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Dear Florida Attorney General and staff - I am contacting you today regarding four (4) separate matters:

1) Police denying First Amendment rights of Free Speech & Peaceable Assembly to citizens.

2) Numerous chapter 119 Public Record violations (police have done this to many others, as news reports show)

3) Police blocking peoples' phones from calling the police department

4) Documented racial profiling – a pattern of behaviors, as documented herein.

Referring to the documentation that I am faxing and/or sending by U.S. Postal mail, item number 1 is pretty straightforward: Cops were repeatedly told by the courts that this behaviour is/was illegal, in violation of the Ledford holdings, among others, and yet, as documented herein, persisted.

Item #2 is straightforward too: Please take note that the police made an excuse that they did not have sufficient technology to grant this request when presented with the time-frame and the telephone number from which the call was made. (I was asking for audio records of a call to dispatch.) The polices' claim here is a lie: They had the technology to block peoples' telephone calls to the department (see documentation for #3 from the phone company), so they would have had no trouble ascertaining the audio records. Also, I remember that the last time they granted such a request, I turned around and used this audio evidence against the police -as documentation that an affidavit made by several police officers was perjured testimony: The affidavit claimed the dispatcher had warned me to stay out of a certain area, but the audio of that call documents that this did not happen: I believe that after the police nearly got in trouble for this (the state attorneys office had promised to prosecute the police for perjury at the time), that made them VERY much more resistant / reluctant to granting future similar such Public Records requests. Lastly, you will notice the racial profiling issue which I brought to your office in the past. Notice if you would that two attorneys responding made patently false claims – in one case, claiming that the laws did not permit addressing of racial profiling, and in another case, claiming that individual people could not be assisted. The former is false, as shown by Florida public law, and the latter is shown false both by law and by the examples I raise: Although I do admit that your office typically wants to represent a class of people who are victims in a 'pattern of behaviour,' I do remember vividly that your office represented ALL the Blacks that fell into this category, but not me (Native American Indian). --- Since the officer in question did not raise any other issues except my heritage, that was the only reason I was asked to leave, and since the cop admitted that racial reasons were the only issue, your office had an open and shut case. (I do admit he claimed in the report that I had a bow and arrow, which was false, but since your office had an opportunity to depose the witnesses who were there and prove me correct. Florida's Second District Court of Appeal held that requiring the State Attorney['s office: 'SAO'] to prove that an investigative subpoena was necessary would "unreasonably impede the state attorney’s ability to conduct investigations into criminal activity." State v. Investigation, 802 So. 2d 1141, 1144 (Fla. 2d DCA 2001) And, The Court goes on to say that the state cannot be required to prove in advance that a crime has occurred since "the entire purpose of the investigative subpoena is to determine whether a crime occurred." Id. At 1145 Therefore, your office, similar in nature to the SAO, would not be required to prove I was correct in my claims that I never had a bow and arrow as alleged (and thus did not create a disturbance) should it want to subpoena or depose a witness. In any event, even were this allegation true, no one alleged it created a disturbance or threatened or harmed anyone. Since your office had an open and shut case here (cop admitted to racial discrimination) -and dropped it -and has 2 attorneys lie about the laws, I am very tempted to drag you into Federal court right about now & bring up R.I.C.O. or similar, but because of my religious convictions (e.g., “love your enemy”), I feel I should give you one more chance.

Do know one thing: My religious convictions (Psalm 82:3-4; Proverbs 24:11-22; Proverbs 31:8-9) also do NOT allow me to be silent while people abused, and so I must pursue this -even if it means suing the daylights out of you in Federal Court (let's try to avoid that one, OK?). Oh, one more thing: You may notice that some of the statutes of limitations (SOL) have expired -but they had not expired when I initially contacted your office, and if you would review the concept of 'equitable tolling,' this would save you the trouble of having me to explain it to you in Federal Court: The SOL is equitably tolled in my case. Don't drop the ball this time. With kind regards, I AM Sincerely,



Gordon Wayne Watts










_____________________

