emall Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
904 - 619 - 2422

curtiee59@aol.c
Aug. 18,2019

tark Mahon

Chief Judge, Fourth judictal Circult (FIC) Sherlff Williams and Undersher[ff vey
501 W, Adams St. Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office (ISO)
Jacksonvifle FL 32202 501 E. Bay St.

Jacksonville FL 32202
Melissa Nelson, Esq., State Attorney

State Attorney’s Office, Fourth Judliclal Circuit (SAO} Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender
311 W. Monroe St. Office of Public Defender, 4™ Judictal Circuit (PDO)
Jacksonville FL 32202 407 N. Laura St.

Jacksonville FL 32202
Re: First Appearance proceedings, 8/9/19, Courtroom J —1 {p.m, session). Judge Scott Mitchell presided,

{1) Violations of law by Judge Mitchell, E.g., ludge Mitchell processed women inmates/defendants fivst,
This Is a continuance of the anti ~ male discrimination | previousty criticized re: Senfor Judge Mallory
Cooper and Judge Mahon, and Is part of a pattern. I suggest you push to purge the Courts of alf
gender — based discriminatory judicial conduct, especlally as 1 now have documented 3 instances
discrediting 3 judges. Forjudges to single out men for inferlor treatment is NOT acceptable and NOT

lawful.

{2) The SAO attorney working such proceedings (s young, tall and dark haired white woman)} was inaudible
most of the time as sha did not attempt to use the mike. | do not have her name, She violated the law

Conslder today’s letter and my letter of 8/9/19 as formal complaints ta the SAO about SAQ counsel who
refuse to use their mikes and cause ar allow them to be pushed and polnted away, making the SAO’s
remarks in Court inaudible to the public {and likely Inaudible to at feast some inmates/defendants), We
all have the right to hear first appearance proceedings. The SAQ mocks our rights,

FPlease Instruct oll attorneys ot first appearance proceedings to pull mikes toward them or lean Into them
when speaking.  1am tired of not being able to hear SAD attorneys speak at such proceedings.

{3} The JSO wrangly arrested a man for refusing an order to stop rlding his bike, Please Investigate and
punish rasponsible JSO employees, and campensate the victim,  See pg. 2 at {1) and pg. 3 at {7) for
violations of the law and human rights by the 150.

Dear Judge Mahon, fudge Cofer, Ms, Nelson, Mr. Willlams, Mr. lvey and others:

{ arrived In the waiting room to Caurtroom J - 1 at 1:57 p.m. on 8/9/19, to attend first appearance proceedings,
afternoon sesslon {“Proceedings”). 1 counted 17 persons {including myself) walting to attend.  The Courtroom was then
closed. At 2:14 p.m., IS0 balliff Bowman, who | complained about before, exited the Courtroom and entered the waiting
room. He mentioned several names of defendants who would be processed In Proceedings that afterncon,  Other attendees
and | arose and approached the Courtroom door. At 2:15 p.m, on 8/9/19, all of us were allowed Into the Courtroom.

Judge Mitchell then entered the Courtroom {within 8 minute or less of my entry). | counted 28 inmates/defendants in
the Courtroom. As L have cautioned before, this number Is an estimate as baillffs and other inmates can block my line of sight.
{Later, based on my notes of what Inmates were in the Courtroom and processed In my presence, and a count of those left at
my time of departure, | belfeve the actual number of inmates processed during such Proceedings was 29, Some defendants
were ahsentee processed on 8/9/19 — they are not included in the total of 29} As usual, most inmates (17) were black,

I\ Observatlons te: commencement and conditet of first appesrance proceedings, 8/9/19, p.m. session




1 continua to have my usual camplaints about first appearance praceedings. Plus, | complain about some of the
conduet of Judge Moran during the Proceedings.  When | mention namas of defendants below, | may be misspelfing them,

{1} All inmates were fully shackled in the Proceedings, continuing a universal pattern of abuse on the pant of [udges and the JSO,
Shackling Is palnful, humiliating, etc., imprisons a person, and generally would constitute a crime, Only 6 of the 26 inmatas/
defendants whose pracessing 1 observed on 8/9/19 were arrested on charges entalling violence, and thus there was no
Justification for full shackling of all inmates/defendants. {Caution —1 was unable to hear the charges re: 4 suth inmates.)

Yet, no offlclals express any desire to reduce or eliminate such harms, SO stats reveal, among other things, that 32,616
persons were arrested and booked in 2018; all or almost all were hiarmed via such shackling,

This Is a continuing scandal harming over 32,000 persons/year in Jacksonville. Pleasa consider alternatives, e.g, establishing
systems whereby Inmates can rentain in another room unshackled, and efectronically communicate with a judge {e.g., via
closed clrcult TV). | have heard that such systems are used elsewhere.

{2) Judge Mitchell spoke clearly and close enough to the mike most of the time during the Proceedings, He was mostly audible

(3) Judge Mitchell claimed that he spent 1 % hours reviewing all cases and found probable cause in all of them, unless he would
say otherwise. | never heard him later say otherwise. But, In a few Instances as he procassed Inmates/defendants, he again
stated that he had found probable cause for amests. | have previously crittcized such upfront carte — blanche — type “findings”
of probable cause. They are unconvincing and suggest slipshod processing.

{4) Near the start of such Proceedings, Judge Moran stated that he would take all factors into account In setting balf bonds.
However, he falled to mention Florida Statutes 903.046, and did not abide by its requirements when setting ball.  Plus, he
never indicated that he took any required factors Into account when setting ball, after just having said that he would!
Thus, § deem Judge Moran’s statement to be false and self - serving, Intended to protect him should someone later complain,

Hence, alt Judge Moran’s ball decislons seemed quickly done and capriclous, as is the norm re: Jacksonville judges, The totality
or his conduct s troubling, and shows his contempt for defendants’ rights and the law,

{5) Re: defendants Gloria Blanco, Sheldon Walker (an absentee), Anthony Harrls, Stanley Rivero, Jay Lynn Powell, Nicholas
Holmes , DeVante Stevens, and a female defandant with the last name of Turner, the SAQ attorney spoke. (Remember, §am
guessing at spellings here.) This attormey’s mike was pushed away (about 2 feet from where she stood) and also was pointed
away — perpendicufar to her and with the mouth of the mike facing the back wall of Courtroom J ~ 1 (where the Judge sat).
Hence, the SAG attorney was repeatedly inaudible re: all 8 defendants. [Even if she had moved 90 degrees before she spoke,
the 2 foot distance would have defeated my afforts and rights to hear.]

Sometimes but not always, the Judge stated loudly encugh for us members of the public to hear, what he heard the SAO
attorney say.  The SAO attorney was far closer to the Judge than to me, other members of the public, and many defendants.

Think shout this - tha SAQ attorney was so careless and contemptuous of the rights of tha public, that she was wholly inaudible
to me and others re: B defendants In Just one afterncon.  And the Judge did not always “save the day” by restating what the
SAO attorney supposedly sald. (The fudge's actians do not undo, corract or absolve SAG vialations of the law.) Yet again, i
am forced to complain about the unlawfuf conduct of the SAG, 1and all members of the public have the right to hear what the
SAD attarney says in open Court.

{6} Judge Mitchell, as others do, processes inmates/defendants arrested on felony chargas first during the Proceedings, and
than when alf are processed, starts processing Inmates/defendants arrested only on misdemeanor charges. However, Judge
Mitchell In dolng this engaged In systemic pro - female and thus anti — male bigotry, which neither the PDO nor SAQ
ohjected to. Itiswithout question advantageous for an inmate to be processed earller in tha day, than later, ns that means
that an Inmate can In some cases leave jall earller, and in other cases has more time to attend to legal and personal matters,

{a) Judge Mitchell pracessed all female inmates accused of felonies before starting with the males so accused,

{b} He procassed all female Inmates accused of misdemeanors only, befare starting with the males so accused.

{¢} This cannot be happenstance; such a pattarn of the most extreme antl-male blas has an infinitesimal chance of
having occurred by pure chance.  Judge Mitchell intended to discriminate against men In the Proceedings,
Perhaps someone else “ardered” his schedule thus, which does not ahsolve him, as same might have been at his
direction, and surely he was smart enough to notice the anti ~male result,




{d) Inone case, the Judge addressed, and then passed, a female inmate tolater. 1 did not hear the reasoning. Still,
he afforded such female Inmate the chance to get a head start over male inmates.

t am disgusted, | have erdered the relevant transcript, will pay for it, and will then complain about the Judge. This
continued pattern of anti~ male bigotry on the part of judges and not chjected to by the SAQ and PDO, must stop. Use
your heads. Notlce bigotry when Judges commit same.  Complaln, eriticize, and force Judges to follow the same laws that all
others are supposed to follow.

{7) The treatment of one defendant at the Proceedings on 8/9/19 troubled me greatly, A defendant named Marquls Brunge
{and remember, | can only guess the spelling as | tack the transcript) apparently had no reflector on his bike. AJSO officer
orderad him to stop riding a bike —a questionable arder in the first place,  Mr. Brunge did not Immediately comply, was
arrested and jailed, and was then processed on 8/9/19 in the afternoon, WHAT AN ABUSIVE ARREST! WHAT A NASTY 1SO
OFFICER] WHAT BAD JUDGMENT! 1 am disgusted and | ask the 50 to Investigate, disclpline the officer, and recormpense Mr,
Brunge. Unfortunately, Mr. Brunge ltkely was Indigent and ignorant of his rights, and simply desperate to get out of a hasty,
dangerous and humiliating situation - incarceratlon. He accepted a plea deal — no contest or gullty, time served and $303 In
court costs. What makes the treatment of Mr. Brunge even worse Js that when Judge Moran presented this disgraceful offer to
Mr. Brunge, he did not then ask Mr. Brunge If he wanted counsel, or offer to appoint same.  Shame on Judge Moran.

{8} Defendant Stanley Rivero also had his rights to counsel violated by Judge Moran.  In contrast, several defendants at the
same Proceedings were ireated properly respecting rights to counsel,

Mr. Brunge and Mr. Rivero are bfack men charged with misdemeanors only. The misdemeanor —only defendants treated
properly re: rights to counsel Inclided 4 black men, 2 white men, 2 white women and 1 Latino man. | checked these things out
to see if ractal andfor gender bias might have been at work here too. 1suspect not, Most likely, ludge Moran mistreated
defendants Brunge and Rivero for other reasons, due to caprice, or simply forgetting about thelr rights.

Shame again on Judge Moran,

{911eft the Proceadings at 3:05 p.m. Durling the approximately 50 minutes of their duration in my presence, 26 defendants
were processed. This was too quick, and the Judge among other things cut corners and violated laws, as already noted.

Ik Same Concluding Remarks

Judge Mahon has refused to provide officlal emall addresses of any judges or judicial assistants who work in the FIC
{except that he has provided me his own emall address). Hence, | could only emall this latter to Judge Mitchell, if | correctly
puessed his email address. [ prefer not to spend time guessing and perhaps thereby communicate with the wrong person.
Therefore, | ask Judge Mahon to forward this letter to Judge Mitchell, and conflrm same to me after doing so.  (So far, Judge
Mahon has refused previous requests to confirm, thus leaving me In the dark, and doubling down on the abuse inherent in his
“srovide no judicial emalls” policy.)

| contend that Judge Mahon Is requirad by the Canons of Judielal Conduct, morality and common sense, to criticize
and refer for discipline Judges and JSO employees who violate faws.  Vet, to date, I'm unaware that he has taken such action.

t+++++EFt b4

If any of you believe that | err In any way, please explain in detail. Your sitenice while knowing that laws have been
and are belng violated, is troubling.  Your silence while the rights of inmates, defendants, snd the general public have been
and are being violated, Is troubling,

As always; 1 am happy to confer with ali of you, as you can and should assist In Improving the administration of Justica
in Jacksanville, and in reductng violations of the law by public officlals.  And, what | advocate Is readily doable, If judges and
others would simply make the effort,

Please respond soon.  Thank you,
Sincerely,

Ce: t. Buzzell, PDO; J. Kalinowski, SA0




Curtis W, les

7424 Clarempnt Creek Dt
Jacksonville 1, 32222
‘804 619~ 2422
curtleeS9 Gacksom

Aug 19, 2018, pam.

Viz mall

Melissa Nelson, State Attorney
Stata Attorney’s Offles, Fausth Jullclsf Crult (SAO)
A1l W. Monroe St,

Jacksonville FL 32202 v _
Re! {1) Threatto sue, (2) Tows hall ret prosecutotial decisfon - making, race wnd sthniclty, (3)

Enclosed payment for publls records, {4) definquencles re; past public recards requests {PRIt)
Dear Melissa:

We trava had a cordlal relatlonship, and you have heen wiling to hear me outapd have a dislog,  faskysuto read
this letter and provide u copy of it, and the orlginal of the enclosed thack, to Mirlam Nelson,  Then, | suggest we confer,

{ had written to Mirlam an 8/8/18, concerning some delinguencles re: past PRR, and my threat to sue, §am guessiog
that she did not copy you, or perhaps you have nptyet read your copy.

. Why am | writiog to youngalin? Becauss the same unfawtul SAQ conduct appears repuatadiy, and the SAO Is very
vulnerablo to asuccassful lawsult,

SAQ attarneys repeatetly refuse to use the mikasn front of them, upred have pushed thew away, at first
appearanca proceedings I CourtroomJ=1. This, touplad with PRR delinnuericles, makes fora potentlal
fawsult with a high potentlal forsuccess, | have already consultad with counse! but hgve not yet engeged any.
Local Judpes likawisa sould be sued re: inaudibility,

1 probably could have successiully sued indar tha Pubillc Records Act ibleast 100 times, but | such profer toimprove
focat government without having to sue, My demands of the SAQ ara:

v Eflminate tha existing PRR dellnquencies, promptly:
v Thatthe SAO require all ASA'S to speak directly Tnto the microphonas at 1 Urnes while In any cowrtroomy, and further,
thatyeu devise a wWay to penaliza all ASN's when there are any violatlons. ‘The dearer and mota solld suthd punltive

pa]lw’ the better,

. Please call ype soon, to sen If tha SAC can he omitted from such alawsalt, (Note—this lawsult Is not ikaly to be fifed
uatll Octoher ot the éarllast,  Therels ima to reflest)  Howaver, If the unfawiul status guo persists and 1 conclude thet the
SAO Is not serlous about the complaints Ehere set forth; 1 wiif sue and Include the SAD or perhaps you as s defendant,  {[am
not sura If ona showld sus tha SAO sa a0 antity, nr.you asthe person Holding the office, or both, Such things best further
tesearch, which | would prefar ot to hava to do,)

{ hopa that you appreskite this letter as Tt glves you hotled and the oppartunity te Improve SAG practices, and as it
glves us hath 2 chance to save time and money,

Last, | was told vesbally and via emalls that there wouldhe a “town hall” {a public presentation) re: the SAG's work
with a university {and the resulting study) on the tople of prosesuiterlal deciston - making and race and ethnlefty. Yet,onthe
SAD wehsite, nothilmg has yet been posted #s of 1:28 pamu koday. 1am Involved In some organlzations, some of whose
suembers would he Intarasted I altcndiig such pressntation. 18 there a problem? Adelaye Wil the presentation ot noouy?
$lease advise saon to ubvinte My need to perlodically chack the 540 website,

Thankyou. 1look forward to your promptrespense,
Sincerely yours,

Enclosures check In amount of §3456 payablo to the State of Horlda for certaln publlc records
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BROMAGEN RATHET KLEE & SMITH, P.A.

Atlornaps Paralaguls

Witllasm L, Bromagals . Darlenn M. Blackmon
Dyaoks C Rallal* Gina Legan-

Danlel A, Klza .

Brendun P Sadlih ) Keply to: Jacksonvilla
Chelstapher Spd

Cara L, Powell

Aiftitod it Blovidn & Georgia*
Florida Supremd Cavet Cerilfied Medlalar*

September 9, 2019

The Honorable Mark Mahon Stephen 7. Powell, Bsq,
Chief Yudge, Fourth Tudicial Cireuit (FIC) Assistant General Counsel
501 W. Adams St. Office of Genetal Counsel
Jaclesoniville, Florida 32202 City of Jacksonville and J8O

City Hall, 8t, James Building
Melissa Nelson, Bsq, 117 Wast Duyal Street, Suite 480
State Attorney’s Office (SAO) Jacksonville, Florida 32202
311 W, Montoe St.
Jagksoniville, Florida 32202 Tulie K, Taylor. Bsq.

Court Conngel

Diwval County Courthonse

501 West Adams Streof

Jacksonville, Florida 32202

Re:  Curtls Lea— potential Htigailon for past ard conflnning public records, open
accass dnd other viplations

Dear State Atiorney Nelson, Ms, Taylot, Judge Mahon and Mr. Powell;

On-Jaly 8, 2019, this firm sent a letier an behall of Mr, Lee tegarding Poblic Records Aot
(PRA) violations. Mr. Les has nado repeated complaints over the course of several months
regarding the fallure of the JSO, FIC and SAQ to comply with public fecords and open access to
eoutts laws. '

M. Lee hes refxained from commencing a lawsuit fhus far, Unfortunately, the violations
.of the law continue and mout. 1io asked me to reach out again to see If any of the roatters
discussed herein can be tesolved without having to litigate.

To surnwmarize, the past and continuing lssues, without limitation or walvet, are a3
follows:

()  Vdolations of the PRA. Specifically, concerning the recarding that the JSO has pressrved
and will fiot release based on its incorzect position that it is exempt fram disclosure. In a July 12,
2019 Jetter from Mr. Powell to me, he indieated that it would only be released putsyant to a court
order. If that is the J80's position, then the JSO is compolfing Mr, Lee to file suit to have a coutt

Tort Lauderdate Ofice, 110, Box 70038, Port Laudaerdale, PL 33307,(984)760-5880, Fax (95‘1-)760-5877
Jacksonville Office, 135 203 Avenue, North, Sufte 1, Jacksonville, Fi, 32250,(904)242-0860, Fay (504)242-0830
Yawmp Olfice, 201 Bast Kennady Bontevard, Suite 500, Yampa, Florida 83602,(813)261-3870, Fax (904)261-3074



BROMAGEN RATHET KLEE & SMITH, P.A.

determine that no exemption applics and, thexefore the JSO's non-disolosure is a PRA violation,
entitling Mr. Lee to attorney’s fees and costs, Mr, Lee hapes that the JSO will recongider its
position, release the recording and avoid wasting time and taxpayer toney.

Also, please explain why the reeording requested on or about March 20, 2019, which was
- assigned file number P131843, was not located and presetved,

Further, please do not forget that Mr. Lee has recoeds concerning the JSO's fallures to
tespond promptly to his public records requests and other delinguencies. These violations of the
law o teadily be proven, and we expest to be able to snceeed in proving such violations of the
Public Records law.

(2) Repeated rofusals by SAO attomeys and local judges to use riicrophones; causing
inaudibility tegarding first appearancs proceedings in Coustroom J— 1,

(3)  Past instances of fallyres regarding mictophone systems in J —~ 1, which were not
promptly cotrected,

(@) ' #2 « 3 above are in effect denials of access to the coutltoom aud violated My, Lee's
tights and the rights of othets. See Miami Herald Publishing Co. v, Lawis, 426 So.2d 1, 3 (¥la,
1982), The violations have been repeated, and My, Lee’s cotaplaints about them have not beett
respanded to, M, Lde will have to scole injumotive relief if the proceedings ate not made
yoluntarily sudible coupled with procedures so that audibility problems never atlse again, Please
do not forget also that laws concerning persons with disabifities may dictate that all
goveinmental parfies to Court proceedings may ho longer ignote guch igsues,

(5)  Repented refusals by judges and the JSO o allow petsons attending first appearance
praceedings in Couriroom J-1 to utitize cefl phones at fixst appeatance proceedings in ways that
do not cange disruption. This violates My, Lee’s tights and the righte of ofhers, Tnjunctive relief
may ba sought,

(6)  §SO and judges have denlod Mt, Lee and others their rights to attend fixst appearance
proceedings in full while allowing others admission, Mr, Lee and others haye been repeatedly
denied the right to watch inmetes view judge-natrated official videos describing tha tights of
defendants, even thoughthis sometirnes happens in Conriroom J-1, while the public Is present in
the adjoining waiting area and baired from the Courtroom. Tojunctive telief may be sought,

()  Refisals by judges to permit non-distaptive recotdings of Coutt proceedings or portlons
fhereof, vmless petsons apply in advance and obtein judiclal approvals. Yet, the policy, and
administration, ve: such matters, {8 biased In favor of the media and against the public,
Govesnmental favoritism is raproper, Injurictive relief may be songht,

M, Lee seels the opporhunity to meet Judge Mahon, State Attomey Nelson and a JSO
repragentatlye to discuss resolving these fssuos,

Fart Lauderddla Office, P,0, Hox 70036, Fort Lauderdale, VL 33307,(954)760-5080, Fax (954)760-5077
Jacksanville Dffice, 135 202 Avenue, North, Sulte 1, facksonville, Fl, 32250,(904)242-0860, Fax (3 04)242-0830
Tampa Office, 201 Bast Kennedy Boulevard, Snite 500, Tampa, Florlda 33602,(813)261-8870, Fax (904)261-3874



BROMAGEN RATHET KLEE & SMITH, P.A.

Upon your receipt and teview of this letter, please eontact mo to diseuss these matters
and/for to schedule a mecting to resolve the sbove-listed ftems, Otherwise, Mr, Lee intends to

seek a regolition through via litigation.

Singetely,

"

Fortlauderdale Offtco, P,0. Box 70036, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33307,(954)760-5880, Fax {956)760-5877
Jacksonville Offfes, 136 20d Avenue, Norh, Sutta 4, Jacksonville, Bl 32250,(904) 242-0860, Fax. (904)243-0830
“Tampa Office, 201 Bost Kennedy Boulevard, Sulte 500, Tamps, Florida 33602,(813)261-3870, Fax (904)261-3874
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Fronu Stegel, Stephen

Tot

Subjack FW: milcrophones it J1

Paton Fitday, September 27, 2019 3:43:00 PM

This arises out of concerns Curt Lee raised over J1 to the Chief Judge. Please remind your
attorneys to speak up in J1 so that everyone can hear.

From: Taylor, Julle

Sehqt: Friday, September 27, 2019 3:11 PM
To: Stegel, Stephen

Subject: microphones In 31

Steve: [ think when we talked | sald | would let you know If | informed the Judges that there was a
complaint about the inconsistent use of microphones by ludges and attorneys In J1. | just sentout
an email letting them know about the complalnt and asking them to be aware of the need 1o use the
microphones, If possible, It may be helpful to ask your attorneys to do the same. Thanks and have a
great weekend| Julie -

Julie K. Taylor

Court Counsel

Duval County Courthouse
501 West Adams Street
Sulte 7212

Jacksonville, Florlda 82202
(904)255-1081



Exhibit M




brooks@broma%nlaw.cum

From; brooks@bromagenlaw.com

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2019 9:42 AM

To: 'Slegel, Stephen', 'braoks.rathet@bromagentaw.com’
Ce: i '‘Curtleg59@acl.com’

Subject: RE: emall

Stephen:

Thank you again for meeting with us and for providing the e-mail regarding the microphones.

As we discussed, Mr, Leé, among other things, takes the position that there have beén violations
regarding access to court based upon proceedings being inaudible and participants not speaking into
microphones, or not speaking loudly enough to be heard, Mr. Lee believes that a judicial proceeding is
not open if the words spoken by judges, lawyers for your office, other lawyers, and/or defendants
cannot be hesrd by membeis of the public who are in the aidience portion of courtrooms. Plis, it is
likely that inmates may bie unable to hear such speakers, as well, from time to time,

We understand that the State Attorney’s Office does not stipulate that their has been any violation of
law. We do appreciate that you have taken under adviseinent Mr, Lee’s teqitest that State Attorney
Nelson generate a firm and unequivocal divective in writing to all Assistant State Attorneys that they
make sure to speak into microphones to ensuve everyone in the courtroom can hear them clearly.

Also, that you for noting Mr. Lee's concernis regaiding women being prioritized at fivst appearance,
rather than defepdants being called randomly or in a gender-nentral manner,

Mr, Lee also requests refmbursement by the State Attorney's Office for his attorney’s fees incurred in
effectnating any changes requested above. I have expended a minimum of two hours at a rate of §350
per houy, for a total of $700, in addressing these issues for Mr, Lee after his attempts toresolve these
matters without legal counsel were unstuecessful,

As mentioned at our meeting, such requests are modest in nature, and we believe that the requested
written directives should be undertaken by the end of the month, with a copy provided to me. As for
the poliey of processing women fivst as part of first appearance proceedings, we ask that your office
suppoit and push the Fourth Judicial Cireuit to abandon such a poliey. Mr. Lee indicated his plans,
should no changes ocenr, I think it is preferable for all if judges and other officials simply correct such
discriminatory acts without necessitating further complaints,

Thank you,
Brooks
Brooks Rathet, Esq,

B R KS BUAMAGEN BATHET, KLEE & Swurh, PA.

135 2nd Avenne North, Suite 1
Jacksonyille Beach, FL 32250-6946
904,242.0860 Plione
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‘Fourth Judietsl Clrentt

iy - Duyal - Nassau

“n J1 affe audible to the general publie,

Meprissa Noisol
STATE ATTORNEY'S OrrioR |

October 29,2019

Brodfts Rathet, Esq,

Bromagen, Rathet, Kleo and Smith, PA
135, 2hd Avenwe Nogth, Sultel
Jacksonville Baach, FL 32250

RE: Curt Led Megting

DearMr. Rathiet:

i am writing in.responsd to our meeting.of Ogtgher 2, 2019;as well as your emdil
correspondexrice of Détshet 4,,2019, 1 wnderstand fram dwrmesting, aswell as yowr
emiail, Mr, Lige reguests a dotument ol memorandum from State Attorney Nelsdh to
onr attorneys addressing the Importance of being heard in -6, pattiéularly in
Comrtroom JL.  Sécond, My, Lee reguests payment of Hls legdl expenses iu the
amount of 70D, 1 am ot inclined to agiree to ejtherréquest.

'To. the: extent the State Attonidy’s Office has tny-contral over whother prozeadings
general | 1 spoke. to Julle Taylor dbout Mr. Lee’s:
conperns, Your Septamber @, 2018; leteér is.divacted in partto her, Sherespended
to we. in'the Septetuber 27, 2019, emall I proyided to you and Mr. Leg that she
cottacted flie judgesto alart them fo, thib hsue:

Upon vegelving Ms. Taglor's email, 1 réspondsd to ek réguest by dirdcting an enmgil
to fhe Divector of Govnty Cow't for the State. Attovhey's Offfce;. Johu Kalinowsl,
auking him toTemind the.attorreys who appear in J1 to mgke sure they speal¢ Into
the microphone. When & Nelson bugameé Stite Attotney, we istitated #n
fntensive tating prigrar oy our-héwly admitted Assistant State Attorneys and
coftiting to provide weekly training on a vauety of fopics.  Our attorneys
aidatstand theiy responsibilities-doring'proceedings in J1 as well asthe importance
aPpublic access to judielal proceedings,

904-255-2500
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Second, | o not belleve it is appropriale to spend taxpayer funds forr My, Lee's legal
expenses. Lhave worked with Mit Lee aver the last couple of years on issuesranging
frotn the quality of out public vecords responses to bail and bond, In-addition to
others in my office, in particular; Miitam Nelson, Thave yesponded to his emalls aid
Jetters and have héld multipls meetings with him, As has been our past dealing,
when he raises‘an fgswe [ will copitinue to'be responsive:

Sincerely,

‘Stéphen.SieééiL%{/(

Tirst Assfstant State Attorney
£Cl

Cart Lee
7124 Claremonit Craele Drive

Jagksonville, BL 32222 .
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411 West Monroe Street

Pafﬂf;igxf%;&?;g ::E I?Ilgdn IackwnT;iLﬂe;mn!dS; ?5;'32?2-4242
MELISSA W, NELSON
STATE ATTORNEY
RECEIVED
March 02, 2020 RAR 11 2020

7124 Claremont Creek Drive
Jacksonville FLL 32222

Mr. Curlls Lee Bgmw
. U v

RE: PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST R003397-020420

Dear Mr. Gurils Lee,
The State Attorney's Office Is in receipt of your Public Records request dated 2/4/2020 for

"Documents authored by the SAO, in the period 9/1/19 - 2/4/20, re: u:se or failure to use microphones
in Courtroom J1, or In other courtraoms, andlor re; the need fo and/ior fallure to speak loudly in
Courtroom J1, or In other courtrooms. As of now, | only have recelv-ed one such document 4€“ the
emall from Stege! to Kalinowsk dated 9127119, {Please note that such emall responded Yo my
narrower in scope PRR sent to the SAQ on 1/22/20.)"

We are unable lo provide the requested record based on the fallowlng te:asen{s):
§ There are no records responsive to your request,

If you have any questions regarding this requast, please do not hesitate to contact Mirlam Nelson, Public
Regords Administeator, at (904) 285-2927 or by emall at sac4prr@cof.net.

Sincerely,
Public Resords Divislon
State Attarnay's Offlce, 4th Clroult

tetler Page 1 of 1
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Via email Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
904~ 619 - 2422
curtlee59@acl,com
Oct. 31, 2019

Mark Mahon

Chief Judge, Fourth Judicial Clreult {FIC)

501 W, Adams St.

Jacksonville FL 32202

tMellssa Nelson, Esq., State Attorney

State Attorney’s Office, Fourth Judiclal Cirevit (SAO) Charles Cofer, Esq., Public Defender

311 W. Monroe St Office of Public Defender, 4™ Judicial Circult (POO)

Jacksonville FL 32202 407 N, Laura 5t .

Jacksonville £t 32202

Re: First Appearance proceedings, 10/29/19, Courtroom ) - 1 (p.m. sesslon} {“Proceedings”). Judge Michelle
Kalll presided. She, judge Mahon, the SAQ attorney In attendance, and the JSO bailiff violated the law.

The SAQ attorney was repeatedly Inaudible during the Proceedings as she made no efforts to use the mike. |
do not have her name. She was a young, light - skinned black woman, maybe 30 years old, with long halr,
braided behind her, and having blonde highlights. The braids were about 9 —12 inches long.

Ms. Nelson — the SAQ attorney on 30/29/19, and mast other SAC attorneys l've observed, refused to speak
into the microphone, and thus were inaudible to me, the public, and Inmotes. [ have repeatedly observed
that the SAO mike Is located fur away from where the SAO attomey stands, We all have the right to hear
as well as see first appearance proceedings.

Please instruct oll attorneys who work such proceedings to pull mikes toward them or lean fully Into the
mikes. 1am tired of not being able to hear SAO attorneys speak at first oppearance proceedings.

Dear Judge Mahon, Judge Cofer, Ms. Nelson, J50 officlals and athers:
First appearance proceedings continue to be filled with violations of the law.

©On 10/29/19, | arrived in the walting room to Courtroom - 1 at 1:43 p.m. an 10/29/19, with the intent of attending
first appearance proceadings, afternoon session (“Proceedings”). | counted 17 persons (including myself) waiting at that
moment. Courtroom J—1 was then ciosed to the public, A handful of others arrived over the next % hour or so, Intending to
attend the Praceedings, A colleague of mine arrlvad a few minutes after | did, and witnessed matters about which | complain.

Nothing happened for a while. A black balliff, a man of solid bulld, and perhaps age 35 or 40, who | have seen
hefore, but whose name 1 fack, came out Into the walting area at about 2:05 p.m. to ask me and others why we were waiting,
I\, were wa thera to observe the Proceedings respecting any particular person (friend or family)?

At 2:27 p.am, this ballif allowed my colleague and | into the Courtroom, first.  Then he allowed a handful of other
persons into the Courtroom. 1 counted 5 persons as entering,  However, | was irked because | knew that atleast 10 other
persons had not entered the Courtroom. The ISO bailiff, as baillffs have done In the past, held the others back In the waiting
area, for undisclosed reasons, (Abaut halfway through the Proceedings, 6 or 7 of these persons were allowed to enter the

Courtroom.)

I must again tell the JSO that it breaks the law when it altows some persons to observe Court proceedings before
allowing other persons to do so, The latter persons are urlawiully denled entry Into Courtroom J ~ 1, even if the denlal lasts
10 or 20 minutes. The fact that the victims do not complain does nat absolve the ISO. it Is no excuse to violate the rights
of persons who are ignarant of their rights. Indeed, taking such actlon Is especlally reprehensible,




| ask that the above bailiff he instructed conceming the law, and informed that he does not have any rights to
discriminate cancerning attendance at flyst appearance proceedings, and further suggest that he merits discipline,

After Entry Into Courtroom 1 -1, Conduct of Proceedings

I noticed, upon entering the Courtraom at 2:27 p.m,, the usual sad fact - the majority of the fully shackled Inmates
who were present and walting to be processed via the Proceedings were black. Data published by the JSO and SAO show that
the JSO ovar - arrests black persons. 1 caution that it can be difficult for me to count and evaluats Inmates, as | often only see
the backs of thelr heads, and my linas of sight sometimes are parily blocked, Res the Proceedings at Issue, | concluded that
about 25 of the about 40 inmates that { concluded were then present, were black.)

Once agaln, there was no opportunity for me and others on Oct, 29 to watch Inmates view the regular video narrated
by Judge Detke, concerning defendants’ rights.  This viewing event obviously occurred before 2:27 p.m., but after my and
others’ arrivals In the walting area before, at or after 1:43 p.m.  In other words, the 350 kept at {east 17 persons out of the
Courtroom unlawfully, while Court proceedings {informing Inmates of their rights via showing them a video In the Courtroom}
were conducted,

Judge Mahon you continue to violate the know and/or knowingly condone same, by falling to instruct the ISO to
allow the public inta the Courtroom hefore the video iscussed above Is played. Sherlff Willfams —your baillffs violate the
taw by keeping the public out while the videos are being played in a caurtroom. ‘The SO has counsel other than Judge
Mahon, and should consult same.

The Proceedings cormenced at about 2:30 p.m., when Judge Kalif entered the Courtreom and started conducting
them by meking announcements etc,  She Immediately announcad that she had found probable cause for ali arrests, unless
she announced otherwise. (That never occurred.)

As| sat in the audlence, | trlad to keep up with the fast —talking Judge Kalil. It was a challenge and { missed 3 few
things. |wondered if defendants could keep it. | very much doubt it,

Judge Kalll's rapid conducting of Proceedings was therefore highly inconsiderate, ata minimum. [t speaks badly on
her character not only as a Judge, but as a person alsa.

Other objections | have re: the Proceedings, are the same as previously stated objections. For example, [ continue to
object to tha use of full bady shackling of all inmates, mast of whom were arrested on non ~vlolent charges. | object to Judge
Kali’s total faflure to comply with FL Statutes 903.046, and her violations of same defendants’ rights to counsel. | won't now

repeat reasoning | have previcusly set forth,

Judge Kalll processed tha following defendants without their having counsel, or being afforded by the Judge any
opportunity to obtaln counsel, and then made plea deals with them entailing adverse admissions, time - served sentences, and
costs and flnes.  The Judge did not invite the PDO ta confer with such defendants even though the PDO attorney was fight
there InJ — 1 during the entirety of the Proceedings.

Ranita Thomas {black female)
Caleb Noef {black male)

Asta Coke {black femals)

Mr. Juval {white male)

Terry Juckson {black male}

. » > & o

| probably have some names misspelled,

Yet on 3 other occasions, judge Kalll appointed the PDO as counsel for defendants. ] wonder why these 3 were
treated better in terms of rights to counsel. 1 ¢an think of 2 reasons — race and caprice, Neither reason sheds a goad light ob

Judge Kalil.

At the time of the processing of Roger Boley, the SAO attorney present during the entirety of the Proceedings sald
some things that I could not hear. She refused to speak Into the mike. Ditto—re: Eugene Jackson.  In the former matter, the
case was dismissed as the Judge noted, Why? | could not know because | did not know what the SAO attorney sald. Inthe




(atter matter, | only knew that tha SAQ attorney must have recommended balt bond amounts, because the Judge discussed
them.

Later, there was an Instance when | heard nothing from the SAQ, and would have known nothing ahout what she sald,
except that Judge Kalil said that the State was dropplhg charges re: a certain defendant,  And therewas a 4% instance of
inaudibility on the part of the SAQ attorney.

Such SAQ attorney must be disciplined,

The Proceedings ended at 3:08 p.m.  Afterwards, | reviewed my notes, counted the numbers of persons who were
somehow processed on 10/28/19 in the afternoon, ant concluded as follows:

(1) Judge Kalil processed in some fashion 52 inmates during the Proceedings. This Is a higher number than the 40
Inmates | counted just after entering the Courtroom.  The disparities are two —fold, | cannot be sure 40 was the
correct number, for reasons previously noted, Perhaps there were sfightly more than 40 inmates present during the
Proceedings In question. {More importantly, Judge Kalil processed many defendants not then present. 1wasina
haospital, 1 was already bonded out, 3 were ot present for reasons not stated, and at least 1 was on the fugltive
talendar.

{2) Thereby, Judge Kalll pracessed 52 persons over 38 minutes, at an average rate of 44 seconds per Inmate/defendant.
This is shockingly quick and cavaller, and she is a judicial outlier In this regard.

{3) Judge Kalll put her own selfish Intefests ahead of the rights of the 52 persons she processed during the Proceedings at
issue, Judge Kalil should have taken more time, in which event she might have reduced the number and gravity of
her violations of the statutory and constitutional rights of so many defendants.

+htbtttt it

Judge Mahon has refused to provide offictal emalil addresses of any Judges or judicial assistants who work in the FIC
{except that he has provided me hls own email address), Hence, | could only emall this letter to Judge Kalil, if | correctly
guessed her emaif address. | prefer not to spend my time guessing and perhaps thereby communicate with the wrong
person. Therefore, | ask Judge Mahon to forward this Jetter to Judge Kalll, and conflrm same to me after dolng so.  (So far,
Judge Mahon has refused previous requests to confirm, thus leaving me In the dark, and doubling down on the abuse Inherent
in hs “provide no Judicial ernall addresses” policy.)

| contend that Judge Mahon is required by the Canons of Judictal Conduct, and stmple morality and common sense, to
criticize and refer for discipline Judges and JSO employees that viclate the law.  Yet, to date, | am unaware that he has taken
such actlon,

X TS R

if any of you belleve that | err In any way, please explain In detail, Your sllence while knowing that laws have been
and are being violated, Is troubllng.  Your sllence while the rights of Inmates, defendants, and the general public have been
and are belng violated, Is troubling.

As always, | am happy to confer with all of you, as you can and should assist in improving the administration of justice
in Jacksonville, and in reducing violations of the law by public officlals,  And, what | advocate is readily doable, if judges and
others would simply make the effort.

Please respond soan.  Thank you.
Sincerely,

Cc: L. Buzzell, PDO; 1. Kalinowsks, SAQ, M. Willlams, and P, lvey
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RECEIVED
Vianmal - JAN 0 2 0% CurtlsWilse - -
< 7124 Clntemont Craek br,
BY: (Q«L} W facksonvilla FL. 32222
a2 R el ST 504619+ 2422 *
' U U gurtleeb3@aul.com
Bec, 27, 2049
Mallssa Nelson, Esq, State Attorney
Stata Attarney’s Office, Fourth Judiclal Circult (SAQ) Charles Cofar; £sq., Public Dafender
311 W, Mosroa St, . Office of Public Defendor, 4™ Judicia) Cireslt {PDO)
Jacksonvllle £1.82202 A07 N, Laura &t., Jacksonyille FL 32202

Re: Flrst Appearunce procaedings, 12/23/19, In Courtraom §~ 4 {pir, sesslon) {“Procesdings”} Judge Gary
Flower presided. ) .

The SAC attorney (n attendanco, 450 bafllfs, other persons as well us those entitles viclated the law,

The SAD attomey was repeatedly naudible durlhg the Proveedings os she mode no'efforts to use tha mike. |
do not hava her name. She was a yaung, shart woinan, She had dark halr that had haan dyed blond,

Rentinder re: dalinguant public records reguests (PRRs} to the SAG ~see uefb!age Inbold at hottom of pg, 4.
Plus~new ones.

Deat idge Cofer, and Ms, Nelsan:
First agpearance protgedings continye to ba filled with vivlations of the faw,

As youall know, | have threatenad lavwauits, which are stiit In the process of belng prepared. The violatlons of law
discussed heraln and In the enclosure will be centralto such lawsults otce they are ultimately fited. - Hence, lurge youto read
{he enclosuro carefully. Tha enclosures set out vielatlons of thelaw by Judze Mahen and Judge Flawer {who gave Instructions
fiot to allow ma to take photos tisida Courtraom J -1, even at stch times as thera wers no fuwdivlal procsedings In such
gourttaom, ahd who furthar fserinipated agalnst me and In favor of o media entityl, and by others,

Addilanal vlolations of the law wera committed by the SAO on £2/23/14, during e Proceadings, Vebserved those
Proceedings for over a half hour, During that ime, | observad o short yourg waman, with datk halr dyed blond, who sarved ps
o ASA and worked for the SAG, $he never had she mike pullad towards hey, and she hever leanad Into the mike {while she
spoke or otherwise). At all times, the mike way'at loast @ foot sway from her.  More detdlls et her misconduct:

¢ Durihg the processing of s male inmate suthamed Dell, | was able toear het state the SAQ's ball bond
racommentstions,

a  Durlhg tha processtng of a male Inmate survamed Dalton, she spaka more quietly and was Inaudible, { could not
rmake out anytbing shesatd,  Henoe, 1 she made a ball bond recommendation o sald anything else, | could riot hear

It

o Atabout 2017 ar 2048 pm. on 12/23/19 (the last time at which | obssivei her speaking that day), this woman spoke
agaln, ) could not disBngutsh anything she sald,

M7, Slegel onths ago had told me and my coupsel that thera was a writtan comimunicatlon for communizatfons)
to SAO A3As suppaseily weghig them to mutke extra abforts to be aydible whils infiyst appeatance procactings. My attoriiey
raquested such document, Despite the stmpliclty of such PR, | understand that no Yesponsive documents weye provided
tomy counsel. | now remind the SAQ < please provide vesponsive documents How, ta hothme and my counsal, My, Rathet,

Piease alse uxplaly why sich delinauency aceurfath

Please alto provide documents showlng the nare snd other employee Informationye: the ASA Who was present T
1~1ntha afternnon of 12/23/18, as well as documents showing hier prasence n -2 then,

OVER




Ploase discloline the asslstant state attatney {ASA) who failed to be audible durind the Broceedinas,

Stch SAO ASA must ba discipiined, and you must follow up on the SA0’s past violations of the law cancerning
thaudibllity, and cantempt far tny rights and the rights of others, Thay have made the SAD wlnetahle,

EX TSI T St R LX)

€ any of you belleves that | err In 3oy way, please explain I detall, Your sflence while knowlug that lawshave been
and ate belng viotated, Is troubliog,  Yotle sitence whila the rights of inmates, defendants, and tha general public have been

and sra belg violated, s troubling. .

Az alwoys, [ am happy to confer with oll of you, as yout con and should assist In tmpraving the admintstration of Justice
0 Jacksonullle, and In raducing violations of the law by public officlals,  And, whatiadvocatals readily doable, if judges,
attorneys and others would simply make the sffort,

Please raspond soon, Thankyou,
Sincarely,

Enclosure —my 4 page letter to Judge Mahon, ets,, dated 12/24/15. Thatletterhasa 2 poge attachment re: an Actlon Newvs
{ilm clip

Ct: Brooks Rathet
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Gina Logan

From: curtlee59@aol.com

Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2020 4:30 PM

To: SAO4APRR@cof.net

Ce: MirlamN@coj.net; SSIEGEL@coj.net; ssiegel@coj.net; JohnK@caj.net;
herb@bromagenlaw.com; brooks@bromagenlaw,com

Subject: Re: Public Records Request R003194-010720

Dear SAO officials - Thank for you for recently providing responses to me,

A review of what you had provided to me on Jan. 15 leads me to pose this public records request. What | pose is in part
repetitive of what | had last posed, but may have been overlooked.

Please provide wrilten comunications that Mr. Kalinowski may have had with anyone in the period of 9/20/19 through
the end of 2018, regarding SAO employees' use and/or failure to use micraphones, and/or failure to speak loudly, in
J1. Do niot re-provide what you already provided.  Or, if no such documents exist, please advise in wiiting.

Among docs you had provided was a memo that Mr, Kalinowski had received on the Issue of why his subordinates should
be reminded to speak up. This suggests that there may have been written communications from Mr. Kalinowski.

Incidentally, everything the SAO has provided to me emphasizes the lackadaisical attitude of all SAO employess to the
widespread problem of SAO attorneys not speaking Into microphones. Strong fanguage demanding that ASAs speak into
microphones should have been employed.

Inability of inmates and the public to hear what the SAQ attorneys have said In J1, has been a repeated
problem, Apparently none of you appreciate the Importance of the problem.

CurtlLee

—--Qriginal Message---—

From: SAQ4PRR <SACAPRR@ca).net>

To: 'curlleeb9@aol.com’ <curtise59@aol.com>

Ce: Nelson, Miriam <MiriamN@eo}.nat>; Siegel, Stephen <SSIEGEL@coj.net>
Sent: Wed, Jan 15, 2020 9:26 am

Subject: RE: Public Records Request RG03194-010720

Good morning Mr, Lee,

Please find attached our response concerning your Public Records Request dated December 27, 2019.

£ — Public Records Division

State Attovney's Office, 4th Clrenit
311 W, Monrog 8t, —Jacksonville, FL 32202
0 (904) 255-2927

L }
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From: SAQ4PRR

Sent: Tuesday, January 7, 2020 10:46 AM

To: ‘curtlee59@aot.com’

Cce: Nelson, Midam (MiriamN@col.net)

Subject: Public Records Request R003194-010720

Good morning Mr. Lee,

Please see our response concerning your Public Records Request dated December 27, 2019,

£ A Public Records Division

State Attarney's Office, 4th Civenit
311 W. Monroe St, - Jacksonville, 1L 32202
0: (904) 255-2927

L —
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TO
FIRST APPEARANCE
COURT (J-1)

Spring 2020 Edition

Melissa W. Nelson, State Attorney




» The charge is a misdemeanor battery, but the defendant has a significant violent
history which indudes prios baltery convictions,

Reshitution: You will seldom have an actual restitution flgure at the time of First
Appearance. If you know restitution is owed, but nol the specific amount, request that
the court Order Restitution and reserve jurisdiction only as t the amount; for any case
in which the eriminal conduct resulted In damage or injey to a victim, The Court
should state that it “Orders Restitution and reserves on the amount” o avold Issues, If
the Court Orders Restitation as a condition of probation, the amount can be determined
at any time during the probation, Sttte v, Muddax, 159 50.3d 267 (Fl. 4 DCA 2015).

If you are uncertain if any restitution is owed, the Court has 60 days from the time of
sentencing to enter a restitution order, Speer v, Sirte, 51 80.3d 602 (Fla. 5 DCA 2011);
State v, Sanderson, 625 So.2d 471 (Fla, 1993). A defendant is entitled to a festitution
hearing if he does not agree to the amount. Cases likely to tnwve restitution include:

Batteries (domestic as well as non-domestic);
Thaft or Praud related charges;

Criminal Mischief;

DUI Causing Damage to Property/Person.

s & € =

MISCELLANEOUS FINAL THOUGHTS:

s 1If you can, get to the couriroom early enough to look at the jail jackets (prior
arrest dockets) loeated at the bailtff station. This will assist you In making offers
or asking to pass for felony review.

» Review misdemeanor charges, as the judges may expect the State to dismiss
other ¢harges after the defendant pleads to one or more of the charges, Use your
discreton, as well as legal reasoning to determine which charges, if any, to
abandon. Do not dismiss a charge that involves restitutlon to o vietlm unless
restitution to that victim Is made an explicit part of the dispagition.

+ Speak clearly for the.record. Use the microphories near the podium so that the
publie in the back can hear, and there is a clear record for the court reporter,

v Have offers ready for DUIs and MM Domestic Battery cases, Of coursg, victim
contact is a pror Lquith to making any offer on erimes of domestic violence. You
shiould not make any offers If no victim contact has been made,

J=1 First Appearnee Qulde 27iPage




» If you amend, change, or reduce a charge, be prepared to state this on the record
and tell the derk the statule number for the amended, changed, or reduced
charge.

s The cases which came through In J<1 will be your cases, The harder you work
your J-1 week, the easier the rest of your court gycle will be. How you handle
your paperwark now, will directly affect your ability to properly and efficiently
handle these cases moving foiward.

J-1 First Appesrance Guide 28Page
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Guide to
FIRST APPEARANCE
COURT (J-1)




MISCELLANEOUS FINAL THOUGHTS:

» If you can, get to the courtroom eatly enough to look at the jail jackets (prior
arrest dockets) located at the bailiff station. This will assist you in making offers
or asking to pass for felony review.

s+ Review misdemeanor charges, as the judges may expect the State to dismiss
other charges after the defendant pleads to one or more of the charges. Use your
discretion, as well as legal reasoning to determine which charges, if any, to
abandon. Do not dismiss a charge that involves restitution to a victim unless
restitution to that victim is made an explicit part of the disposition.

e Have offers ready for DUTIs and MM Domestic Battery cases. Of course, victim
contact is a prerequisite to making any offer. You should not make any offers if
no victim contact has been made.

¢ If you amend, change, or reduce a chatge, be prepared to state this on the record
and tell the clerk he statute number for the amended, changed, or reduced
charge,

 The cases which come through in J-1 will be your cases. The harder you work
your J-1 week, the easier the rest of your court cycle will be. How you handle
your paperwork now, will directly affect your ability to properly and efficiently
handle these cases moving forward. :

I-1 First Appearance Guide 22 8124117
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Gina Logan

From: curtlee59@aol.com

Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2020 1:02 AM

To: brooks@bromagenlaw.com; herh@bromagenlaw.com

Subject: Fwd: first app proceedings, cell phone and clock complaints, SAC misconduct,
complaints re: judges, PRRs, etc.

Attachments: Cofer, Nelson, Mahon, Carswell  60319.docx

----- Qriginal Message----

From: curtless? <curlles58@acl.com>

To: ceofer <gcofer@pdd.cojnet>; mmahon <mmahon@col.net>; mwnelson <mwnelson@coj.nel>; agnas.carswell
<agnes.carswell@iaxsheriff.org>

Co: patrick.ivey <patrick.ivey@jaxsheriff.org>; louzzell <lbuzzell@pd4.coj.net>; JohnK <johnK@col.net>

Sent: Mon, Jun 3, 2019 1:30 pm
Subjact: first app proceedings, cell phone and clack complaints, SAO misconduct, complaints re: judges, PRRs, elc.

Dear public officials:

Please read the enclosure, which discusses and complalns about the 5/31/19 {p.m.) first appearance proceedings in
Couriroom J - 1, Judge Michael Bateh presiding.

The enclosure also complains about existing policy re: cell phones, and lack of clacks in J - 1. It complains about

judges, Including Judge Flower. | complains about the SAO attomey present on 5/31/19, It poses public records
requests. It discusses certain persons whose arresls were dismissed on 5/31/19, and advocates development of a

simple and quick method for such persons to obtain financlal recovery.

Please respond promptly, and also, please advisa if you have questions or concerns.

Curils Leg, 619 - 2422
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311 West Monrae Strect

Office of the State Attorney \ ;
Fourth Judicial Circuit of Plorida Jacksonville, Florida 32202-4242
www.gasdth,com ‘ TEL: (504) 255-2500
MELISSA W. NELSON
STATE ATTORNEY
August 22, 2019
Mr. Curtis Lee

7124 Glaremont Creek Drive
Jacksonville FL 32222
curtlee59@aol.com

RE: PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST R001521-08121¢

Dear Mr. Curtis Lee,

The State Attorney's Office Is In receipt of your Public Records request dated 8/1 2/2019 for "Please provide
documents re: any Investigation launched re: Judge Flower. If there are none, please so state in
writing.” .

We are unable to provide the requested record based on the follawing reason(s):

s Thers is no investigation.

If you have any questions regarding this request, please do not hesitate to contact Miriam Nelson, Public
Records Administrator, at (904) 255-2927 or by email at sacdprr@coj.net. .

Sincerely,
Public Records Division
State Atterney's Office, 4th Cireuit

Scratch_Lefter Page 1 of {




Exhibit W




Via emall Curtis W, Lee
7124 Claremont Creek Dr,
Jacksonville FL 32222
904619 - 2422
curtlee59 @aol.com
Feh. 4,2020
Melissa Nelson, State Attornay, and
Miriam Nelson, Public Records Division
State Attorney’s Office, 4™ judicial Circult {SAQ)
311W. Monroe St,
Jacksonville FL. 32202
Re: (1) Certain older public records requasts (PRRs), SAD flaws, pardal unintelligibility of SAO
documents;
{2) SAO violations of law; my recommendations to better assure that it complies with the law.
{3) SAO's continued refusal to cease SAO Inaudibllity at first appearance proceedings;
{4) New PRRs on p. 3, and pp, 2~ 8,
{5) Why John Kalinowskd should be demated.
Dear Ms. Nelson & Ms. Nelson:

See my 11/7/19 PRR letter ta the SAQ, which, Inter alia, referenced an emalf the SAD sent me on 10/03/19 at 10:51
a.m., with attachments. Those documents concerned in part the SAC's ongaing practice of nat thinking things through when it
provided and provides documents that use undeflned acronyms to PRR submitters. |had to ask the SAO ta provide
documents to correct that problem when it earlier arose.  The SAG provided definitions of the acronyms on 11/12/19,

Tha SAD repeated the problem when in pravided a 3 page document to me on or about 1/15/20 that also contained
acronyms. 1refer you to a SAO “I -1 Summary” for 12/23/19. The SAQ thereln used several new acronyms, leading me to
wonder why the SAQ's provision of 3 key to acronyms on 11/12/19 lacked definitions for the “new” 1/15/20 acronyms,

i cannot anticipate when the SAO will Introduce new acronyms when It responds to PRRs. 1t is improper and
inconsiderate that the SAQ twice recently used many undefined acronyms, thereby rendering sald document partially
unintelligible to me and, indeed, ta many others who might read same. 1am not clalrvoyant. | could try to puess what the
acronyms might mean, but should not be placed in such a position, My past experlence in googling the meanings of acronyms
used by others often yields many meanings for acronyms, and sometimes may not provide any meanings that “make sense”,

My time was wasted in both Instances above, because the SAQ was not thoughtful and proactive. The SAQ's time
was also wasted, which was Its own fault, { ask that the SAG be smarter and more considarate in the future,

1A {nitial PRRs, SAO legat problems, plus recommendations on how to comply with the Public Records Act,

Therefore, please provide documents that define the acranyms used by the SAO In the aforementioned 3 page
document: "ASA¥, “DIVY, “CCR", “CCFA¥, "RWV, “DWLSRY, “LEQ”, “DUI", “FA", AND “HTO”, | prefer a single document that
may include all definitions of all SAQ ~used acronyms, and that would be akin to a key, If such document exists. | befievel
know what the SAO means re: some of these acronyms, but (a) | should nat have to guess, and (b) | am entitled to demand
documents defining acronyms used in records provided to me, whether to confirm my surmises or for any reason [ choose,

Plus, consider this — doss B governmental agency truly comply with the Public Records Act If It responds to PRRs by
providing documents using many undafined acronyms, and fails to provide the definitions to those acronyms (perhaps via
sending a key) at the same time? ] contend —no.

My recommendation to yau Is simple, and you would be wise te adopt same as the SAQ likely has often violated the
public Records Act. Develop a key to all acronyms used by tha SAQ In any context and document.  Then, always provide that
key document along with other documents that you pravide to persons seeking public records,  This is minor extra effort and
well worth it as 1t should forastall future violations of the faw. Plus, itis cansiderate and should save everyone time.

i, Additional PRRs.




Before | pravide the additional PRRs to the SAD, | nead te remind you of the background — why | am offended and
disgusted by the SAQ, and why my PRRs are Important.

| have since 2018 complained several timas to the SAO about violations of the law such as the fact that SAO
employeas who participate In first appearanca proceedings In Courtroom J1 frequently have been Inaudible, to me, others, and
likely inmates and defendants. Such Inaudibllity was due to refusals by SAQ employees to use mikes located near their podium
in J1, coupled with failure to speak loudly, Sadly, those SAO employees who spoke softly would have been audible had they
used nearby microphones. But, sinca SAO management never cared that they did not use the microphones in J1, SAQ
employees almost always did not use the nearby microphones while [ was In attendance at many first appearance proceedings
in the years 2018 — 2020,

My complaints have mostly been ignored by the SAO, and when not {gnored, the SAO has done little to nothing to
amellorate such violations of the faw. | deduge that you, Melissa Nelson, and Mr. Slegel, and Mr, Kalinowskl, never had a
friend ot relative with hearing impairments, | so deduce because none of you have seemed to care about the problems the
SAQ caused and causes, and none of you made any significant effort to Improve a rotten status quo, {Mr. Slegel’s taking a
meeting and sending an emall noted below are not significant efforts, as the Inaudibility problems continued thereafter.}

Here are some facts that back up my criticisms. {1) | complained about such unlawful conduct re: Inaudibility several
times In 2018 and thereafter. These complaints and requests for corrective actlon were Ignored by Melissa Nelson, She

wasted my time, and abridged my rights and the tights of others, by niot Immediately causing the cessation of unlawful conduct.

{2) | had to engage counsel and threaten Jitigation In order to get 2 meeting with the SAO on this toplc, and even then the
meeting was with Mr. Siegel, not Melissa Nelson. Brooks Rathet, my counsel, jolned me in this meeting. (3) That meeting led
to SAO assurances of corrective action that petered out because the SAQ seems still not to care,  Per a PRR, | obtaloed an
emai! that Mr. Seigef sent to Mr. Kalinowski on 8/27/19, which stated in part: "Please remind your attorneys to speak upInJi
so that everyone can hear” | was disappolnted that the email was so weak. Mr. Siegel did not even seem to understand that
speaking up wasn't even necessary, If SAQ employees would always use existing yet forlorn microphones, If a boss truly wants
something done, he or she Is usually more foreaful, {4) My observation was that the emall did nat "work”, as subsequent SAQ
conduct and PRR respohses suggest that Mr. Kalinowski did little or nothing about the problem of SAG inaudibility at first
appearance proceedings In Courtroom J1. (5) £.8., on 1/24/20, the SAG responded to my 1/22/20 PRR as follows. John
Kalinowski of the SAD, apparently still in charge of how SAQ employees behave at first appearance proceedings, finessed or
ignored Mr, Selgel’s request of 9/27/19. He wrate nothing in the perlod 9/20/19 ~ 12/31/19 re: 5A0 employees’ use of mikes
or fatlure to do so, ete.  See my PRR and the SAD responses.  So, Mr. Kalinowski elther talked to SAQ employees sbout the
inaudibllity problem, or he said nothing. (6) Yet SAO employees continued to be inaudible,

For the above reasons, and after having met him, § have no respect for Mr. Kalinowski. Plus, | have attended first
appearance proceedings over 2 dozen times since | started doing so almost 2 years ago, and | never saw Mr. Kalinowski in
attendance, If he Is the boss, he should often spot check the performance of lewyers who often poorly reprasent the SAQ in
first appearance proceadings,  Therefore, everythlng | know about Mr. Kalinowski suggests he merits a demotion,

The plcture Is clear. The SAQ has repeatedly, since 2018, shown contemps far my, and others’, rights to hear what
SAQ employess say during first appearance proceedings in Courtroorm J1.  This is shameful.

Therefore, | must submit further PRRs, as § cannot aceept such mlsconduct. Please provide these documents:

{1) Documants authored by tha SAQ, in the period 9/1/19 — 2/4/20, re: use or fallure to use microphones In Courtroom
13, orin other courtrooms, and/or re: the need to and/or failure to speak foudly in Courtraom 11, or In other
courtrooms.  As of now, | only have received one such document ~ the emall from Slegel to Kallnowski dated
9/27/15. {Please note that such emall responded to my narrower Inscope PRR sant to the SAC on 1,/22/20.}

{2) Al SAO documents authored and dated in, or authored earlier but effective In, the period from 5/1/18 through
2/4/20, re: training of SAQ attorneys, and/or re: how to act In and handle first appearance proceedings, Le,, }want
broad stope training documents, and training documents re: fivst appearance proceedings.  In using the word
“training”, | mean to include documents Instructing or training SAQ attorneys re: whst to do and sot do when they
attend first appearance proceadings, how and why, and missions and goals re: the SAD participation in first
appearance proceedings.

{3) 1do not want documents wherein the performance of SAC employees is evaluated, or that pertain to a particular
individual




{1 did not find anything responsive to these PRRs on the SAO portion of the City of Jacksonville website. However, If
thera Is anything there that Is responsive, please advise in detall, The SAQ 2017 and 2018 annual reports are hard to read
online — the type seems unclear and Is very small. To the extent | could read same online, they seem non ~responsive.}

Re: the above PRRs, do not provide any responsive documents If they were posted online at www.col.net yesterday.

{ would not be surprised If the SAQ has few or no such documents, as that would reflect continual contempt for the
rights or persons attending SAC proceedings {including defendants) to hear what SAO employees say in those proceedings,
expect that Meflssa Nelson has not taken aven a few minutes to write to employees about Inaudibility in J1 and related
matters.

Frbbe bbb

If you belleve that any of the above PRRs have some flaws (perhaps they are unclear, overbroad, whatever), please let
nie know In detall, as | would like to save time and expanse for myself and the SAQ.

Please advise [f and to the extent the SAO facks responsive dacuments. Please emall me responsive documents,  If
the SAO Intends to charge me anything In connection with these new PRRs, do notincur or assess any costs or charges without
first providing me a detailed written estimate, and obtaining my written assent.

)£ the SAO claims exemptlons and/or rights to redact, pleasa cite clalmed authoritles in detall, citlng statutes and
other authorities. Plus, please provide, with respect to each withheld document and redaction, a lag or other report showing

the author, recipient, date and nature of each dosument withheld and/for each portion redacted. | need such infarmation in
order to know what Is “missing”, and so that | can challenge SAO conduct if | deem necessary.

IS IS E T F T X
Please respond promptly.  As always, please advise if you have any questions or concerns,

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Cc: S, Slege) Esq,, John Kalinowski, Esq., Brooks Rathet, Esq,, and Herbert Armstrong, Esq., all via email
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Via emall Curtls W, Lea
7124 Claremont Creek Or,
Jacksonville FL 32222
904 ~ 619~ 2422
curtleas9 @aol.com
Now. 7, 2018

Mirlam Nelsan, Public Recards Divislan

State Attorney’s Office, 4 Judicial Circult {SAO}

311 W, Monroa St.

Jacksonville FL 32202
Re: (1) SAD 10/3/19 emal], documents thereby made avallable, new public recards requests {PRRAs)

(2} SAO 11/1/19 email to me at 8:04 a.m., prior PRRs, SAO deflance of those PRRs and the faw.
Dear Ms, Nelson:

1 ask that you refer this letter to your counsel, in addition to complylng with my requests and demands (both as set
forth hereln, and as st forth previously), 1have threatened litigation in the past, and the SA0's errors and/or bad falth are
detrimontal to tha SAO's legal position, Plus, | complaln about your canduct and violations of the law, and you should Involve

an SAQ attorney re: the SAO response,

L Re: above — captioned matter {4)

Yau had sent me an emall on 10/3/19 st 10:51 a,m,, with 2 sttachments.  thereln call the attachments the “SAQ
Dacumants”.

The SAO Dacumerits you then provided used several acronyms without defining themvla a kay or otherwlse, Itis
improper and inconsiderate that the SAC used many acronyms thereln, and refused to define those acropyms, renderlng those
documents pattially unintelligible to me and, Indeed, to many others who might read such documents, |am not clairvoyant, |
could try to guass what the acronyms In the SAO Documents might mean, but should not he placed In such a positton, My past
exparlsnea In goopllog the meanlngs of acronyms often ylelds 40 or more meanings for acronyms, and somelimes may not
provide any meaning at all conslstent with the SAQ’s Intent,

| contend that such SAD conduct may viotate the Public Recards Act,

In order for me to understand the SAQ Documents, | need to know what tha following acranyms used therein mean.
Therefare, please provide docutents showing whay the followlng acranyms mean:

PC
AW
Tee
DN
NP
FsP

e ¢ & & o &

Pleasa also provide any document that s In effect a key to the SAQ Documents, and also provide documents showing
what Is Included within the words or phrases; “diverted” and *other dispo”, as they are used In the SAO Documents,

Please emall me the responsiva dacuments. H the SAO Intends to charge me anything In connection with these new
PRRs, do nat do so without first providing ma a detailed written estimate, and obtalning my written assent.

fl, Re; aboye - captioned matter (21

{ object to the SAQ email referenced in caption (2] above, and velated and prior SAQ conduct, The SAO has falsely
stated that t has provided full detall of rates used by the SAQ.  Thisfs not trug. The SAQ has not In the slightest provided (egal
justification far or verification of any of lts hourly charges,




See my 10/31/19 PRR fetter to you, which you have, | thereln asked, Inter alla, as follows: “Please provide
documents verifying and justifying such hourly ratas, Please emall such documents.”  Said latter elaborated on the hourly
rates foe which | was Interested in obtalning certaln documents - $26 per hour and $50 per hour.  “Such” referred back te
those hourly rates,

You amafled me no responsiva dacuments, You told me, INSTEAB, to go online and look up the document you call
the SAO's "eublic Racords Dlvision Polleles and Procedures®,  This was rude as well as defiant of my rights, 1spent extra time
doing 50, and that document wos tat respansive to my 10/31/19 PRR letter,  For the SAO to state that It charges this rate and
that rate, doas not varlfy and Justify, | au surprised you assumed otherwise (and/or perhaps yau acted n willful bad faith),

The SAO Involce ta me dated 10/24/19 mentlons $26,00 per haur and $50 per hour rates, The SAO, as of the fast
time | was aware, hired new assistant state attorneys {ASAs) at under $50,000 per year, Henge | have reason to doubt the
progristy and legality of belng charged $50 per hour for ASA time, If you dor't understand the math and my reasoning, please
contact me, .

{ ask you simply to veread my arlginal PRR tetter dated 10/31/19, and my Nov. 1 emali to you, think, and actually
nd ip fu 8 orify and lustify with doctiments the houyly rates the SAQ assessed, Check the Public Records

ct for the law tal gov: ental entities charging § oir time In responding to PRRs._5top being cateless and wasth
time,

) am rightly aggravated as you have delayed me and wasted much of my time.  You should do your job properly the
first time, and thareby we would both win.  Your mistakes and/or willful bad falth expose the SAQ re: future Htlgation.

All I have received to date are mere assertions that the SA0 bellaves ltse!f entitled to charge petsons like me varlous
hourly rates, The SAD has falled to verlfy and justify any of those assertlans. The Public Records Act requiras mare,  For all}
kniow, the actual SAQ employees’ hourly rates materlally differ from what the SAO charges, and further, | woutd not be
surprised if the differences reflect caprice. The quoted hourly rates clearly reflect rounding, which the SACQ is NOT entitfed to
do, tnless same benefits raquesters as opposed to the SAO,  That | do notknow, but [f you actally complied with iy
10731719 PRR letter, | could ascertaln,

| deserve better, The SAD has violated and underastimated my rights, and has underestimated the SA0'S problems.

[fyou still don’t, or won't, understand what | have wrliten, refer these matters to someone else. [am tired of your
wasting my time,

You are afso welcome ta call ma for a more detallad explanation.
ST I P EEL L LY 4

Please provide the renuested records pramplly.  Thank yau,

Sincerely,

Co: Brooks Rathet, Esq,
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11/12/2018

PC ARREST
AW FILES
TCC

DN

NP

SENT TO FSP
DIVERTED
QTHER DISPO

TCC
DN
DIVERTED

CODE DESCRIPTIONS FOR SR41 AND SR41/MISD

Probable Cause Arrest Case Class
Arrest Warrant Files Case Class
Transferred to County Court Event Subtype
Drop Notice Dispo Action
Nolie Prossed {Dropped After Filed) Dispo Action
Sent to Florida State Prison Sentence Type
Referred to a Diversionary Program Event Type

Decline to Prosecute, Admin NP, Juvenile Transfer Dispo Type

Arrest Warrant Event Subtype
Transferred to County Court Event Subtype
Drop Notice Dispo Action

Referred to a Diversionary Program Event Type
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Nelson, Miriam

Subject: FW; email

Attachments: FW_ microphones In J1.pdf
From: Slegel, Stephen

Sent; Wednesday, October 2, 2019 12:52 PM

To; brooks.rathet@bromagenlaw.com

Co: "Curtiee59@anl.com’

Subject: email

As we discussed this moming, attached is an email I sent to John Kalinowski. John is the Director of County
Court and oversees the attorneys who appear in J1 during the week.

Stephen Siegel
s First Assistant State Attorney
BN State Attomey's Office, 4th Clreuit
| 311 W. Monroe St. —Jacksonvilfe, FL 32202
O 04) 832-3598




-

- ——

a mvmita M ot —————

Frarr Segel, Stephen

Tot Kalinowskl, John
Subject: PW: microphones n L
Dates Friday, September 27, 2019 3:43:00 P

This arises out of concerns Curt Lee ralsed over J1 to the Chief Judge. Please remind your
attorneys to speak up in J1 so that everyone can hear,

FRETEPNEEY

From: Taylor, Julle
Sent: Friday, September 27, 2019 3:11 PM

To: Slegel, Stephen
Subject: microphanes in J1

Stave: | think when we talked § said | would let you know if { informed the Judges that there was a
complaint about the Inconststent use of microphones by Judges and attorneys in J1. 1just sent out
an email fetting them know about the complaint and asking them to be aware of the need to use the
microphones. If possible, it may be helpful to ask your attorneys to do the same, Thanks and have a

great weekend! Julie

Julie K, Tavlor

Court Cotinsel

Duval County Courthause
501 West Adams Street
Suite 72412

Jacksonville, Florida 32202
(904)255-1081




Oftice of the State Attorney .
Yourth Judieial Cireuit of Florida I 1SUMMARY
STATE ATTORNEY
12,2319
Judge in Court: FLOWER
ASA (am,): Roberts ASA (pam.); Cona

+  Notes{for ali spaces below, press SHIFTAENTER to add additlonal lisies of fext, if needed}

# of Pelonies: 23
# of Misdemeanors: 29

* 4 (¥ of cases) passed to DIV, N
" 9 (# passed to other divisions)

# of Absentee Booked: 5

# of Juveniles: 1]

# of TCCs: 9

# of Fugitive hearings: 1 .

O DusTlaa

# Passed: z

# Pled wfcounsel: 1

# Pled wfo counsel: 1]

Homicides:  #0

Name/CCR#/Charges:

Firearm Cases; Total =5

Name/CCR#/Charges:

Smithen, Shantasha/2019-868572/1. Aggravated assault with a deadly weapon

Finley, Markishis/2019-623260/ 1, Aggravted Assualt; 2. Poss of FA by convicted felon

Diamond, Eddie/2019-868765/ 1. Armed possesion of marfjuana; 2, CCFA : ‘

Bush, James/2019-853035/1. Aggravated assault without intent to kill; 2, Palse imprisonment; 3, Child”

abuse
Douglas, Jeremiah; 868746; Agg Batt on LEO, flee or elude, RWV, DWLSR, reckless driving




Sexually Vielent Offender/Predalor Sentenced to Jail: Total # 0

Name/CCR#/Charges: o

Sexually Violent Offender Predatoy Not Sentenced and Passed: Total 2 1

Name/CCR#/Charges:
Green, Leonard/2019-868960/ 1. Theft of Motor Vehilce; 2. HTO DWLSR

Commercial Sex Charges: ‘Total £0

Name/CCR¥/Charges:

al =

No Bond/High Bond (500K and.up): Tot

Name/CCR#/Charges:

Total 7 D

Elder Victims (65/+) (Battery/Financial Exploitation):

Name/CCR#/Charges:

Maodia Present;  and what case(s):

Hernandez, David; 2019033312; Fugitive Hearing

A A AT AL ABEALALAE ST

Name/CCR#/Charges:

alements to be Taken: Total 2 0

Co-Defendant Issues/Potential Sworn St

Co-defendant pled: (Name/CCR#/Charges)

Co-defendant case pending: (Name/CCRE/Charges)

Observations/Issucs;




Nelson, Miriam

From:

Sent;

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Jamie Cona
Assistant State Attorney

State Attarmey's Office, 4th Clreult

311 W, Monroe St. - Jacksonville, FL 32202
0 (304) 255-2683

Cona, Jamie

Monday, Dacember 23, 2019 2:36 PM
SAOFirstAppearance

J1 Summary 12.23,19

J1 Summary_12.23.19.docx
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Gina Logan

From: _ curtlee59@aol.com

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 3:12 PM

To: herb@bromagenlaw.com

Subject; Fwd: Status - Request 3397-020420 in 2/4/2020 letter
Attachments: Common_Terms.pdf; image00l.png

---—Qriglnal Messageg-«---

From: Nelson, Mirtam <MirfiamN@col.net>

Tao: ‘curtiee59@act.com' <cuttlee59@aol.com>

Ca: SAO4PRR <SAQ4PRR@cof.net>

Sent: Tue, Mar 3, 2020 12:40 pm

Subject: RE: Status - Request 3397-020420 In 2/4/2020 leter

Please see attached pursuant to highlight below,

Frnni: Nelson, Miriam N
Sent: Tuesday, March 3, 2020 12:28 PM
To: 'curtlee59@aol.com’ <gurllee58@acl.com>

Cc: SAO4PRR <SAOQAPRR@coj.net>
Subject: Status - Raquest 3397-020420 in 2/4/2020 letter

I write to provide a status update on the remaining items on your 24 request and to determine, pursuant to your letter, If

you wish for us to proceed as costs wlll be Incurred as noted.
As to the request regarding Acronyms {page 1):

a. | have chacked with our IT department and the anly way to get a comprehensive list of acronyms used in the

system would be ta have reports created that would pull the acronym (called codes in our system) and definition
from the system. In order to complete this, it will Incur approximately 12 hours of IT time. If you would like to
i 1l

proceed with this, please ac | w

bh. 1have a document that

As to the remaining request, #2, page 2, Training Materials:

a. [have only received a small portion of feedback on the dacuments available pursuant fo this request. As of right
now, it appears that there are approximately 50 PowerPolints related to the CLE type training sessions we have

held. 1 do not know how many pages that will correlate to or the cost associated with the review of these

materials unlessfuntit we physically obtain them and check each one. Each of these frainings may also have
handouts or other reference material assoclated with them. Some have been authored by the SAO, others have
been presented by persons not employed by the SAQ, Please advise if you wish to praceed with this action and

we will provide you with an estimate,
b. We have approximately 25 documents, not including the J First Appearance Manual and the County Court

Manual, that are elther policy documents or policy/training documents. They fall into the following categories: All
Sections (mainly “how to” for various administrative matters), Office Palicles (covering travel, human resources,
business office matters), Juvenile, County Court (the two documents you are aware of), Gircuit Court, Human



Rights (a single memo about when to send cases), OIS, and Problem-Salving Court (Mental Health, Veterans
Court, elc.). Please advise if you wish to proceed with this action and we will pravide you with an estimate.

c. You have besn provided all documents (or portions thereof per your request) relating to training that covers First
Appearance Court, the above documents (a. and b.) do not relate to First Appearance but are in response to the
request for broad tapic training documents,

Pleass let me know If | need to clarify or expound on any of the above. | will be sending a second email update relafing to
~ your 2,920 request, -M '

Miriam Nelson

Public Records Administrator

State Aftorney's Offlce, 4th Circuit

31t W. Monrae St, - Jacksonville, FL 32202
0:{004) 255-2980




COMMON TERMS

The definitions below are not dictionary definitions but are explanations of how the words fit into our daily
routines, some may fit both categories, and some may not. The terms are divided into those most used by
the Clerk’s Office and those regularly used by the State Attorney’s Office (“SAO”).

TERMS USED BY THE CLERK OF COURT:

10
2,

9§

10.

i1

12,

13,

A: Delta symbol, shorthand, sometimes used to represent the Defendant.

7T Pi symbol, shorthand, sometimes used to represent the Plaintiff in Civil cases and the State in Felony ~

cases,

119: References Florida Statute §119, which governs Florida’s Public Records and what is and is not
exempt from Public Disclosure (Florida’s Sunshine Law —all Florida Government Records are Public
Records). Certain documents and data are exempt from disclosure at certain times, some are always
exempt.

2.420: References Rule of Judicial Administration 2.420 which governs Public Access to Judicial Branch

Records. Documents or data that may not be exempt from Public Records requests may be made
exempt by Rule 2,420.

A&B: Arrest and Booking Report is the document filed by JSO hstmg the information regarding a
Defendant’s alleged crimes, the charges, the Defendant’s JSO ID/Jail Number and Date of Arrest.
Contains additional data specific to the Defendant and the natrative regarding the arrest.

Adjourned: Term used when Court js finished for the day (sometimes Recessed for the Day is used),
AG: Short hand for Adjudicated Guilty as part of the case disposition.

Allen Charge: Jury is Deadlocked (can’t reach a verdict), first instruction before declaring a mistrial.
Alpha Cal: Report we run daily for Court each day that lists only a Defendant’s Name and Case
Number for each case on the calendar, Used to write credit for each case on and supply to the Couxt
Room personnel for referencing credit.

AQ: Administrative Orders are orders that are generated and enacted by the Chief Judge of this Circuit.
These are local Orders that gavern policy, practices, and other matters the Chief Judge has the authority
to direct, and Amended AO 2006-05 further restricts some documents that can be released to the public.
Arraignment: Usually, the first stage of a case that is before us in Felony Court. An Information

(charging document) is filed and the Defendant is brought before the Couxt o enter his/her formal plea

on the charges. Arraignments are held any time an Information or an Amended Information is filed.
We must be clear when showing a plea to an Information that we note when it is Amended, 2~
Amended, ete.

Bond Hearing: A hearing held for the State and Defense to provide argument, evidence or testimony
for the Court to use in determining an appropriate amount of bail to be set for a Defendant. Can follow
the filing of a Motion for Reduction of Bond or a Motion to Set Bond.

Bond/Bail: Different words for same thing — bond or bail is an amount of monetary obligation that is
set by the Court for individual charges in a Defendant’s case(s) that a Defendant must pay in order to be
released from custody on the charges.
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14,

15,

16.

17.

18

19
20,
21,

22,
23.

24,

25,

26.

27.

28.

Capias/Warrant: Document that is issued to alert law enforcement agencies that the subject Defendant is

to be arrested.

Case Law: Used by attorneys and the Court to provide previous case information and Court rulings to

support a theory or argument in a case. Generated usually from Westlaw or Lexis Nexis and filed with

the Clerk or provided to the Court for review,

Cash Bond: When the Court sets a monetary amount of bond/bail but adds that it is permitted to be

posted in cash only vs. via a bond agent/surety bond. Cash Bonds are usually lesser amounts than

imposed in Surety Bonds but the full amount must be paid.

Community Control Level I: Type of community/probationaty supervision: Does NOT require an

Ankle/GPS Monitor.

Community Control Level Il Type of community/probationary ‘supervision: DOES require an

Ankle/GPS Monitor.

Competent: status of a Defendant who is able to continue forward with his/her case,

Conflict: When an attorney representing a Defendant realizes they can’t due to existing issues.

Death Case: A case where the potential penalty is Death. Consists of standard court events up to and

through Trial, after Trial there is a Penalty Phase where the State and Defense present evidence to the

Jury for the Jury to make a recommendation of either Life or Death. After the Penalty Phase there is a

Spencer Hearing where the State and Defense present additional evidence/argument to the Judge

followed by the Sentencing Hearing. At the Sentencing Hearing the Judge will impose the sentence and

file a Sentencing Order providing the basis for the Courts sentencing determination.

Disposition: Final resolution of a case; can include dropping the case or a sentence with an AG or WH.

Division Clerk: A specially trained Clerk that handles all Court related filings and data input as

provided to them by the Trial Clerk, When paperwork or data is required to be entered into the system,

Division handles these matters and fakes specific action regarding Felony matters that occur outside of

Court proceedings (changing court dates, posting Court Actions, posting papers, sending and receipting

documents from the Judge, ete.).

Evidentiary Hearing! A hearing held to determine what grounds exist for granting or denying a

motion (usually related to post disposition cases, 3.850 or Death Cases).

Exhibit Memo: A Clerk’s Exhibit Memorandum is the official document that is completed and filed by

the Trial Clexk listing all exhibits/items of evidence entered in Court. You will include State’s Exhibits,

Defense Exhibits and Court’s Exhibits on the Memorandum, The State or Defense may submit (or even

file) an Exhibit list of their own, but this is not the official Clerk document that will used to formerly and

permanently record items entered.

Faretta Inquiry: Questions posed to a Defendant when s/he wants to represent himself, or go Pro Se.

Pro Se - Latin: “For Self”. A Faretta Inquiry is usually preceded by a Nelson Hearing, but not always.

Grid/Disposition Packet: This is a packet of paperwork that is turned into Division for processing so a

commitment packet can be completed and transmitted to either DCJ or DOC when a Defendant is

sentenced. Usually consists of: Gridsheet, J&S, Paysheet, Restitution Order or Order Denying

Restitation, Sentencing Guidelines, Victim Information Sheet, and PSL

Grid/Tracker/]&S/Paysheet: Gridsheet is the internal work product document where we write down all

sentencing terms for each disposition in the Court Room, this is turned in to Division for docketing with
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29!

30

31

32,

33,

34.

3b.

36.

37.

all disposition paperwork. Tracker Js the data sheet we waite pertinent information on as the case goes
through all pretrial stages and is used to track Court Dates, credit, timelines and notes we need, J&5S is
the Judgment and Sentence, the formal Sentencing Order we fill out and provide for the Judges
signature, This is completed and turned in with the disposition packet. Paysheet is the receipt for
Court Costs imposed, we ensure it accurately reflects all costs imposed, is completed with an accurate
due date (a period after release for Defendants in custody and an actual due date for out of custody
Defendants). When a Defendant is in custody, the YELLOW copy of the completed Paysheet is
provided to the bailiff to go with the Defendant’s paperwork to the jail, when this is not possible, both
copies are turned in to Division with the Disposition Packet. When a Defendant is out of custody, s/he
is provided with the YELLOW copy of the Paysheet before leaving the Court Room,
HO/HFO/HVFO/PRR/ROC: Habitual Offender — the status of a Defendant that exposes them to a
greater potential punishment if found to have committed the crimes with which they are charged.
There are various types of HO status which each carrying thejr own enhanced punishments. HEO -
Habitual Felony Offender. HVFO ~ Habitual Violent Felony Offender. PRR- Prison Releasee
Reoffender. ROC ~ Repeat Offender Coutt —when a Defendant is found to be HO, the cases are usually
filed or transferred to ROC to be handled, however an HO designation can be applied to a Defendant in
non-ROC Court,
Huff Hearing: A hearing to determine the need for an Evidentiary Hearing and which issues will be
heard.
Incompetent: status of a Defendant who is unable to continue forward with hisfher case due to
{usually) mental issues that prevent him/her from understanding what is happening,.
Indigence/Indigent: A determination that is made by the Clerk regarding income levels of a Defendant
to determine whether they have enough funds to pay for a private attomey or to pay for court costs. An
indigence determination must be made prior to the appointment of the Public Defender using the
Application for Criminal Indigent Status.
fuformation: An Information is the charging document filed by the State that lists the crimes with
which a Defendant is being charged. The Information must be accurate and list the crime, statute, and
degree as well as have specific wording regarding the charged crimes in oxder to effectively prosecute
the Defendant for the alleged law violations, Amended Informations are filed to corxect, remove or add
charges being levied against a Defendant.
Instanter: Latin for “immediately” “at once” — used when making written corrections in the Couxt
Room, usually to an Information, without filing a whole new document.
JOA. Judgment of Acquittal, a motion (usually oral) made during Trial that the Court either Grants or
Dendes.
JPU: Jury Panel Usage Record is a Clerk form that is completed by a Trial Clerk and used to record the
jurots seated for a Trial. This form is not scannied or docketed and upon completion of Trial, the form is
completed and turned in to Jury Services (via placement in the designated area of the office).
JSO/DCJ/FESP/DOC/FSH/DCE/APD/JA: Shorthand for: JSO - Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office. DCJ —Duval
County Jail. FSP — Florida State Prison. DOC ~ Department of Corrections. FSH - Florida State
Hospital. DCF —Department of Children and Families. APD - Agency for Persons with Disabilities, JA
-Judicial Assistant.
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38.

39.

40.
41,

42

-

43,

44,

45,

46.

47,
48,

Jury / Jury Selection: A final jury consisting of 6 jurors and 2 alternates (12 jurors for a capital case and
the number of alternates can change at any time depending on what the parties are requesting and
length of trial) picked from a larger pool, usually a minimum of 28 potential jurors {the starting number
is increased by 7 from there; 28, 35, 42, etc.), Jury Selection, or voir dire, is the process used by the State
and Defense attorney(ies) to pick the jurors that will try a specific case.

Lesser Included Offense: When the charge at disposition is a lesser crime than the initially charged
offense, carrying less severe penalties, When a lesser included offense is referenced, we must get the full
description, statute and degree of crime from the State Attorney for our records.

Lower Tribunal Court: Our local Court (4" Judicial Circuit).

Mandate: An order from the Appellate Court, usually directing an action to be taken by the Lower
Tribunal Couxrt.

Motion to Determine Confidentiality: This Motion is filed when a party to a case wishes to have some
portion of a document within the case deemed confidential and not released to the public, When a
Motion to Determine Confidentiality is filed — management must be made aware and certain procedures
must be followed. An Order should be entered either Granting to Denying the Motion and referencing
what data is to be held as confidential for the initial 120 day period. Once the 120 day period has
expired, it is the requesting party’s responsibility to request an extension which can be granted in 60-
day periods,

Nebbia Hearing: A hearing to determine where funds used for Bond were obtained (usually to ensure
that money from a crime, like drug trafficking, was not used to post bond for the crime).

Negotiated Plea/Plea to Court: Negotiated: A plea agreement that includes specific sentence terms
agreed to by the Defendant, his attorney and the State attorney. Plea to Court: A plea agreement that is
admitting guilt to the Court without a predetermined sentence. Plea to the Court often results in a PSI
being ordered and a sentencing hearing being held.

Nelson Hearing: Defendant challenges the competency or effectiveness of their attorney’s
representation. Usually a Nelson Hearing is followed by a Faretta Inquiry, but not always.

Nolle Prosequi: Nolle Pros, Several various codes follow the pronouncement of a Nolle Pros. This is
used by the State to drop a case or charges for various reasons, NP(7) — either the Defendant is
incompetent or deceased. NP(30) — decline to prosecute, usually used for individual counts within a
case. NP{4) — decline to prosecute, usually used to drop entire cases (a 4 xequires a State Attorney to

'sign documentation in Court).

Nune Pro Tunc: Latin: “Now for Then” —used to denote “effective as of ___ (x date)”.

Peremptory Strike/Challenge & Cause Challenge: Terms used during Jury Selection to remove jurors
from the potential pool. Each side, State and Defense, are given a set amount of Peremptory Strikes
{based on the charged crime(s)) that they can use to remove potential jurors. Jurors can be eliminated
from the potential pool without using Peremptory Strikes by using Cause Challenges. Trial Clerks have
to track what potential jurors are eliminated and which are finally selected. This information is
provided to Jury Services and utilized for Trial. We do not care why they are striking a potential Juror,
we are only Jooking for the terms Peremptory, Cause, Sworn (seated) or Alternate and checking the
corresponding box.
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49, Plea: When a Defendant makes a formal statement (through his/her attorney) either admitting or
denying guilt to a charged crime. At Arraignment, the plea is either Guilty or Not Guilty. Also applies
after Arraignhment when a Defendant wishes to either admit guilt and be sentenced by the Court or
accept the terms of a negotiated plea agreement.

50. Praecipe/Disclosure to Prosecution/Witness List: A Praecipe for Witness Subpoena is filed by the State
listing the potential State witnesses. A Disclosure to Prosecution is filed by the Defense listing the
potential Defense witnesses. A Witness List can be filed by either party; often a Praecipe or Disclosure
is referred to as a witness list. These are used for disclosure purposes and for the Court to use during
Trial to ensure that the potential jurots do not know any of the witnesses for a particular case.

51. Precalendar: The Court Calendar Report printed for us daily to prepare our work a day in advance. It
is usually green, but can be white. Will print with other associated paperwork the day before Court (or
the Priday before each Monday).

52. PSI: Presentence Investigation Report, used by the Court to review background information on a
Defendant to determine an appropriate sentence to impose.

53. Recess: Term used when the Coutt is taking a break. This is a time where the Trial Cletk is able to take
a break and teturn prior to the end of the recess.

54, Richardson/Brady Hearing: Heating to determine amy potential disclosuxe or rule violations (usually
relating to information that is to be provided from one attorney to another regarding a case). These are
two different hearings but address similar matters regarding faiture to disclose information. We usually
just note the hearings are held and note any findings made by the Court.

55, ROR: Release on own Recognizance, the release of a Defendant without monetary conditions.

56, Rt'd., Appt'd., RCC, PD, PA, SA or ASA: Retained attorney, Appointed attorney, Regional Conflict
Counsel attorney, Public Defender, Private Attorney (who is either Retained or Appointed), State

' Attorney or Assistant State Attorney,

57. Scoresheet/Sentencing Guidelines: Form document used by the SA prior to sentencing to calculate the

minirmum sentence a Defendant should receive in a case or cases, and must be filed with the Clerk by

the SA at sentencing.

58. Scrivener’s Brror: An error made by a Clerk in completing a document (misspelling, checking an
incorrect box, etc.).

59, Sentencing Hearing: A hearing held for the State and Defense to provide avgument, physical evidence
ot witness testimony for the Court to use in determining an appropriate sentence to impose. Sentencing
hearings are usually held after a Plea to the Court or after a guilty verdict at Trial.

60. Speedy Trial: The date after arrest that a Trial must be held, A Defendantis entitled to a Trial within
175 days after they have been arrested.

61. Stand Your Ground: A type of Motion to Dismiss alleging the Defendant was acting in self-defense and

should not be found guilty of the charged crime(s). When Motions ate filed or a Hearing held and

reference is made to “Stand Your Ground” or “Justifiable Use of Force” these are referred to as Stand

Your Ground motions/hearings.

Surety Band: A bond that is posted by a Bail Bond Agent via Surety Insurance Company. An amount is

set by the Court and the Defendant must pay a certain percentage to the Bail Bond Agent who then

insures the Defendant’s appearance at all Court Dates for the full amount of the setbond.

62
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63.

64.

65.
66,

67.

10.

11.
12.
13.
14.

Trial Clerk: A specially trained Clerk that attends all Court proceedings and keeps the record for the
Clerk’s Office according to statutory requirements, A Trial Clerk is required to be present at all Court
proceedings for the entirely of the praceeding.

Trial Memo: A Clerk’s Memorandum of Trial is used to record the jurors presiding over a Trial, witness
called by the State or Defense, as well as the minutes of Trial. A Clerk’s Memorandum of Hearing will
contain the same information, except for a list of jurors as there are not generally jurors present for
hearings.

WHE: Shorthand for Withhold of Adjudication of Guilt as part of the case disposition,

Wheel Attotney: When the PD is appointed and certifies a conflict, the case is transferred to the RCC
who will run a conflict check, when the RCC certifies a conflict; a PA must be appointed for an indigent
Defendant. This is called a wheel attorney because they are on a rotating list of attorneys eligible for
appointment.

Williams Rule: A hearing or sometimes a reference to the State’s filing of a “Notice of Other Crimes,
Acts, Wrongs Evidence” to determine the admissibility of mich evidence / testimony in Trial or
Hearings,

TERMS USED BY THE SAO:

ABSENTEE BOOKED: When a defendant is admitted to the hospital after arrest, an absentee docket
(atrest and booking report) is prepared and left at the jail. An absentee booked defendant’s paperwork
will go to first appearance to be assigned the first court date.

ABSOLVE: To clear of guilt.
ACCESSORY: One who aids a criminal, before or after the crime occurs, and who has knowledge of

the crime or part of it.

" ACQUIT: To free a person from a charge of criminal guilt.

ADJUDGE: A process or act of a judge convicting or acquitting a defendant of a crime, either a felony
or misdemeanor. It amounts to a final judgment, or an adjudication.
ADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE: Evidence or testimony presented during a trial that is of such a proper
nature that a judge will allow it to be introduced into the record of the trial.
ADMONISH: To warn or sternly advise, usually done by a judge or other court officer to a witness or
defendant.
ADVOCATE: An officer of the court who assists his client before, during and after the client has
become involved in the justice systemn.
AFFIANT: One who swears to an affidavit.
AFFIDAVIT: A written statement sworm to before a notary or officer of the court. The staternent
usually has to do with information the affiant has about a particular criminal case.
AFFIRM: To {estify to, or declare by affirmation, to state as a fact.
ALLEGATION: A statement made by scmeone who claims it can be proved as fact.
ALLEGE: To assert; to set forth,
APPEAL: The legal procedure by which the decision or judgment of a judge is brought for review to a
higher coutt with the intention of having the decision by the lower court changed.
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15. ARREST and BOOKING REPORT: (A&B) Document prepated by a police officer at time of arrest
listing the charges, circumstances of arrest, and any other details available to the officer at the time the
report is written.

16. ARRAIGNMENT: The court action in which a defendant in a criminal case is brought before a judge,
at which time the defendant is informed of the charge against him and is asked whether he pleads
guilty or innocent.

17. BACKLOG: The number of pending cases in court awaiting trial which exceed the court's capacity to

handle them, '

BAILIEF: A person appointed by the court to keep order in the courtroom and to have custody of the

jury. A Sworn Bailiff wears a JSO uniform and controls inmates. A civilian Lailiff wears plain clothes

and assists with the gallery and jury.

19, BIAS: When one forms an opinion toward one side of a case ot another, without first being told the
facts on both sides or the formation of a prejudice for or against a person or belief.

20. BILL: When used in fhe Iaw, a formal, written statement of particular things in a case requested by one
side or the other, '

21. BOND/BAIL: The amount of money set by the court for the release of a person accused of a crime. Itis
designed to assure the person's presence for his trial and may contain additional non-monetary

18

conditions of release.

22. BOND HEARING: Hearing held to determine the proper amount of bond to be set for each charge
against a defendant. Often the first hearing is conducted as First Appearance but can be reheard by
Motion, (See initial appearance)

23, BOND REDUCTION: Something the judge can da on his authority, reducing the cash amount of bail
or adjusting the release conditions so that the defendant may be released from jail.

24. BOOKING: The process by which a person is processed into the jail, or “booked”.. Details are

recorded of the alleged crime, including the charge and the person arrested for the crime.

BOUND OVER: This is the expression used to indicate the changing of jurisdiction from one coust to

another; when a juvenile judge orders a youthful offender bound over, the case is transferred from the

25

juvenile branch of circuit court to the adult branch.

26, CALENDAR: 1t is a daily register of cases scheduled to be heard in court. It gives the name of the
defendant, the charge, whether or not he is in jail, what mattets are to be heard and the names of the
prosecutor and defense attorney. The public may look at the calendar at any time.

27. CAPITAL CRIME: A ctitme in which the possible sentence is death.

28. CAPIAS: A warrant issued for the purpose of arresting a person who has failed to appear or has

otherwise warranted the issuance of a wxit for his arrest.

CASELOAD:; The number of cases circulating within the jurisdiction of a court, a particular judge, the

prosecution or public defendex's office at any given time.

30. CHANGE OF VENUE: Moving the location of a trial from one county to another, and selecting a jury
of residents of the new county, Usually done when a question of obtaining a fair and unbiased jury has

29

»

arisen,
31. CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE: Facts that might lead one, indirectly, to the conclusion of guilt or
innocence in a particular case. ’
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32.
33.

34,

35,

36.

37.

38.

39,

40,

41.

42,
43,

44,
45,

46.
47.
48,
49,

50.
b1.

52.
53.

b4,

55,

COBRCION: To force by fear.

COMMUNITY SERVICE: A condition imposed as a part of a sentence through which the judge orders
the defendant to perform various tasks within the community for a certain number of hours, ie,
picking up trash, washing police cars.

COMPLAINT: A written accusation made by any person, often a prosecutor, and filed in court,
alleging a certain petson or persons comunitting specific erimes.

COMPLAINANT;: One who starts a criminal prosecution, often a victim.

CONCURRENT SENTENCE: When a defendant is sentenced on several counts or cases and the court
sentences the defendant to serve them at the sarme time, theteby making the defendant only serve one
term.

CONSECUTIVE SENTENCE: When a defendant is sentenced on several counts or cases and the court
sentences the defendant to serve the sentences one after the other.

CONFESSION: A voluntary, written statement of one's own guilt in a crime.

CONSPIRACY: An agreement between two or more persons to commit an illegal act.

CONTEMPT OF COURT: Any act that is designed to embanrrass, hinder or obstruct the court in the
administration of justice, or an act that directly and deliberately disobeys an order of the judge in a
case,

CORROBORATING EVIDENCE: Evidence tending to support, or verify, or lend truth to other
evidence,

COUNT: The term used for each separate offense listed in a complaint, information or indictment.
COURT-APPOINTED ATTORNEY: An attorney appointed by the court usually in a case where the
public defender has a conflict.

COURT CLERK: The administrative officer of the court; who keeps its records.

COURT REPORTER: A person who records (stenograph machine or electronic recording) that which
is said during a trial or other legal proceeding.

CREDITABLE: Trustworthy; reputable.

CRIMINAL INTENT: The intention of doing something that is condemned by the law as being wrong.
CROSS EXAMINATION: The questioning of a party and/or his attorney of the opponent's witness.
D/N - DISPOSITION NOTICE: A statement to the Clerk of Court notifying them when we drop a case
prior to the filing of an Information.

DEFENDANT: The person against whom a criminal case is pending.

DEFENSE ATTORNEY: An attorney that defends the defendant in court.

DEFRAUD: Cheat.

DEPOSITION: A pre-trial proceeding which consists of a statement of a witness (or victim) undex
oath, taken in question and answer form as it would be in couxt, with opportunity given to the other
side in the case to be present and cross-examined, with all of this recorded by a court reporter.
DIRECTED VERDICT OF ACQUITTAL: An action by the judge, ordering the jury fo find the
defendant innocent, when, at the conclusion of the prosecation's case, the court decides that the guilt of
the accused has not been legally proven.

DIRECT EXAMINATION: Questioning of a witness by the attorney who has called that witness.
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56,

b7.

58.

59.
60,

61.

62.
63.

64.
65.

66.

67.
68,

69.

70,

71.

72,
73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

DISCOVERY: A modern pre-trial procecuure by which one side in a case is permitted by law to gain
vital information concerning the case held by the other side.

DISMISSAL: A decision by a judge to terminate a case without a determination of guilt ox innocence.
DISPOSITION: The outcome of a case.

DOCKET: See arrest and booking report.

DOUBT, BEYOND A REASONABLE: Beyond such a doubt as a reasonable man would have, after
careful investigation and consideration of all the evidence. The legal baxrier the prosecution must pass
before a jury can return a verdict of guilty in a criminal case.

BENTRAPMENT: The act of officers in inducing a person to commit a crime he would not otherwise
commit, for the purpose of starting a criminal prosecution against him.

ESTREATURE: The time during which the case is held in abeyance pending forfeiture of the bond.
EVIDENCE: Any type of proof in a case, presented at the trial throu gh witnesses, records, documents,
ete,, for the purpose of convincing a jury as to the truth of them or falseness of an allegation against the
defendant.

EXEMPLARS: A specimen which is capable of supporting both deduction and inference, i.e,
handwriting or fingerprint samples.

EXONERATE: Acquit; to clear of guilt or accusation.

EXPUNGEMENT/SEALED FILE: A defendant can do a molion to seal/fexpunge his file that will be
heard by the court. This motion is either granted or not granted. When granted, the records of the
dlerk, sheriff, and state attorney is deleted.

FELONY: Any crime for which the penalty could be death, or any prison sentence of a year or more.
FORFEITURE OF BOND: Giving up the money put on a bond, as a penalty for violating the terms of
the bond.

FUGITIVE: One wheo flees to avoid prosecution or punishment of a crime.

GRAND JURY: A body of citizens which hears evidence against a person and decides if that person
should be prosecuted. It also makes public recommendations about what it believes are serious
problems with governmental agencies. ' :
HABEAS CORPUS: A written order, called a "writ", requiring that a prisoner be brought before a
judge to determine whether or not that individual is being held legally.

HARASS: To disturb; trouble.

HEARING: A legal proceeding in which arguments, witnesses or evidence are heard by a judge or
administrative body.

HEARSAY: Evidence of what some other person is heard to say. It is not based on the witness'
personal knowledge, and in most cases is not allowed by the judge.

HUNG JURY: A jury which has failed to arrive at a verdict.

HYPOTHETICAL QUESTION: A combination of facts or circumstances, assumed or proven, stated in
such a form as to constitute a reasonable set of facts upon which the opinion of a witness, usually an
expert, can be asked by way of evidence in a trial. '
IMMATERIAL EVIDENCE: Evidence which has no bearing on the issue in the opinion of the judge,
who will usually prevent it from being given to a jury.
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78. IMMUNITY: Exempt from penalty. Tmmunity from prosecution, such as that granted a wilness to
encourage answers to questions one might otherwise refuse to answer on grounds protecting self-
incrimination,

79, IMPEACH A WITNESS: An attack on the credibility of a witness by the testimony of othex witnesses.

80. INADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE: Evidence which, for legal reasons, cannot be admitted or received.

81, INCRIMINATE:; To tie one in with a crime.

82, INDICTMENT: A written accusation against someone; prepared and handed down by a grand jury.

83. INDIGENT: A person who is unable to afford representation by an attorney. If a judge determines
after examination that a defendant in a criminal case cannot afford to hire an attorney to defend him, he
can declare the defendant indigent and either appoint the public defender or a private attorney to
represent his interests in court.

84. INFORMATION: The formal charging document alleging crimes based on the facts supplied to the
state attorney. Itis signed by the state attomey and has the effect of an indictment.

85. INITIAL APPEARANCE: The first appearance before a judge by persons in jail charged with crimes;
usually oceurring within 12-24 hours of the arrest. At the appearance, the charge is read, and
arrangements are made for legal counsel. (See Bond Hearing).

86. INJUNCTION: An order of a court which prohibits a person from doing certain acts.

87. INSOLVENCY: Unable to pay debts. The financial condition of a defendant, which should enable a
judge to appoint free legal counsel for him.

88. INTAKE: The division of the State Attorney's Office in which all cases are first received.

89, JUDGE: A public official appointed or elected to hear and decide cases in a court of law.

90, JUDGMENT: A decision or sentence of the law given by a court, i.e, pertaining to a judgment of guilt
or a bond forfeiture,

91, JURISDICTION: The legal authority of a court to make judgments,

92. JURY: A certain number of people selected, according to law, who are sworn to inquire of certain
matters of fact and declare the truth upon the evidence available to them.

93, KNOWINGLY: Intentionally; with knowledge.

94, LEADING QUESTION: A question which instructs a witness how to answer; that put words into his
mouth to be echoed back, This type of question is prohibited on direct examination

5. LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSE: When a defendant is charged with a particular crime, i.e, Burglary
and pleads to Trespass, we call that pleading to a lesser included offense. Not all crimes have lesser
included offenses, i.e, DUL

96. MISDEMEANOR: Any offense which carries a penalty of up to a year in jail and/or a fine of up to
$1,000.

97. MISTRIAL: A trial which, for some extraordinary circumstance, has been terminated and declared
void prior to the jury's returning a verdict, A mistrial is usually declared after the court agrees that
some fundamental legal error has occurred that is prejudicial to the defendant.

98. MOTION: A formal request to the court asking for an order or ruling in favor of the person making the
request. It can either be made before, during or after a trial.

99, MOTIVE: The cause or reason that leads the mind to commit a crime.

100, NOLLE PROSEQUI: (Nolle Prosequi or “nol pros”) A formal entry made on the record in a case by
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-

-

11/3/2014




which the state attorney says he will not prosecute a case after an information/indictment has been filed
with the Clexk.

101. NOLO CONTENDERE: A plea to a charge that can be entered in a criminal case in which the
defendant neither admits nor denies his guilt, leaving the decision up to the court. In other words, the
defendant does not contest the allegations.

102. NON-JURY TRIAL: See Waiver Trial, also, Bench Trial

103. OATH: Any form of solemn pledge by which a person signifies he is bound in conscience to tell the
truth.

104. ORDINANCE: A law orstatute. It also can mean the laws enacted by a municipal government.

105. OVERRULE: The terms used when the court denies any motion raised by either side in a case; such as
"motion overruled”,

106, PARDON: An act by the governor which removes the penalties and other legal consequences from a
person convicted of a crime. '

107, PAROLE: The status of a person conditionally released from prison prior fo the completion of his
sentence, and placed under the supervision of a probation and parole agency.

108. PERJURY: To lie while under oath.

109, PETITION: The formal charging document alleging ctimes committed by a juvenile defendant based
on the facts supplied to the state attorney. Itis signed by the state attorney and has the effect of an
indictment.

110. PLAINTIFF: The person complaining in any legal litigation.

111. PLEA: (Guilty, Not Guilty, Nolle Contendere) A defendant’s formal answer in court to the charges
brought against him in a complaint, information or indictment.

112, PLEA BARGAINING: Negotiations between the defense counsel and the prosecution, seeking an
agreement under which the defendant enters a plea of guilty.

113. PREJUDICE: Bias toward one side or anather,

114. PRELIMINARY HEARING: A hearing before a County Court Judge, held to determine whether or not
there is probable cause to believe that a crime was committed and that the defendant committed the
crime,

115. PRE-SENTENCE INVESTIGATION: An investigation ordered by the court, prior to the sentencing of
a convicted defendant that thoroughly explores the past behavior, family background and personality
of the defendant. The report acts as a guide to the court in sentencing.

116. PRE-TRIAL: The scheduled conference for a case in which thete is an opportunity to dispose of the
case prior to trial through a plea of guilty ox no contest.

117, PRE-TRIAL DIVERSION: A court-controlled program designed to allow first and second fime
offenders to be diverted from the criminal justice system into rehabilitative projects, if the judge and
other court agencies think the person is a proper candidate for diversion.

118, PRE-TRIAL RELEASE: A court-related program designed to identify persons charged with crimes

who would be gaod tisks for release without bail prior to trial. This program permits defendants to

eamn money for their family and trial expenses, instead of spending unproductive time in jail.
119. PRIMA FACIE CASE: A case put together with evidence that is sufficient enough to overcome the
defendant's strongest asset; that he is presumed innocent until proven guilty. If a Prima Facie case is
Page 11 of 14
11/3/2014




not established by the prosecution, the court may grant the defendant'’s motion for a directed verdict of
acquittal.

190. PROBABLE CAUSE: A set of facts and circumstances which would lead a reasonable, intelligent and
prudent person to believe that an accused person had committed a specific crime.

121, PROBATION: A plan whereby a defendant, found guilty of a crime, is released by the court, without
imprisonment, under the supervision of a probation officer for a specific length of time and with
specific restrictions placed on his lifestyle.

122. PROSECUTOR: An attorney who represents the State of Florida and whose job it is to prepare and
conduct the prosecution of persons accused of crimes.

123. PROSECUTION: The act of preparing a criminal case for court by an attorney who represents the
State.

124. PUBLIC DEFENDER: An attorney paid by the State whose official duty it is to represent defendanis
unable to hire private attorneys to represent them in criminal prosecutions.

125. QUASH: A term meaning to suppress; crush out, make void. When a judge grants a defense motion to
quash an Information in a particular criminal case, it means the prosecution cannot go forward on that
information the way it is written.

126. REASONABLE DOUBT: The amount of certainty required of a juror for conviction on a criminal
charge. These words are used in a judge's instructions to a jury to indicate that the defendant’s
innocence is presumed, unless guilt is so clearly proven that a jury can see that no “reasonable doubt”
remains as to the guilt of the person charged.

127. REASONABLE GROUNDS: Such evidence as would cause a reasonable person to believe a thing,

128. REBUTTAL: Producing evidence to disprove the case of an opponent in a criminal case or trial.

129, RECIDIVISM: Repeatedly becoming involved in criminal activity despite exposute to penalties of the
courts.

130. RELEVANT: That which is proper and timely to the case or trial.

131. RELEASE ON RECOGNIZANCE (ROR): Release without money bond, by a judge, of an accused
person who has been taken into custody upon his promise to appear in court as required for criminal
proceedings.

132, REMAND: Put back into custody after release.

133, RESTITUTION: To pay back. Usnally a special condition of probation, requiring the defendant to
reimburse the victim of a crime for any financial losses incutred as a result of the ctime.

134, REVERSAL: The cancellation of a lower court ruling by a superior court.

135. RULE(Invoking the) This is an order of the court requiring all witnesses who may testify for either side
in a trial to remain out of the courtroom until they are called to testify. These witnesses are told by the
court not to talk about their testimony with anyone other than the attomeys.

136, SEARCH WARRANT: An order issued by a judge, directing law enforcement officers to conduct a
search of a particular place for specific persons or things and to bring them before the court.

137, SELE-DEFENSE: The protection of one's petson or property against some injury attempted by another.
When acting in justifiable self-defense, as set forth in the law, a person may notbe punished criminally.

138. SENTENCE: The penalty imposed on a defendant after he has been convicted of a crime. Sentences
can be; Intermediate - a length of time "not less than", "nor more than" a term of months and/or years
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set by a judge; Consecutive - terms of imprisonment levied by the court on two or more charges that
are to be served one after the other; Concurrent - Two or more terms of imprisonment to be served at
the same time, thereby making the defendant serve only one term; Suspended - withholding or
postponing the sentence of a defendant after conviction.

139, SLANDER: The speaking of false, malicious words about another.

140, SPEEDY TRIAL: Everyone is entitled to a trial within 90 days from the day of arrest for misdemeanor
and juvenile charges and 180 days from the day of arrest on a felony charge. If demanded, the petson
charged with a felony is entitled to a trial within 60 days of arrest. .

141, STATE ATTORNEY: The elected official responsible for prosecuting defendants accused of
comuniiting crimes.

142, STATUTE: Any law passed by a state or federal legislative body.

143, STATUE OF LIMITATIONS: The time limit on which a petson may be tried on a crime, There are no
time limitations on crimes that carry the death penalty,

144. SUBPOENA: A court order requiring a witness to appear and give testimony before a judge or officer
of the court.

145, SUBPOENA - DUCES TECUM: A subpoena that not only requires a witness to appear, but also
requires him to bring with him records and documents he may have that have bearing in the trial.

146, SUMMONS: An official notice for a person to appear at a given place and time in order to perform
some function required in litigation.

147. SUSPECT: A person, adult or juvenile, who is considered by a criminal justice agency, to be someone
who may have committed a specific crime, but who has notbeen arrested or charged.

148. SUSPENDED SENTENCE: Withholding or postponing the sentence of a defendant after conviction.

149. SUPERSEDEAS BOND: A bond pending appeal set by and at the judge's discretion. If the defendant
has a prior felony conviction, he is not entitled to a supetsedeas bond during the appeal:

150. TANGIBLE EVIDENCE: Evidence one can see, hold, feel, etc. The term is also used to mean "real"
evidence, rather than "hearsay” evidence.

151, TCC - TRANSFER TO COUNTY COURT: When a defendant is charged with a felony and the state
attorney determines that the case should be handled as a misdemeanor, this is called a TCC.

152. TESTIFY: To give evidence in a case, usually from a witness, and almost always under oath.

153. TRANSCRIPT: The official record of proceedings in a trial or hearing.

154, TRIAL: The examination of issues of fact and law in a case, beginning when the jury has been selected
and swormn in a jury trial, and concluding when a verdict is reached by the jury or a judge or the case is
dismissed.

155. UNCONSTITUTIONAL: Contrary to the Constitution.

156. VERDICT: The unanimous decision of a jury reported to the court on matters submitted to it in the
trial of a case.

157. VERIFY; To prove; confirm.

158. VICTIM: A person who has suffered death, physical or mental suffering, or loss of property as a result
of an actual or attempted criminal offense committed by another person.

159. WAIVER: An intentional and voluntary giving up or surrendering of some known right. In a criminal
case, this might be waiving a speedy trial, waiving a preliminary hearing, waiving a jury trial, etc.
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160, WAIVER TRIAL: The examination of issues of fact and law in a case, held in front of a judge only
concluding with the judge’s finding of the case or by dismissal of the charges.

161. WITHHOLD ADJUDICATION: When the defendant either pleads guilty/no contest or is found
guilty, the court can either withhold adjudication or adjudicate the defendant guilty. When withhold
adjudication of guilt oceurs, it is easier for the defendant ata later time to have his record sealed.

162. WITNESS: A person that has knowledge regarding a crime that occurred, either as the witness or as
the victim.

163. WARRANT: A written document that is issued by the judge, authorizing a law enforcement officer to
make an arrest, make a search or carry out a judgment of the court,
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Curtls W, Lee.

7124 Claremont Creek Dr.
Jacksonville FL 32222
904~ 619~ 2422
curtlees9 @aol.com

Feb., 9, 2020

Via emalt

Mirlam Nelson, Public Records Division
State Attorney’s Office, &% fudiclal Clreutt (SAQ)
311 W. Monras St
. Jacksonviile FL32202
Re: {1) Complalats re: SAQ misconduct.
(2) New public records requests {PRRs) ~see bold type on pg, 3 and see pp. 2-3

Dear Ms, Nelson:

My tona In writing this letterveflects frritatton and concern, ‘Tha SAO provided slipshod, partlal and not fully
compllant respotises to cartaln past PRRs, and thereby violated the Public Records Act ("PRA"} and wasted my time. The

violtlons-will continue unlass you seek eounsal and change your conduet.

You seem ta assume | know whatyou know, even though you sometimes fail to provide dacuments with detail and
informatlon | wanted and heeded. Pleass taka mora time to thoughtfully respond to my future PRRs Initialy, and save hoth of

us time and agaravation, golng forward,

‘The 5AD, an or about 11/27/19, made availabla to me 3 4 page document contalning salary Informatlon re: 115 SAD
employees. {Hereafter, "Salary Schedule”) Please advise If you disagree with my count,  The Salary Schedule does not
indleate the effectjve data of those listad salorles,  Le, Is the schedule as of 11/27/197 10/31A9 What? Why would the
SAD provida to me, and why would the SAC malntatn, such 8 document that failed to dlsclose such a key fact?

Provtda the salary sthedule nated ahove, With written natatlons showlng the effective date of such schedule, if
such newly requested dacument exists, If there {sno such dacumant, so jodicate.

The A0 spparently Intended its proviston of the Salary Schedule 10, constitute its response to previously submitted
PRA letters, such asthosa | sent the SAD dated 10/31/18 and 31/7/19 (the latter o which was In part a remlrider letter), | will
not now re-provide these documents, or the SAQ Involces | refer to below, as the SAQ has them.,

1 had, months ago, sought defalled Information Backing up the SAO's past charges to mi for its tima spent responding
to my PARs. The hourly rates that the SAQ charged to me last fall, and earller, were not aceompanied by any documentary
proof re: the jegality of those hourly charges, or the accuracy thereof, Further, the SAO consistently refusad to provide ma the
names and/or rates of pay of the persans purpartedly providing sewlcas to me and for whose time | was favajeed.  Now, |
hava the Satary Schedule, which provides the annual pay of numerous SAO employees ot a thereln unrevealed point In time,
The bottom line 15 that | tack the names of the SAG employees for whose thme | was hliled, and ramain In the dark, stil
cannot determine If the SAQ Improperly charged me or atherwlse violated the law et any part of it past lnvolcing,

. f refer the SAD to Invoices it eatller provided me, dated 7/18/18, 2/4/19, 10/47/19, and 10/24/19, All are flawed:

& The SAOC lhvolced meat $12.00 per br. on 7/19/18,

s Wha provided the services, and what was his or her annual base pay, total annual compensation, and hourly
equivalents thereof? 1 have the same questions re: all the other Involees mentioned below.

«  TheSAO lnvelced me at $36.00 per hr, on 2/4/19, for an administratar's Sextended project rate”. 1 wasalso then
fnvolced at $23.76 per hr, by a "speciafist”, atan "extended projectrate”, Who are thesa people? What san
extended projactrate? What is an extensiverate?

»  TheSalary Schedule suggests to me that ho one at the SAQ who could ba deemed an “administrator” (s opposed to
an attorney) has anywhere near a pay rate of $36.00 per hr. - )

+ Then, oddly, the SAQ Invalced me ata lower rate for administeative time ~ $26.00 per hour ~twice In Ock, 2019, And,
it then billed nse for 350,00 per hr. for ASA Uime, - .

o Mathematically, the chances are remote that all administrators and ASAs In Oct, 2019 had hourly rates of pay that
were precise dollar amaunts:  Thus, | charga the SAO with rounding tha rates of pay and/or using averages; both of
which stink of impraprlety,  Therefare, §suspect the SAQ vijolated the PRA.




' e
A M v
1 contend that the SAO's provision of the Salary Schedule was nan ~ responsive to my past PRRS, for these additional

reasons, and that, therefore, the SAO violated the PRA re: all of s nvolclng and | deserve a full refund. Hence, I now demand
» full refund of all amounts patd to the SAG for publlc records.

{1

{2}

(3}

(4)

(5)

Flrst - some background. The SAD prevtously indfcated that it has about 200 employees, about half of whom arte
attorneys, and abiout half of whom are not. The SAO states online that It had 1314 prosecutors at any unknown date
i 2019 or early 2020, all of whom wauld be FL attorneys. {Why does the SAQ provida statistcs that clearly will vary
aver time, without teliing the publicthe atfective dates of those statlstics?) ) @m unable to find any firn Indication
res how many employees the SAQ had at a particuar recent polnt In time.

The Salary Schedule referenced above per my count fists 115 persons thereon, It Includes B persans who have told
me, or tespecting whom  have reason to helleve, that they ara FL attorneys. 1t Inchides 2 person —yatt -whol
pelleve to not be u FL attorney, Please advise Wiern Asforthe rest, | donot know who #re, of whao are not,
attorneys, Jsuppose } could moke Inferences tiased on salary lavels etc,, but | should not be put in the position to do
50 as my knowledae is Incamplete and Inferances are not probative, Further, the SAO knew In advanes thut § wanted
doguments proving certaln Involeed fiourly rates, one of which was the hourly rate of pay of an ASA whosé Jdentity
was not disclosed. You know what | wanted, and what | needed In orderto evaluate the proprfety of past SAO
Involcing, and yet you refused to disclose the identity of the particular ASA. Thisls justan example. Agaln, you
wasted my time and you treated my rlghts with contempt.

Secansa the SAQ, res the above~ referenced involees, always refused to |1 the persens for whose sefvices and tima |
vias involced, the SAQ Intentionally made it impossible for me to evaluate the logality and propriety of its Involcing.

The $50.00 hourly rate re: ASA services, for which { was involced, Is especially suspact,  [know that ASA= asslstant
stata attorney [n SAO fingo, and that ASA’s are attorneys. Doing my own math, which you are welcome to address If
yaui so choose, spggests that {a) 110 af the persens on the Salary Schedule wera attorneys, )¢, everyope making
450,000+ per arnum Jisted on sald schedule, excluding Mirlam Nelson. And {b) Thase attorneys or ASA's on average
hod & base pay oF about $74,000 per annum {my math = dotible ~check if you wish), which equates ta less than
436,00 per hour, {Jusedthe standard divisor of 2080, Wwhich équates to 40 hours per week, times 52 weeks.)

(Fyou wish to explaln, differ, etr, please doso, i dor't like belng left In the dsrk; especlally when ) am Invoiced.

Hence, dld the SAQ tnvolce me ushig some sort of average ASA hourly rate?  Either way, why have you never told me
how? Despita my demands, the SAD never provided documents and analysiy justifylng any lnvolced hourly rate.

Mora New PRRs

()
2)
8}
0

{5
{6}

Pleas provida the foflowing documents:
showing the effctive or “as of” date of the previously pravided Salary Schedule,

showing what persons listed in such document wers FL attomeys as of Its effective date,
Re: the other persons there listed, wha were not then attorneys, showlng thelr titles and/or positions.

salaty schedules forall emplayees of the SAO a$ of the most recent aValiainle date. When providing me such
schedules, indicate the effective date of such schedules, and provide docurrents shawlng which employees noted
there were EL attorneys, dnd of the other employees, showing thelr titles and/or positions.

showling who the SAO deams {o be tadrainistrators”, “specialists” and "ASAY” for PRA - related purposes.

Showing what Is often called o benefik load percentage andfor add - on res SAQ employees, as of the most recent
avallable date, Such figure tokes Into account employer— patd FICA and Medlcare taxes, employer contributions to
pension and defined contributian plans, other employer pald henafit and insurance casts, and tha like, that the SAO
as ah employer has, and that represgnt additional costs of employment, and determinas the percentages of
employees! compensation that such non— salary costs reprasent, or otherwlse determines such add ~ 00 costs,

-




{7} Showing the effective date of such flgures and determinations dissussed In (6] ubove.

{8) Showing, as of Oct, 2019, which persons having which titles or falling within what employee categories performed the
servicas for which § was Involced by the SAC on 10/17/19 and 10/24/19. in short, provide docyments showing thelr
names, titles and positions,

{9) Re: such persons, showing thefr Oct, 2019 annual base pay, and the benefit load percentages or add — ons applicable
to each of them, with restlting annuzt and hourly —equivatent compensation casts for each of them.

{10) Showling why tha SAO volees in 2019, did not use hourly rates that were not reflective of documents provided
ahove,

{11} Re: sald involces, showing the basls of ditferantial billings by and hourly rates of SAQ adminlstrators and speclallsts —
sometimes Involced at extended rates, and sometimes a pparently not.

{12) Definlog these terms and phrases that the SAO uses In ftg Involcing ~ “extended project rates”, and “extensive rates”,

{13} Showlng the SAQ’s invalcing methodology espectally re: Invalcing &ts employees’ time underthe PRA, 1am especially
Interested In satd methiotdology re: use of any averages or rounded figures.

(14) Al SAQD lnvolces to parsons otherthan me, dated In 2019,
{15) Re: each of the SAO Involces to ma dated 2/4/19 and 7/19/18, provide documents showling:

o Whylwas billed 3t a higher rate for one or more adminlstrator’s tme In Peh 2019 thak in Oct. 2019,
¢ Thenawes of all parsons for whosa time Ewas thereby Involced, and thelr tiles and positions.
»  Theannua) base pay of such persons, and thelr baneflt loads and/or edd~ ons.

{16} The 2018 Annual Report of the SAO.

R Y e 32S,

(Fyou belteve that any of the above PRRS have flaws (nerhaps they are uncleat, ovarbroad, ete.), please advise Jn
detall, as | would lika to save time and expense for myself and the SAO, and thus would be happy to revomp, streamline, etc,

Please emall ma responsive documents.  Pleasa advise 1f and to the extent any responsiva dosuments don't now
exlst, or don't exist as of tha time of your respanse to these PRRs, if the 5A0 Intends to seek any payrments re: these PRRs, do
not Incur or assess any costs or charges without first providing me a datalled written estimate, and obtalning my written assent.
When | seek detatled sstimatas, | seek estimates per aach of the above numbsred PRRs {or parts thereof) sa that | oy decide
whicts PRRS of parts thersof not to pursug should | deem estimated costs axcessive,

If the SAO clalms examptions and/ot rights to redact, please detall the claims and the clafmed authority for
withholding and/or redacting documents, Plus, plesse provide, with raspact to sach withheld document and radaction, aleg
or other report showing the author, reciplent, date and nature of each document withheld and/or each portion redacted, so
that ) can know what Is "missing®, and why, and so that I can challenge SAQ conduct If | deem necessary.

Frebd bbbyt

Please respond promptly. Asalways, please respond In detall  you contend that | have etred, and please advise if
yut have sny questions or concerns, .

Thank you,
Sincerely,

Te B, Rathet, H, Armstrong y OL &,-




Exhibit CC




Salary Wonthly  Annaal Bmployer Terminated

Name Title Depattinnnt Tffoctive Date Salary Selasy Maonihly Cost Date
Adarug, Timothy A. investigator I INVESTICGATORS 10/142019 $1,85833  $5B9996  $6,47148

Algee, Rache} Assistant Slate Altomney-Over Millon  CR-A. 1112020 $4,81250  $57750.00 809553

Alichlry Alexa 8. ViclimyWitness Counselor 1 sVU 1012019 $2.66667  $3200004  $3,100.12

Alves, Lindsey Intake Cleck T ’ VED - FELONY FILING 5412019 $200000  $24,00000  §2,325.98

Anderson, Blizabeth Ann Intake Clerk 1 NASSAUCOUNTY 101112012 $2,87897 53454244 $4B3597

Anderson, Lausen Macde Asslstant State Attornay-OverMitllon  TARGETED PROSECUTION 10/342012 $550000 660000 §807731

Atklnsen, James T, AssistantState Allorney-Over Million  TARGEIRD PROSRCUTION 16//2019 §5,00000  $6000000  §83520

Baer, Jr. Douglss Michaet Asslstani State Altomey-Qver Mitlioa CR-A 10/252019 $420833 $50499.96  $6323.63

Baggett, Kunberly Glveny A led Syst pedallst COMPUTER DIVISION w019 $508647 36100764  $4449.30

Bartuccellf, Ashiey Elizzbeth Clerk I PUBLIC RECORDS 101209 $204167  SM50004  §3913.68

Bastian, Angela D, Legal Assistant/ Secretary 11 BPECIAL PROSECUTION 107172013 S441667  $S3D0004  $6,11675

Beaatey, Stephanie f. Clerk T CIRCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV, 10/1/2019 $2537.66  $30,451.92  $4.489.63

Beck, Bllzabeth Erin Assistanl State Attomey-Over Million  8VU 10512019 $4590.00  $3508000  $5.E6650

Becker, Karrd Anng Assistant State Altomey-Over Million CR-B 107142019 $3416.66  $5299992  $6,60646 242112020
Bell, Sarah A, Assistant Stale Attormey-Over Mitliot  NASSAUCOUNTY 1022019 $425080  $51,00000  $7347.96

Belton, Sabeina R Seqetary I DEPO, ROOM 10112019 55,:531 76  $ALIBLI  $4,70234

Bennell, Joyue Aun Secretary IV TARGETED PROSECUTION 102019 $348331  $4L79972  $5.601.25

Blckiey, Darryl Clerk [ ADMINISTRATION 16012017 $1,636.86  $22042.32 5213654
Binder-Glase, Anfoinelte Doreen Legal Assistant/Secretary TV ADMINISTRATION 106/142019 61860 45578320  §6,.940.85
Bisplinghofl, Dave Investigator T INVESTIGATORS 7hi2618 $512129 36145548 4753335

Blalr, JaclynR. Asslstant State Attorney-Over Milllon  CR-C 1022019 $4,20833  $50,499.96  §6,350.65

Blalock, Sheyl Kay Ineake Cleck T FFD - FELONY FILING 8/8/2012 $2,00000  $24,00000  $232898
Bodesischatz, Marcus P. Computer Operstot 1 COMPUTER DIVISION 10/1/2019 266425 $3197100  $381140

Borello, Katherine M. Assistant State Attorney-Oyer Milllon  CR-B 19/2{2019 $4,270.83  §5,24996 3665219

Bottln, Lavra L, Legal Assistant/ Secretaty ] PARALEGALS 19/1/2019 $262552  $31,50624  $340744

Bawden, Ollis Renae Secretary T COMPUTER DIVISION 10/1{2019 $2,16867 52600004  $3,23332
Braden-Lavanderos, Ashley Marle Swilchboard Operator 1 CLAY COUNTY 10/1j2019 $1,59583 2274996  $37443d

Rradley, Pauls A. Legal Assistant/ Secretary 1 svi 100142019 $321489  $3857938 4519615

Brady, Brian Assistant State Altomey-Over Million ADMTNISTRATION hans §3743.85 57225428 4874386 11/8/2019




Branscome, Haley Marle
Brooks, Ashteigh Marls
Brose, Sandra Lelgh
Brown, Virenica Irls
Buchanan, Deshonna R,
Cabrera-Thomas, Alida
Cagle, Deanna

Calie}, Mark A,

Cartters, Lynne Marie
Campbell, LaTesha Marshea
Cantpbelt-Patokl, Adenlks Oluwatasin
Canud, Dubra

Carr, Lauren Jeanine

Cary, Lorl Ann

Garjer, Dawvp Matle
Carler, Mefanis Joy
Chapman, David Andiew
Chastain, Debarah M.
Chessmsn-Foole, Barbara
Clpolla, Violet A,

Clsrk, Natoya Dine
Clark-Murray, Cassandra L.
Collins, Beverly

Collins, Frantes Noye
Color, Deslree i\,

Cona, Jawle Virginia
Cogper, Chrls Marle
Cooper, Je., joel C.
Copeland, Margaret Sue
Cometlier, Donma H.
Covert, Terasa Lynn

Cox, Robble fean

Prosecution Suppost SpedalistY
Asststont State Altorney-Over Millisn
Asslstant State Attomey-Over Million
Assistant State Allomey-Over Miltlon
Secxatary W

Legal Assistany! Secrelary [

Seqetary 1

Assistant State Ahomay-Over Miftton
Legal Asslstand/ Secretary I
Asslslan State Attomey-Over Million
Fisca! Divector 1}

Human Resources Administeator
Paralegal Specialist ¥

Assistant State Altomey-Over Million
Prosecution Support Specialist I
Segrviary 1l

Publlc Tafo. Offtcer IT

Paralegal Speclalist Tt

FPavalegal Speclaliat T

Paralegal Specialist]

VictinyWitness Counselor t
Prosecution Supporl Spedalist
Assistani State Attornay-Over Miltion
VicthnyWitness Counseloc 1

Secretary IV

Assistant State Attomey-Over Mitiivn
Paralegal Specislist §

Assistunt State Aitomey-Over Million
Clerk Xf

Admindstrator IV

Legal Assistont/f Seaetary i

Tegal Assistanyf Secretary 1

JUVENILR
CR-B

. CLAYCOUNTY

fe:2¢]

CONVICTION INTEGRITY UNIT
€CGIC~Violent Crimes Unil
COUNTY COURT « MISDEMENOR
TARGETED PROSECUTION
CLAY COUNTY

COUNTY COURT « MISDIMBENOR
BUSINESIOFFCE - PISCAL
HUMAN RESOURCE

svu

CR-H

NASSAU COUNTY

COUNTY COURT « MSDEMENOR
ADMINISTRATION

SPECIAL PROSECUTION
CTMCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
SVU

COUNTY COURT ~MISDEMENOR
DIVERSION

NASSAUCOUNTY

SAKI

CLAY COUNTY

COUNTY CQURT - MISDEMENGR
SPECIAL PROSECUTION

Syu

CIRCRUT COURT - OTHGR TBAN DY,
COPY CENTER / MAILROOM
CLAY COUNTY

CR-A

107172019
opite
10/172019
107212019
1012ms
51612019

Afap01e
EVh L
10/1/2019
101/2012
1002009
10/1/2019
42019

5/23/2019
161172019
872672019
16/172019
10/1/2019
10172019
5/6/2019

107112019
10/12019
W0/112019
107112018
107112018
10072018
w109
10/4/2019
W0/12012
1012012
1011209
107172019

2,167
$4,208.3
$4,106.67

" $4,20833

$2,040.00
$2,000.00
200000
$12,583.33
$4,55392
$5,58333
$7.500.05
$4,791.67
$2,083.33
$5,166.67
$4.231.95
$2,000.00
$5,512.50
$4,320.81
£$4,100.00
$2,200.00
$2,7581
$2,847.93
$6,441.67
$3,066.74
$3,206.16
$4,16667
$3,656.67
$7,016.67
$2,5583
$5916.07
$385596
$355833

$27,500.04
$50,499.96
$50,000.04
550,499.96
£24A480.00
$24,00000
$24,00000
$150,999.96
$54,647.04
$66,999.96
$90,000.00
$57,50004
$24,999.96
$62,00004
$50,78340
$24,000.00
$66,150.00
§51,849.72
$49,200.00
$26,400.00
$33,10092
$34,175.16
$77,300.04
$35,68053
$36472.92
$50,000.04
$44,00004
$34,200,04
$30,699.96
$70,592.84
$46,27152
$47499.95

$3,37846
$6,358.65
$6,300.21
$6,358.65
$2372.83
$2,325.98
$2,325.98
$18441.31
§6,00539
$3.188.22
$9,616.65
$7,106.98
$S2ARTS
$7,692.44
$6A57.04
$3039.28
$7,118.49
57470
$6,300.32
$4,09754
$392045
$4,849.91
$9,332.50
§4.266.67
$5,265.89
3554775
$5.132.88
$11,0320%
§1447.50
$8,775.30
§6,02044
$6,129.32

1372512019




Ceawlord, Coreylyn
Cray, Beth

Crlbbs, Cynthda Loratn
Crockett, Bryan Hobson
Crowder, Malod |,

Cruz, Sonya
Cunningham, Shirley A.
Dadoweski, Laura Lyn
Dale, Stacy K,

Dauphtry, Katen K.
Davis, Trey Branden
DeCumon, Claudla Annntisie
Drury, Murlet Darlens
Dukes, Cenest

Dula), Atben

takin, Karen M.
Ydwards, James
Bdwards, Klmano McKennley
Bmlnksor, Jr., fases Withurm
Hngland, Rachel Bilzabeth
Farnhany Rtonda B,
Parris, Joseph Drysnt
Peazell, Blanca Jasming
Fenoff, Mary Tlaine
Pisther, Alexandra Black
Foremany, Lisa Robersts
Foster, Donna Michelle
Frensh, Cameront 5.
Fristeom, Chelsea Jane
Frisch, Siema D,

Fuentez, Dennls P,
Gasson, Brooke Olivia

Asslstant State Attomey-Over Million
Clerk i

Brecutive Secrelacy IV

Assistant State Attoray-Over Million
Cleck

Adminiskator I

Paralegal Specinlist .
Asslstant State Attormnsy-Ovee Miilio;
Legal Assiatant/ Secretory i1
Secvatary Il

Witness Caoxdinater [
Victim/Witness Coanselor ¥

Word Processar I

Assisiant Stalg Attovnay-Over Miliion
Tntaka Clerk I

Kiscal Administraior 1

Clerk

Assistant Stats Attomey-Over Million
Ewvestigator]

Asslstant Stats Attorney-Over Miition
Secretary T

Legal Asststany/ Secretacy 1

Legal Trainea-Over Millior

Paralegal Specialist

Assistant State Attornay-Over Million
Legal AssTatany/ Seceatary 1

Clerk IV

Assistant State Attormney-Over Million

-Secretary Tt

Assistant State Attornsy-Over Mililon
Tnvestigator |
Assistant State Atiomey-Over Milion

CR-B

M¥D - MISDEMEANOR FILING
ADMINISTRATION

cra

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
SAKL

TARGETED PROSECUTION
COUNTY COURT « MISDEMENCR
DIVERSION

CLAY COUNTY

DIVERSION

CLAY COUNTY

COMPUTER DIVISION

CLAY COUNTY

FILE CONTROL

BUSINESS OFFICE - FISCAL

FILE CONTROL

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
PNVISTIGATORS

cieb

NASSAUCOUNTY

JUVENTLE

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
JUVENILE

JUVENILE

FFD - FELONY FILING

CRE

COUNTY COURT « MIBDEMENOR
CIRCIUT COURT « OTHER THAN DIV.
INVESTIGATORS

CR-E

10/t12019
Sp0pmg

. 10112019

10/2/2019
10342019
100372049
10/1/2019
100172019
10/172019
10172019
1012018
104142019
10M1/2019
10fzne
10172019
107172019
107172019
10172019
101172019
107272019
10172019
wipo19
10112019
101172019
10/1/2019
10112019
107172019
16/1/2019
1012019
367172019
7018

10/212049

$6,174.60
$2,041.67
$4,708.33
$4,220.83
$2,332.33
$3433.33
$2.87508
$4,166,67
$3,509.16
$2629.06
$2360.00
$2,12500
$3.791.71
$5.221.61
$3.718.75
$6,125.00
$2470.83
$4,166.67
$3,75000
$4,208.33
$2,485.55
$2,45.83
$4,166.67
$2,384.30
$4,187.50
§5,/040.44
$2.091.85
$7/0000
$2,000.00
$4,46950
$4,119.50
$4,20833

$74,083.00
$24,500.84
$56,499.96
$51,249.96
$27.599.96
441,199.9
$34,500.96
$50,000.04
$15,70992
31,5492
$24,56000
$25,50000
$45,500.52
$62,65932
$41,625.00
$61,500.00
$28,649.96
$50.000.04
$15,000,00
$50493.96
$34,626.60
$25,745.96
$50,000.04
$28,611.60
$350,250.00
$60,48528
$25,099.92
$84,000.00
$24,000.00
$53,634.00
$49,43400
$5049996

$8,974.16
$3,915.68
$5,184.50
$5.676.67
$4,252.36
$4474.79
105592
$7.087.07
$5,966.10
$4,595.88
$3481.0
$3,18493
$5,345.84
$3,64077
$3.095.59
$6,982.59
$3,586.51
$7,237.07
$6,535.28
$6,358.63
$4,893.60
$3,209.11
$5.547.75
$4311.55
$6,55543
$7,70434
$397\73
$10073.4
$2,32593
$6,40259
$5.201.67
$6,358.65

12/20/2019



Gaynor, Khary O,

Gibbs, Shannon B,

Glglio, Richard J.

Cjed, Albina

Gough, Julte M.

Grauel, Willlam Deviin
Green, Pamelz

Greene, Debbla 5.
Gulliford, Margaret Glbbs
Hall, Victoda

Hamilton, Patridz D,
Hanning, Repina C.
Harms, Carl Edward
Harrls, Mallka Z.

Harville, Ralph Alan
Hatcher, Dandelle Deshawn
Hawkins, Delores N,
Hozel, Pameta ),

Hazelip, Carlyn Blizabethy
Heavener, Mackenzle Grace

Hensley, Jesstea Marda
Hicks, Ivan Vaughn

Hill, Brittany

Hilt, Charles Garrett
Hixon, Annz Bileen

Hogg, Leah Alllson
Holllday, Octavius Augusius
Hooper, Zandra Coleman
Hotigh, Maredith Lovise
Heln, Michael

Huband, Christopher Rath

Asslstant State Atlocney-Over Miltion
Intake Clerk T

Assistant Stale Attomey-Over Miltion
Clerk W

Yiscal Admdnistratord

Asslstant State Attomey-Over Million
Intake Clerk [

Prosatution Suppost Spedialist T
Assistani State Atiorey-Over Mlllton
Becratary I

Secretary I

Clerk 111

Victim/Witness Counselor It
Seexetary M

Investigatacl

Clork It

Clerk It .
Assistant Stale Attomey-Over Milllon
Assistant Stala Attorney-Over Milllan
Cleck

Assistant State AttornepvOver Miflion
Clerk IV

Clesk U

Assistant State Attomaey-Over Milfon
Assistant State Attomey-Over Mitlion
Assietant State Attorney-Over Million
Assistant State AHomey-Over Million
Proszcution Suppost Specialist[
Assistant State Atforney-Over Miillon
Prosecution Support Spedalist L
Assistant State Attomey-Over Milllon

8vu

MFD - MISDEMEANOR FLING
CR1

DIVERSION

BUSTNESS OFFICY - FISCAL
"TARGETBD PROSECUTICN

FFD - FELONY FILING
DIVERSION

Svu

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CLAYCOUNTY

COUNTY COURT - MISREMENOR
CIRCIIT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
DIVERSION

INVESTIGAYORS

DIVERSION

MFD - MISDRMEANOR FILING
CLAY COUNTY

COUNTY CQURT - MISDETMENGR
MFD « MISOBMEANOR FILING

s5VU

DIVERSION

PFD - FELONY BILING
Cr-14

SVU

TARGETBR PROSECUTION
SPECIAL PROSECUTION
NASSAU COUNTY

CR-H

DIVERSION

TARGETED PROSECUTION

10/1/2019
161172019

-16/142019

wizng
10132019
10/172019
512312019
10/1/2019
10172019
472019
101102013
10/1£2019
10112012
16{1/2019
71112018

10112019
1012019
112019
N9
2/1912019

00172019
10/12019
1042019
107212009
10{12019
whRn
i0/1720t2
1012013
10172019
101372049
10/172019

$8,08333
3412500
$6416.67
$3,143.61
$2.460.09
$508133
$2,000.00
$4,867.83
$541667
$2,00000
$1010.57
$287500
§3,12500
$2,041.67
$5.402.16
$2,391.67
$2,684.59
$10,208.33
$4,166.67
$2,041.67

$6,085.37
$3.16L.54
$3.441.66
$6,895.33
$7083.33
$6,255.00
$7.91667
$2558.23
$5N67
$4,225.00
$6,250200

$96,999.96
$49,500.00
$77,00008
s
32952108
§60,999.96
$24000.00
$58,413.96
$65,00004
$24,00000
$36,126 84
$34,500.00
$37,50000
§24,50004
§64,825.02
$28,700.04
$32,21508
$122,4%235
$50,000.04
$24,50004

$73,000.4%
$36,17844
$29,19992
$30,343.96
§84.999.56
$75060.00
$95,000.04
$30,699.96
$95,100.04
§50,700.00
$75,000.00

$12,445.58
$6,332.85
§10,23349
$4,362.73
$4,39956
§7,522.92
$3039.78
$6,668.30
$8,900.32
$3,009.78
$4.213.26
$5,057.59
§4,346.13
$3088.16
£7,909.27
$3465.20
838472
$15280.19
$6,303.21
$2373.38

$9,78743
BRI
$3,55243
$10,664.38
§10,184.12
$10,015.81
$12,226.82
$451364
$6,839.33
$5623.45
$10.000.16

21472020

1142072019




Hughas, Brlan M.
Hughes, Corol |.
Hunter, Alexds-Sydney
Hurley, Ebony Blisabeth
‘Hurlado, Rebecea N.
Hutching, Jaequeline Rlaine
Hutton, Ir, Lary 8.
feom, Jr, Maccus 1.
Jei{arson, Brian N.

Yiad, Zins Auda
Jahnsan, Beitiang L.
Johnson, Ronshita Danedia
Johnsion, Asa Hunlae
Tohnslon, David Townsend
Johuston, Katelyn Knonk
Jolner, Allison Nichale
Jones, Brica Nicole
Jones, Juanetts Renee
Jones, Yiolania B
JordanTl, Kelth Bernard
Joys Royetia B,

Joyrer, Brittainy Amella
Judah, Angela Maria
Katincwsi, Joha C,
Kantor, Andrew K.
Kavalow, HopeS.
Kelley, JasonR.

Kelly, Angeligue Sophla
Kelly, JarshLexa

King, Christopher Bryan
Kite, Tondon

Klalber, Tanruy Lynn

Varalepal Spedalist

Seaetary IV

Seaetary il

Legal Asslstontf Sacretary {

Lepal Asslsiant/Secretary IV
Assistant State Attorney-Over Million
Assistant State Attomay-Over Million
Assislant State Attomey-Over Mitlion
Prosecution Support Spectalist TN
Vietim/Witness Counseloe I
Asslstant Btate Allomey-Over Million
Paralegal Speciallst L

Assistant Stake Attormey-QOver Milllon
Assistant State Attamaey Over Million
Assistant State Attomay-Over Milflon
Clerk T

Witnesy Coordinator 1

Clerk TV

Asststant Stota Aftomey-Over Milllon
Cleck R

Witriesa Coordlnator

Assigtant State Attorney-Over Million
Bxecufive Socretary 1

Assistmt State Attamney-Over Mittion
Agsistant State Attornay-Quer Milifon
Legal Assistanyf Secxelory I{

Asslstan! State Attomey-Over Mililon
Legal Assistan/ Seaetary 71
Secvetary

Information Systemns Divector 1
Agsistant Siate Attorney-Over Million
Lege! Agsisiany/ Seuselary W

CIRCIUTCQURT - OCTHER THAN DIV,
CLAY COUNTY

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
JUVENILE

FFD - FELONY FILING

CR-A

ADMINISTRATION

CrRG

SPECIAL PROSECUTION

svu

CR-D

PARALEGALS

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
SPECTAL PROSECUTION
COUNTY COURT - MISDEMBNCR
¥FD - FELONY HLING

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
DIVERSION

SV

FiLR CONTROL

CIRCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
ADMINISTRATION

COUNTY COURT « MISDEMENCR
ADMINISTRATION

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CLAY COUNTY

JUVENILE

COUNTY COURT « MISDEMENOR
COMPUTER DIVISION

CIRCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
SYU

10/1/2019
1011720t
8/2672019
22920

10/1/2019
10/1/2019
o
forz2013
10712019
10/1/2019
107212019
104172019
10/2/2019
10112019
10112019
10/1/2019
10412018
10A1/2019
107122019
101807
10/1/2019
10732019
10712018
R 7Tty
10/1/2019
101209
10/142013
10/1/2019
10/1/2019
10242019
1upR0e
10142019

$3940.76
$3,125.97
$2,06000
$2.250.00
3494250
34,187.50
$13,600.00
$4,187.50
$5,063.87
$2,875.00
$4,187.50
$2,285.67
$4,250.00
$5,158.33
$6,500.00
$2,000.00
$2,180.07
$3,01599
$5,723,20
$1,92540
$3,00657
$4,166.67
4394833
$10,20833
$2,850.00
$3,08333
$6,666.67
$3,519.00
$240816
$5,760.25
$10,333.33
$3,632.96

$47,30112
$37510.64
$24,000.00
$27,000.00
$59,410.00
$50,250.00
$163,200.00
£60,250.00
$60,766.44
$34,500.00
§50,250.00
$1342804
$51,00000
$61,899.96
$78,00000
$24,00000
326162604
$36,191.88
$68,673.40
$23,104.50
$37.158.84
$50,000.04
$47.379.96
£122,499.95
$118,320.00
$47,799.96
$30,000.04
$42,228.00
$28.849.92
$59.42900
$123,999.96
$43595.52

$529456
$3,63346
$2,325.98
$333049
$7,282.14
$5,621.57
$19,789.06

| §6,5554

3745891
$3055.83
$5,621.37
$4.777.62
$5414.10
$6,867.26
$10,341.80
$3039.78
$3,24899
$5.045.06
$9,308.20
$2,22935
£5,165.39
$5.542.75
3632770
$1443553
$14,81262
$6,168.33
$10566.24
$5,629.17
$4,334.61
$8,232.29
$15446.56
$5,761.49



Knecht, Krislin P,
Kravitch, Jennifer

Lanbert, t.auta Grace Lothmsn

Larkin, Connor McDavid
Laty, Lisa

Les, Jeantette Ann

Leon, Jase

Lessard, Jobnna N.
Lewln, Katen Renae
Lewls, Teresa L.
Licandro, Joseph R.
Liessdy, Kristen Blizzbeth
Lind, Hegther Lyna
Logstor, Drenve L,
Lolzos, Shella Ann
Loag Joanna Gay
Louder, Alan Dowayne
Love, Chardena M.

Luili, Cheryl

Lybrand, DevinRae
Maguire, Annie],

Mukatoveski, Chyna-Michele V.

WMaldonado, Katharlie
Maogan, V, Thomas L.
Mazcos, Sabrina M.
Markey, Colir Andrew
Martin, Texenc
Masfers; Mackenzia
Matthews, Teresa A,
Matting, Laxa Zaroulls
McClain, Shantdor A,
WcGee, Pabtick Michael

Victiny/Withess Counselor |
Legal Assistant/ Scerelsry
Assistant State Attamay-Over Miilion

Paralegal Specialist 1

Victim/Witness Counsalor tf
Asslstant Stule Attorney-Over Million
Asslstant State Allorney-Ovee Million
Yiclim/Witness Counselor [

Legal Asststant/Secretary IV
Asststant Statg AMomey-Over Million
Asstsfant State Atiorney-Over Million
Secretary U

Ward Processor T

Assistant Blate Attopay-Over Milllon
Clerk X

Prasecation Support Spedalist I
Computer Qperator I

Legal Asslstany/ Sucretary 1
Prosecution Support Speciatist 1
Assistant State Attomey-Qver hMiltion
Assistant Stale Altomey-Over Mililon
Prosecution Support Spaciolist
Assistant Slate Aftomey-Over Milllon
Assistant Slate ARomey-Over Milion
{avestigator I

Assistant State Attomney-Over Million
VictioyWitniess CounseforT

Cleek 1T

Assistant State Attorney-Qver Million
Assletant State Attomey-Over Million
Asslstant State Aftorney-Over Milllon

svu

CLAY COUNTY

JUVENTLE

CIRCIUT COURT- OTHER THAN DIV,
SPECIAL PROSECLTION

CARCIIT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
COUNTY COURT ~ MISDEMENOR
CLAY COUNTY

NASSAUCOUNTY

CIRCIUT CQURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
SPECIAL PROSECUTION

JUVENTLE

MTD » MISDEMEANOR FILING
COMPUTER DIVISION

CIRCIUT COURT » OTHER THAN DIY.
CLAY COUNTY

EIVERSTON

COMPUTERDIVISION

SVYU

CIRCIUT COURT» OTHER THAN DIV,
RT

TARGETED PROSECUTION

PUBLIC RECORDS

TARGETED PROSECUTION

R

INVESTIGATORS

svu

sV

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CIRCIUT COURY - OTHER THAN DIV,
COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CR-A

101172019
512802019
1in7019
10/}2019
10172019
10/1/2019
1041/2019
W0/12019
ooty
107112019
107172019
10272013
10/52019
111172019
1172019
18/1/2019
1012019
10/1/2019
sh42019
101172019
100212019
107172009
10/42019
10412019
101202009
#/1/2019

10/572019
32019
10/142019
1342019
10201
10/2/2019

$2583.33
$2.00000
$9.563.33
$4,20833
$3,042.26
$3,634.59
$4,166.67
$5,00000
$2,958.33
$4,888.17
$733333
$4,25000
$2429.16
$3,110.52
$11097.25
$2,475.56
$442631
$366327
$2,08333
$3,166.67
$4,250.00
$5666.73
$242199
$5,500,00
$4,187.50
$5460:99
$10,100.92
$2,063.33
$2,276.71
$8,833.33
$4.16667
$420833

£30999.96
$24,600.00
$114,95996
$50499.96
$37,707.12
$435615.08
$50,000.04
$60,000.00
$35,499.96
$58,658.01
$87,99996
$51,000.00
$20,149,92
$37226.24
$133,167.00
$29,706.72
£53,043.72
$43,95924
$24,999.96
$38,000.04
$51,000.00
$63,000.76
£29,099.88
$66,00000
$50,25000
$65,531.98
$121,211.04
§24,999.96
$27.32052
£105,599.56
$50,000.04
$50,499.96

$4.542.67
$2,325.98
$14.444.48
35,0116
$4,366.07
£4,937,86
$7,238.74
$3,34599
$4978.12
$7,219.05
$11,450.63
$7M7.98
$4,363.64
$5,154.83
31646334
5441732
$5,850.24
$4,971.17
$3,952.07
$5,22004
$7,347.96
$2.233.06
$4,253.60
$9,011.20
$5621,57
$8513.1
$14,193.32
$2,42275
336110
$13,44653
$6,303.21
$5,603.19

22112020

2142020

2/14/1020



MeMittan, Jamas 2dwatd
Mejlo, Yecenia Mably
Messing, Coral Kathryna
Messinger, Caltiin Anna
Michaat, Lindsay Anne
Milleg, Theresa Sharene
Milter, Valorta Bendtx
Mills, Shirley

Mifo, Matthew Kotey
Mitchell, Tiffany §.
Mixeras, Samanthu
Mizraht, Alan Seth
Modelo, Lena M,

Moren WL, fohn Augusting
Matrison, Kalli Yargo
Mutlins, Stevee Kaye
Mutda-Bustas, Hector T

Multimedia Speclaiisi}

Program Anatyst I

Asslstant State ARomey-Over Millton
Asslstant State Attorney-Over Milllon
Assistant Stata Atomey-Over Million
Legal Assistantf Secretary |

Intake Clezk 1tt

Secxglary M

Asslstant Siate Attomey-Over Million
Cleck It

Asslstant State Attorney-Over Mitllan
Assi¢tont State Attomey-Over Million
Switchboard Operator If

Assistant State Attornay-Over Miliion
Intaks Clerk 1

Legal Assistany/ Secretacy §

Assistant State Attorney-Over Miillon

Nardy, Jessajo
Nazionth, Kelth Allan
Nelson, Lataya Denise
Nelson, Mellsss Anne
Nelson, Mirlam Margacet
Nawman, Adair Chilstine
Nissep, Anila L.
O'¥eefe, Mattheww Paul
OrSteen, Timothy C.
Ott, Linzee Marie
Page, Elsa Moran
. Patkes, Amanda Susan
Tatterson-Barge, Tonya
Pedesen, Himne
Petrde, Christi B.

Assistant Stsie Attomey-Qver Million
Tnvestigator §

Legal Assistant/ Secratary 1

State Aftormey

Executive Secretary Iil

Assistant State Attorney-Over Million
Secretary IV

Assistant State Attomey-Over Million
Investigator H

Administrator ITT

Assistant Stats Altomey-Over Million
Swildboard Operator [

Assistani State Attomey-Ovee Million
Clerk I

Tavestigatorl

ADMINISTRATIOM

BUSTVESS OFFICH « FISCAL
CIRCIUT COURT « GTHER THAN DIV.
CR1

CR-H

CR-D

NCIC

COMPUTER DIVISION

LrRC

MED ~ MISDEMEANOR FILING
COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CIRCIUT COURT - QTHER THAN DIV,
LOBBY

CQUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
¥FD - FELONY FILING

CIRCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,
CLAY COUNTY

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
INVESTIGATORS

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
ADMINISTRATION

PUBLIC RECORDS

sVuU

NASSAU COUNTY

TARGETED PROSECUTION
INVESTIGATORS
ADMINISTRATION
ADMINISTRATION
NASSAUCQUNTY

Svu

MFD- MISDEMEANOR FILING
INVESTIGATORS

100172019
7112019

10/4/201%
10122039
100112019
104142019
107102019
10712019
10/1/2019
10717209
107112019
107172019
10/1/2019
10172019
10112019
117220

10712009
10112019
1IPD

10/102059
19{1)2019
10172019
1522020

10/172012
11/112019
72018

101172019
1172019
101172019
10712019
10/£2019
7hags

$3,750.00
$2,500.00
$6,300.00
§4,187.50
$5,293.75
$3,57517
$3,455.17
$2,586.93
$6,50000
$2,166.67
$4,165.67
$11,915.67
$2,701.87
$4,166.67
§2,08333
$2,208.33
$5416.67
$4,166.67
$4,416.67
$2,291.67
$14,129.50
$4,83333
$9,83333
$3,141.67
$9,33333
$546099
$4,200.00
$10,234.58
$1,875.00
$5,83333
$2,00000
$4,68125

$45,000.00
$30,000.00
$75500.00
$50,250.00
$63,52500
$42,902.04
$41.462.04
$3L,043.16
$78,000.00
$26,00004
$50,000.04
$143,000.04
$12,42244
$50,000.84
$24,999.96
$26,499.96
$65,000.04
$50,000.0¢
$53,000.04
$27,500.04
$169,554.00
$57,592.96
$117,992.95
$37,70004
5111,999.96
£65,531.88
£50,40000
$122,814.96
$22,50000
$69,999.96
$24,000.00
$56,175.00

$4,358.09
$2,620.38
$10,075.68
$6,55543
$8,736.75
$5,088.02
$5,766.89
$3.87950
$9.407.94
$3230
8708707
$17,593.9%
$3,334.80
$7/067.07
$3,136.55
$4,107.22
$8,500.32
$7,087.07
$7422.81
$4,203.58
$24,70437
$7,15536
$14,727.43
$5,191.00
$1318L%
$8813.11
3559342
$15311.09
$2,594.63
$945473
$3,030.78
$6,949.53



Polach, Ted R

Porter, Imannd §.

Posay, Netresa

Powrers, Jesslea Lynn
Quick, Timothy .
Quitina, Dlogo Sitva
Ragsdsle, Manika Ingrid
Randolph, Stacey Lynnelic
Rectdish, Asron Timothy
Repister, Anna Renee
Rednhardt, Susan §.

Rice, Takeisha Nicols
Raberts, Qabriel Tolon
Rabeils, Shirtrina N,
Rodm, Jesslca D,
Rodtiguey, Josephine
Radriglies, Saronel
Ttoldan, Ivetie
Rosenbloom, Lelgh B
Rotherme{, Barbora Gates
Ruudfsith, Rex A,

Sacks, Jarathan P,
Sadeq, DinaR.

Shea, Crystal Pawn
Sheltey, Ellzabeth Lukas
Sheppard, Angela Leigh
Sheppard, Juln E.
Shobe, Kelll L.

Shaste, Sheri L,

Stegel, Stephen Wayne
Sitversteln, Matthew Wayne
Simak, Theresa B,

Prosecuiian Support Spedialist I

Legat Asslstant/ Secratary {
Prosecution Support Speclallst I
Clerk It

Investigator V

Paralegal Specialfat

Secretary It

PFleeal Admirdstrator 1

Tnvesdgator I

Legal Assistandf Secretory Il
Paralegal Specialist }f

Victim/Witness Counselor .
Asslstant State Attarney-Over Milion
Assistant Stute Attorney-Qver Miiflon
Legal Assistant/ Becretary {

Secrelory T

Tavestigator T

Legnl Agsistany/ Secratary §

Asslstant State Attomay-Over Million
Patalegal Specialist{

Investigaior i1

Assistant State Altomey-Over Million
VictimyWitaess Counselor T

Cletk Il

Assistant State Attorney-Over Million
Prosecution Support Specialist T
Investigator 1

Asslstant State Attamey-Over Million
Legal Asststani/ Secretary HL
Asslstant State Attomey-Over Million
Assistant State Altomey-Over Million
Asslstant State Allemey Over Millien

CLAY COUNTY
ADMINISTRATION

JPUBLIC RECORDS

MFD - MISDEMEANOR FILING
INVESTIGATORS

svu

<ir-C

BUSINESS OFPICE « FISCAL
INVESTIGATORS

svy

svU

sVU

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CLAY COUNTY

CLAY COUNTY

Syu

INVESTIGATORS

SVU

SAKT

PARALEGALS
INVESTIGATORS

CR-A

CIRCIUT COURT - OTHER THAN DIV,

FFD -FELONY FILING
CR:G

CLAY COUNTY
INVESTIGATORS
SVU
NASSAUCOUNTY
ADMINISTRATION
CRC

CRG

1012019
ojLi2a19

1012019
101172019
7112018

10/1/2019
W01/2012
101112012
hn0s

107172009
10172019
10172019
100172019
10/2/2019
472912019
11/172019
1712020

972019
w0/172019
101172019
712018

107172009
10/172013
10172019
101212018
10/1/2019
7012018

10/172019
10/1£2019
137112019
oy
101172019

$2, 796
$2,000.00
$3,4974%
$2,000.00
$5,69498
$2,375.00
32,9167
$3,00000
$5312.06
$2,500.00
$3,500.00
$2,491.66
$4,165.67
$5,250.00
$2,00000
$3,010.50
$3,790.00
$2,083.43
$5,832.33
$2,750.00
$5663.68
$8333.33
$2,25250
$2,468.83
$4,250.80
$3,691.96
$5460.99
$4,550.00
$449857
$12750.00
$4,20833
$4,00000

§32,749.92
§24,00000
£41,56928
$24,000.00
$106,732.56
$128,500.00
$28,70004
$36,00000
$6374.72
$30,000.00
$42,00000
$29,899.52
$50,00004
$£51,000.00
$§24,000,00
$36,126.00
$45000.00
$24,999.96
$69,939.96
$33,000.00
$67,964.16
$99,999.96
$27,030.00
$29,625.96
£51,000.00
4430352
$65531.88
$55050.00
$53.982.84
$153,00000
$50:499.96
$95,000.0¢

$3,47268
$2,325.98
$4.778.60
$3,863.20
$11,844.67
$3,475.23
$4,32010
$3,026.50
$8,614.84
£3,620,38
$4.781.58
$4436.21
$7,087.07
$5414.10
$3,865.30
$5,038.69
$6,535.28
$3,12655
$9,457.06
$3195.89
$8,257.44
$12,781.23
$2519.49
$4409.71
$5.658.64
$5.830.00
$8,313.11
$6,866.50
$6,766.64
$17,72930
$6,358.85
$12,34090

1122020



Skinner, Dardel &

Smith, Alsha Cheraun
Sruithy, Midael A,

Smith, Starlelgh K.

Sased, Lawrence Bdward
Sontog, Brad

Soto, Nicale Lee

Spruny, Stephen Rimbali
Steels, Kierra Danlella
Stevenson, Cathering Grace
Suflar, Chelstina Slmak
Stone, Dot Ann

Stronke, Brandy Midhelle
Sutton, Valery K.
Swaney, Kelll Ann
Taylor, Ricky Cody
Terey, Ashley Young
Thibodeay, Sheliey Lyane
Thurne, fames Jackson
Thurson, Donna Gregory
“Tamlinson, Medisan Le¢
Tran, §aiThi Thank
Trent, Tavra Kay

“Trew; Richard A

Usrran, Sarak Yousud
Yaughany, Judith Aan
Vidal, Siema Lynee
Wallace, RobinT.

Walers, Robla

Waugh, Cathering frarces
Weaver, Christapher Alexonder
Webber, Zachary Cole

Assistant State Attornay-Over Mitfion
Secretary Bl

Investigator [

Amslsfant State Aftomney-Over Million
Clerk

Clerk It

Paralegal Spectalist |

Prassartion Support Specalist [T
Clerk I

Multimedia Spedalist L

Asslstont State Attorney-Over Milfion
Legal Assistont/ Secretary If
VietinyWitness Covnselor 1t

Cleck I

Assistant State Atiomey-Over Mililon
Paralegal Speciutist 1

Asslatant Stage Attomay-Over Million
Asslsfant State AHomey-Over Milllon
Investigator If

Assistant Stale Aipmgy-Over Million
Legal Assistanl/ Secrétary [

Assistant State Aftormay-Over Milllon
Tntake Cleck £

Investigator T

Assistant State Attorney-Over Milkion
Word Procassor

Seccetary 1

Clerk T

Investigator]

Asslstant Stale Attarney-Over Miltlon
Assistant Stafe Attornay-Over Million
Qlerk

CIRCIUT COUMT - OTHER THAN DIV,
JUVENTLE

INVESTIGATORS
NASSAUCOUNTY

FILE CONTROL

PUBLIC RECCRDS

PARALEGALS

DIVERSION

MTD - MISDEMBEANOR FILING
COMPUTER DIVISION
TARGETED PROSECUTION
SPECIAL PROSECUTION

Svu

LoBBY

JUVENILE

NASSAU GOUNTY

CLAY COUNTY

CONVICTION TNTEGRITY DNIT
INVESTIGATORS

NASSAU COUNTY

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
SFECIAL PROSECUTION

FFD - FELONY FILING
RIVESTICATORS

COUNTY CQURT - MISDEMENOR
COMPUTER DIVISION

COUNTY COURT - MISDEMENOR
CRrR-8

INVESTIGATORS

svu

SYu

CLAY COUNTY

L1209
10/2872019
7j1/2018
10/202019
1WH0t
9/11/2019
12/2{2019
10172019
10172019
19/1/2019
100172019
101172019
10/172019
10112019
10772019
10/1/2019
1072/2019
117112019
THzuE
117142039
1012059
10112018
6/32019
10312019
10/12019
10/2/2619
107182019
112019
81302017
10/i2019
10712019
10112019

$11,75000
$2,52500
$5,151.30
$4,187.50
$1,925.00
$2,000.00
$2,201.67
$4,783.33
$2.000.00
$3677.32
$5,000.00
$4,025.00
$3.472.58
$2,005.83
$4,250.00
$2,724.99
$6,543.33
$8,730.00
$5506.79
$10229.67
$2,000.00
$5,53341
$2,00000
$5312.06
$4,165.67
$3,241.00
$2,000.00
$2,901.27
$4213.08
$4,590.00
$5416.75
$1,91667

$141,000.00
$30:300.00
$61,815.60
$50,250.00
$23,10000
$24,00000
$27,20004
$57,39996
$24,00000
544,127.84
$60,00000
548,300.00
$41,87096
§25,029.96
$51,900.00
£32,499.88
$78,519.96
$105,000.00
$66081.48
$122,756.04
$24,000.00
$70,000.92
$24,000.00
$63,744.72
$50,000.04
$46,89200
£24,600.00
$35,815.24
$50,556.96
$55,08000
$65001.00
$23,000.04

$12,33216
$4,471.35
$8,400.32
$6,553.43
$2,952.89
$2,325.98
$1,203.98
$7,09731
$3,089.78
$52120
$8,245.50
$5637.94
$3,575.26
$3,13044
$2347.96
$4,707.16
$9A2656
$13,335.66
$8,874.09
$1530450
$3,039.78
$9,451.33
$232598
$7.941.80
$7,23707
$5,000.06
$2.32240
£491136
$6,326.25
$7,8006
$8,50043
$2,04301

5102

212342020



Welss, Reberca

Welch, Chardes &
Welch, Victoria L
Waells, Mary Susan
Wesemarn, Maxivell A
Wever, Tallana
WhaclenSancher, Vanessa Nlcok
White, Shanay Natasha
Whiltle, fermoine A.
Witber, Cynthla Gals
Wilk, 8ylvla Kacen
Willlams, Adrienne Lisa
Williams, Kelly Jean
Williams, Ronterfous Kentez
Wollsom, Erin J,
Wolters, Megan

Works, Beth A,

Waorley, Susan A.
Youel, Semantha A,
Zippecar, john A,
Zotriorgdion, Cyrus P,
Zukauskss, Roberta A,

Clorkil

Investigntor I

Assistani State Attorney-Over Milllon
Cleek U

Asslstant State Altatney-Over Million
Secvetary I

Asslstant State Attorney-Over Miltlon
Secretary it

Clork &

Clerk 1t

Paralegal Specialist

Hiscal Administrator T

Legal Assistany/ Secretary 11

Paralegal Specialist

Assistant Stale Atorvey-Over Milllon
Paralegal Speclalist [

Legal Asslstanif Secretary I

Legatl Asslstuny/ Seaetary T
Victim/Witness Counselar 1
Tnvestigstor IE

Assistant State Attomey-Qver Mitllon
Paralegal Specialist Tf

MID - MISDEMEANOR FILING
TNVESTIGATORS

R

JUVENILE

cn-p

COUNTY COURT « MISDEMENOR
TUVENILS

TFD - FRLONY FLING
DIVERSION

PFD - PELONY FIUNG
PARALEGALS

BUSINESS ORFICE - FISCAL
DIVERSION

CLAY COUNTY

SPECIAL PROSECUTION

SAKI

svu

CLAY COUNTY

CIRCIUT COURT + OTHER THAN DIV,
INVESTIGATORS

SPECIAL PROSICUTION

sVU

winng

7{112018

101242019
101312019
pelprriviiy
52812019
1012019
weny
10/3/2019
10/12019
10112019
10h2019
10712019
1119
10/1{2019
10/372019
10h72019
w011m9
10/172009
72012

2014
1012019

$2.041.67
$53,460.99
$4,25000
0947
$4,18750
$2,00000
$5,520.83
$2,34165
$2375.00
$2,01666
$3,580,00
$3416.67
$3,833.33
$2,669.16
$6,833.33
$24245%
$2,933.73
$4,625.00
$2,81250
£5.262.98
$10,083.93
$3.475.00

$24,500.04
$63,531.48
$51,000.00
2891264
£50,250.00
$24,000.00
§66,249.96
$28,099.92
$28,500.00
$24,19992
296000
$41,00004
$45,979.96
$32.022.92%
$31,992.96
$28238.96
$35,204.76
$55,500.00
$33,75000
$63,155.76
$120,999.96
$46,500.00

$2,374.36
$8,813.11
$6414.30
$3,515.26
$5,586.57
43,002,783
$8,105.05
$3,436.51
$347323
$3,059.12
$5,700.00
$4,684.81
$5,994.16
$3,815.81
$9,35420
$4,358.80
$412403
§$7,196.%
$4,808.78
$6,343.36
$1511381
$521743

123172020



Gina Logan

From: curtleeb9@aol.com

Sent; Sunday, March 08, 2020 2:18 PM

To: herb@bromagenlaw.com

Subject: Fwd: PRRs contained in 2,9.2020 letter
Attachments: Salary Report 3.4.2020.pdf; image001.png

this might suggest changes in the next complaint draft. Curt Lee

--——-0Original Message--—--

From: Nelson, Miriam <MiriamN@coj.net>

To: ‘curtlenba@acl.com’ <curtlee59@aol.com>
Cc: SAO4PRR <SAO4PRR@co|.net>

Sent: Wed, Mar 4, 2020 2:48 pm

Subject: PRRs contained in 2.9,2020 letter

Please see below regarding records related to the requests contained in your 2,9.2020 letter (your
requests in black, my responses in purple). There are no records respansive to many of these
requests. Questions about billing or invoicing should not require you to submit a public records
request. Though posed as PRRs vs. questioning an involce, | provide the following to assist you as |
would anyone guestioning an invoice.

In my emalil to yau dated November 19, 2018, 1 explained that the invoices you received on 10/17/19
and 10/24/19 were reflective of time spent for retrieval and initial review of the records by me as
Public Records Administrator and for the final review performed by Steve Siegel.

My hourly rate was charged at the “extensive rate”" — extensive vs. extended are outlined in the public
records policies and procedures ("PRD P/P"). We do not include the “cost to employ" or as you
reference it "benefit load percentage” for every request. In faimess to both the work we have to
process, the Office’s commitment to transparency, and to the requestors, we tried to strike a
balance. We have fiers for requests: (1) those that can be filled at no cost, (2) those that require less
than two hours of work, and (3) requests that require two or mare hours of work. As most of our
requests come in at either the no cost level or the under two hour level, we did not want to add
additional costs if it wasn’t necessary. However, a request that takes longer than two hours is quite
an extended project and warrants the extended project rate.

| am the Public Recards Administrator. My salary has changed a few times since taking on this role, |
was provided a raise at the time of my promotion, a raise at roughly 6/12 manths (1 will pull my salary
history and provide it to you) and, another raise in October, 2019. My current hourly rate In the
system (system refers to GovQA) has not been updated to accurately reflect at least one, if not two,
of my ralses, which is why it does not correspond to what is on the salary schedule. | am currently
undercharging for my time. This is due to me being the only person who can update the salary
information in our system, and | have simply — not goiten to it yet.

Mr. Slegel's time was charged as the ASA rate of $50 per hour. His hourly rate since July 2018 has

exceeded $70 per hour. For the most part, ASA time Is not charged unless there is a review by Mr.

Hutton, Mr. Siegel, or SA Nelson, all of whom make more than $50 per haur, Essentially, instead of

going in and pulling their individual rates and updating the system every time that is required, [ picked

a number that was reasonable for covering the time expended on our behalf, but alsc not so much
1



that it went over any of their individual hourly rates. This system provides benefits to the requestar far
more than it does to this Office. If at any time an ASA pravides me with review time and their hourly
rate is less than $50 per hour {(whether by a penny, a dollar, or $25 dallars) I would go in the system
and adjust the rate accordingly.

There is no instance where we round up. Not for the time required to complete a request and not for
houtly rates. We are here to provide a service and we intend to provide the service as quickly,
reasonably, fairly, and as fully as possible.

With this email (as noted below as well) | am providing an updated “Salary Schedule” — the schedule
contains Names, Titles, Departments, Annual Salary, Monthly Salary, Effective Dates, and Benefit
Load for each employee. Titles contained in the Salary Schedule are not reflective of titles such as
“public Records Administrator” as our payroll system does not have titles such as this. As an
example, my title is both Public Records Administrator and Paralegal to Chief Assistant L. E.
Hutton. However, my title on the Salary Schedule is still reflected as the title | raceived when [ was
hired — Executive Secretary.

We have two Prosecution Support Specialists or Public Records Specialists, who are capable of
performing the reviews required, We have two Clerks, or Public Records Clerks, they handle
customer service, intake, file retriaval, scanning, uploading, locating, etc. When charged for review it
is at the Specialist rate ONLY when a Specialist performs the work. When we have a Clerk perform a
simple review (perhaps a small arrest and booking report), we charge for the time at the Cletk rate,
and that rate Is the rate of the lower paid of the two Clerks. If a Specialist Is performing tasks such as
scanning, locating, retrieving files, etc., that time is charged at the rate of the lowest paid Clerk.

I hope that the foregoing, along with the Salary Schedule | am providing, the PRD P/P previously
provided, and my personal salary history, to be provided, will alleviate some of your concems or
guestions. Please feel free to contact me If you have any additional questions or concerns regarding
any portion of this communication. (where below “See Above” s noted, it is referring back to this
beginning portion of the email) -Miriam

1. Showing the effective or “as of" date of the previously provided Salary Schedule.
No records responsive, it was as of the date it was provided,

2. Showing what persons listed In such document were FL attorneys as of its sffective date.
See Salary Schedule (no title changes have occurred hetwean the original report and this report)

3. Re: the other persans there listed, who were not then attorneys, showing thelr titles and/or positions.
See Salary Schedule {no title changes have occurred hetween the original report and this report)

4. Salary schedules for all employees of the SAO as of the most recent available date. When providing me such
schedules, Indicate the effective date of such schedules, and provide documents showing which employees noted
there were FL attorneys, and of the other employees, showing thelr tifles and/or positions.

See Salary Schedule

5. Showing who the SAO deems ta be “administrators”, “specialists” and “ASAs” far PRA - related purposes.
No Records Responsive other than the Salary Schedule — See Above.




6. Showing what is often called a benefit load percentage andfor add - on re: SAO employees, as of the most recent
available date.  Such figure takes into account employer ~ pald FICA and Medicare taxes, employer
contributions to pension and defined contribulon plans, other employer pald benefit and Insurance costs, and the
like, that the SAO as an employer has, and that represent additional costs of employment, and determines the
percentages of employaes' compensalion that such non — salary costs represent, or otherwise determines such
add — on costs.

Sea Salary Schadula and See Above

7. Showing the effective date of such figures and determinations discussed in (6) above.
Sea Salary Schedule and See Above ’

8. Showing, as of Oct, 2019, which persons having which titles or falling within what employee categories performed
the services for which | was invoiced by the SAO on 10/17/19 and 10/24/19. In shont, provide documents showing

their names, titles and posifions.
No records responsive - See Abova.

9. Re: such persons, showlng their Oct. 2019 annual base pay, and the benefit load percentages or add — ons
applicable to each of them, with resulting annual and hourly — equivalent compensation costs for each of them.

See Salary Schedule

10. Showing why the SAO invoices in 2019, did not use hourly rates that were not reflective of documents provided

above.
| do not understand this request - but I think | covered it above.

11. Re: said invoices, showing the basis of differential billings by and hourly rates of SAO administrators and
specialists — sametimes invoiced at extended rates, and somelimes apparently not.
See Policies and Procedures Previously Provided

12. Defining these terms and phrases that the SAO uses in its invoicing — "extended project rates”, and “exiensive

rates”,
Sae Policlas and Proceduras Previously Provided

13. Showing the SAQ's Invoicing methodology especially re: invoicing its employees’ time under the PRA. lam
espedlally interested in said methodology re: use of any averages or roinded figures,
Other than what Is outlined in the Policies and Procedures, there are no records responsive, butl

beliave | coverad this above,

14. All SAO Involcas to persorns other than me, dated In 2019.
Estimate has been provided to complete this request, it Is awaiting respanse or payment. Asfar
as | am aware, PRD is the only area in the Office that produces invoices, therefore the estimate
you receivad is the same with regard to the more narrow revision you submitted.

15. Re: each of the SAQ involces to me dated 2/4/19 and 7/19/18, provide documents showing:

«  Why ! was billed at a higher rate for one or more administrator’s time In Feb 2019 than in Oct. 2019.
See Above, | will provide my salary history.

» The names of all persons far whose time | was theraby invaiced, and thelr titles and posilions.

No records responslve — Ses Abovae,
3




» The annual base pay of such persons, and their benefit loads and/or add — ons.
See Salary Schedule

16, The 2019 Annual Report of the SAQ,
No records responsive, we do not have one yet that | am aware of.

Please note, it has laken me approximately 4 hours to draft this email, obtain the documents that are responsive, request
documents again that have all the fields you requested, and make sure that | have reviawed each place responsive
material to the above could be located. This Is thme that you wili not be charged for. -Miriam

Miriam Nelson, FRP

Public Records Administrator &

Custedian of Records

State Attorney's Office, 4th Clreuit

311 W, Monroc St, — Jacksanville, FL 32202
0: (904) 2552980
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