Gordon Wayne Watts, on September 01, 2010, at 2:39pm wrote:

Kris, below is a copy of an email I sent to the Director of the POLK County (Florida) State Attorney's Office, and below that I will summarize my prayer request:

From: Gordon Wayne Watts

To: Sam Cardinale, Director, Polk County, Fla., State Attorney's Office (863-534-4800)

Date: Wednesday, 01 September 2010

Subject: Your request... involves Asst St Atty Mike Cusick

Sam, I hate to bother you, but you remember that, when we spoke yesterday evening, you suggested I contact the FDLE and a few other agencies regarding my complaints against the Lakeland Police Dept of perjury, false arrest based on this perjured affidavit, blocking my phone and (even assuming I had deserved to have my phone blocked) denying me Due Process in that, refusal to release public records showing I had been asked to call a certain office right before being blocked (which would have shown the block was retaliation), etc.

Anyhow, when I contact them, they are going to want to know why I waited this long to do something, and I'll have to give them an explanation: That I contacted your office and was turned down, but in order to do this without going through a lengthy deposition process (which would be pain that should be avoided), I'd simply like a statement from the Assistant State Attorney, Mike Cusick, who spoke with me on this as to his reasoning. Since he refused to speak with me on the phone yesterday, I think he must think I'm a dog and hate my guts, but I don't hate him, and I'm not trying to cause him any grief -I just want either prosecution –or, instead, a brief explanation as to why he refused to prosecute, as he promised when I spoke with him. So, I'll make it easy: I'll ask my question, and I'll let your colleague answer any way he likes. OK, here goes...

My Question: Mike, you remember me when I came to your office several years ago and told you that the Lakeland Police Department had officers that committed perjury; When we spoke, you bragged that your office was not afraid to go after bad cops, and you told me that you wanted me to submit proof of the perjury to your office, and you would somehow or another look into it (or refer it to the right person). – Well, a few weeks later, when I came back to your office with a microcasstte recording of the dispatch call that showed that the 2 cops' affidavits were false lies (i.e., legally, perjury), and your secretary told me you didn't even want to hear it, I was displeased. –=- So, here's my question: “Why did you refuse to look into it, as you had promised me?” – I'll make it easy for you. Please, briefly, pick the answer that you think is correct, whatever it may be:

(a) Mr. Watts, you're lying: You never came by my office and shared with me this complaint. (Please don't pick this answer unless you really think it's would be wise to call me a liar, but if you think I'm lying or flatly mistaken, go ahead and pick it.)

(b) Gordon, I was over-worked and stressed and made a mistake here: I should have looked into it. Please resubmit your evidence. (Please specify which format to submit if you chose this option.)

(c) It was not the job of my office to take a complaint from a citizen, such as yourself, Mr. Watts; You should have submitted it to a police or investigative agency (e.g., FDLE, Sheriff's Office, Attorney General's Office) for screening -and asked them to submit it to our office.

(d) I just don't feel like answering; Instead, hire a lawyer to depose me.

(e) OTHER: (Please fill in the blank if you don't see the right choice above)

--I know both of you are busy, so I'll be brief & won't bother you further at this time; Thank you, Sam and Mike, for your help, --Gordon Wayne Watts- Lakeland, Florida (Ph: 863-688-9880)

---

Here is the summary:

I would like prayer, advocacy, and intercession, and praise for the following things:

1) I give God *praise* & *thanks* that I was able to get some critical evidence & testimony that I sought in my letter above.

Prayer for the following:

1)perjury,

2) false arrest based on this perjured affidavit,

3) blocking of my phone from calling the police!

4) and --even assuming I had deserved to have my phone blocked-- denial of Due Process in it being done -in other words, no review & ability for me to get my 'day in court' -the police were Judge, Jury, & Executioner here -illegal

5) refusal to release public records showing I had been asked to call a certain office right before being blocked (which, based on timing, would have shown the block was retaliation), etc.

6) Now that this one guy at the state attorney's office was upset that I tape-recorded him, he's promised to not take my phone calls at his office -- This is wrong because while usually tape-recording a person without their knowledge is illegal to the 10th degree, in Florida, there are exceptions, due to Case Law on this point, when you call a person's business or agency of government --so I was not breaking the law, and under point 6, my prayer request is 3-fold:

A) The guy got upset (spiritual wickedness & hard feelings)

B) Whistle Blower Retaliation is going on here

C) If I can't call his office, then REDRESS is violated, since he works for a governmental office

here is a link to the files for the curious:

http://gordonwatts.com/LPD

PS: It's not illegal to tape record a phone call to Hannity's program, as I've done in the past (see my personal website GordonWatts.com), since it's a work number -and likewise, I can also tape records calls to the State Attorney office: Florida courts have consistently held that the constitutional protections of a reasonable expectation of privacy do not extend to an individuals place of business. Morningstar v. State, 428 So. 2d 220 (Fla. 1982); Cohen Bros., LLC v. ME Corp., S.A., 872 So. 2d 321 (Fla. 3d DCA 2004); Jatar v. Lamaletto, 758 So. 2d 1167 (Fla. 3d DCA 2000); Adams v. State, 436 So. 2d 1132 (Fla. 5th DCA 1983). An expectation of privacy in a business is not one which society is willing to protect. Morningstar, 428 So. 2d at 221 (citing Katz v. United States, 389 U.S. 347 (1967); Hill v. State, 422 So. 2d 816 (Fla. 1982)). 
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 Gordon Wayne Watts September 1 at 2:43pm Oh, since the statute of limitations probably ran out on all the laws broken (be they federal or state), I need to make a case that the following exceptions apply to me:

“Delay in the prosecution of a suit is sufficiently excused, where occasioned solely by the official negligence of the referee, without contributory negligence of the plaintiff, especially where no steps were taken by defendant to expedite the case.” Robertson v. Wilson, 51 So. 849, 59 Fla. 400, 138 Am.St.Rep. 128. (Fla. 1910)

See also:

“When facts are to be considered and determined in the administration of statutes, there must be provisions prescribed for due notice to interested parties as to time and place of hearings with appropriate opportunity to be heard in orderly procedure sufficient to afford due process and equal protection of the laws…” Declaration of Rights, §§ 1,12. McRae v. Robbins, 9 So.2d 284, 151 Fla. 109. (Fla. 1942)

