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RONALD CLARK JR'S MEMO
RE: JUDGE DAVID WIGGINS' POLITICAL
ASPIRATIONS
May 11, 2006

Ronnie Clark asked if I could send you a copy of this MEMO he just wrote up
on his trial Judge David C. Wiggins - Apparently the judge is up for reelection
this year and Ronnie does NOT feel Wiggins deserves to be reelected. He wants

to share his views with as many people as possible. Is there any way you can
post it to his site? JK, St. Augustine, Fl

Memo

To: The Tax payers/voters

From: Ronald W. Clark, Jr.
Subject: Judge David C. Wiggins, abuse of power and squandered tax

dollars.

The following are the fact's and history behind Judge David C. Wiggins'
abuse of power, wasted tax dollar's, and violation's of the Defendant's

constitutional right's.
Case No: 90-10067 CF was activated in January of 1990.

Defendant was arrested on February 7, 1990 and was assigned to be
represented by The Public Defender's Office (Known as P.D.) They

immediately filed a motion to withdraw, due to a conflict.

On February 12, 1990 Judge David C. Wiggins issued an ORDER allowing

the P.D. to withdraw, and he appointed Henry E. Davis, Esquire to
represent the Defendant in a Capital Murder trial.
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Mr. Davis had no prior experience in taking a Capital Murder case to
trial. This attorney was so inexperienced, that he failed to hire an
investigator to track down witnesses, and look for other pertinent
evidence. He failed to call witnesses that could have substantiated his
client's story, and demonstrated that a State witness perjured herself on
the stand. He failed to properly cross examine several witnesses, one of
whom changed her story to favor the State Attorney's Office, and her son,
who was receiving a plea agreement from Assistant D.A. Lance M. Day.

Mr. Davis failed to introduce evidence (blood stained clothing) that the
Jacksonville Sheriff's Office was in possession of, and that incriminated
the State's "star" witness, John David Hatch. D.A. Lance Day did not want
that evidence introduced, for that evidence (the bloody clothing) did not
favor the prosecution, but did however, favor the defense,. Mr. Davis'
failure to introduce the bloody clothing and test the results was
ineffective assistance of counsel.

Mr. Davis made a few more detrimental mistakes, that resulted in his
client Ronald W. Clark, Jr. receiving the death penalty on February 22,
1991,

Direct appeals were denied in 1992, and finalized in late 1993. The case
was then turned over to the State agency Capital Collateral Regional
Counsel (CCRC) Northern Region (NR).

On November 14, 1994 Defendant's CCRC NR attorney, Stephen M.
Kissinger, filed a 3.850 Post Conviction Motion in the Fourth Judicial
Circuit. He would file an amended motion on January 11, 1995. Judge
Wiggins would take a year and a half to rule on this motion.

On June 18, 1996 Judge Wiggins would grant an evidentiary hearing on
several issues dealing with ineffective assistance of counsel on Henry E.
Davis. This hearing would be postponed year after year.

In 2003 Defendant got upset and started terminating the appeals because
of the case not progressing. Due process was clearly being denied.

On May 19, 2003 Attorney Harry P. Brody of CCRC NR took over the
Defendant's case and guaranteed the defendant that if given a chance, he
would diligently work the case. The Defendant agreed!

Weeks later Mr. Brody would inform the Defendant that the Governor
was closing down CCRC NR, but that he would file a motion to keep the
case, and promised that he would remain counsel for the Defendant. On

June 16, 2003 the motion was heard. No ruling was issued.
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On July 1, 2003, Judge David C. Wiggins would deny Mr. Brody's motion
in an ORDER that made a false statement, saying Mr. Brody was never the
attorney for the Defendant. (again, see notice of May 19, 2003 showing

attorney/client relationship had been established).

The ORDER issued on July 1, 2003 also appointed attorney Dale G.
Westling Sr. The appointment sounded like a used car sales pitch.
Defendant would soon learn that Mr. Westling and Judge Wiggins had a
history, played golf together, families interacted, and had been colleagues
in the D.A.'s Office. (This was all later substantiated at the November 8,

2004 hearing to dismiss counsel.) 1.)

Defendant spoke with Mr. Westling days after the July 1, 2003 ORDER
appointing him as counsel. Mr. Westling came off with a bad attitude that
immediately ruined any chance for an attorney client relationship. Mr,
Westling didn't attempt to contact Defendant then until August 26, 2003,
some 24 hours before the scheduled August 27 Status Conference.

A week before that, Defendant filed a Notice to the Court, pointing out
the stall tactics, year's of delayed appeals, pointing out that Judge Wiggins
and the D.A.'s Office were at least partially responsible. The Notice also
pointed out Henry E. Davis' incompetence, and the fact that he, now
known as Judge Henry E. Davis, presided right down the hall. Also, that
Lance M. Day, the Assistant D.A. that prosecuted this case, now presides
down the hall as Judge Lance M. Day.

So at the August 27th Conference, Judge Wiggins, Mr. Westling and the
new Assistant D.A. Mark Borello leave the Defendant seated outside,
while they discuss the Notice to the Court, which also addressed Mr.
Brody being returned. When they finally called for the Defendant, some

30 minutes later, the Notice was discussed,

Judge Wiggins blamed the delay's on CCRC, but CCRC doesn't run the
court room, therefore, any delay's by CCRC are only permitted through
Judge Wiggins approval. So Defendant was being kind by spreading the
blame, when in fact all of it lies with Judge Wiggins, whom Defendant
felt, but didn't say it, was protecting his two fellow colleagues , Judge
Davis and Judge Day, and that is why the case has been stalled, and due

process denied.

At the Conference Mr. Borrello asked Judge Wiggins if he and Mr.
Westling could go off record and step out into the hall and speak. This
request was granted. Anything dealing with this case should have been
kept on record. Defendant tried to object, but Judge Wiggins kept stating
"Mr. Clark wait!" and would not allow the Defendant to express his
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concerns of these two going off record. Judge Wiggins showed anger and
hostility towards Defendant.

Upon their return, Judge Wiggins refused to reappoint Mr. Brody.
Defendant then requested to proceed with the termination of the appeals.
A hostile Judge Wiggins denied that request, electing to help his friend
Mr. Westling to profit from the case.

Defendant had a Motion filed the next day, August 28, 2003, to Dismiss
Counsel.

A second Motion would be filed in December of 2003. This Motion
would be ignored as well. A third Motion to dismiss counsel would be
filed in September of 2004. Finally on November 8, 2004 a hearing to
dismiss counsel was held.

The friendship was confirmed between Mr. Westling and Judge Wiggins.
The Motion was denied, giving the Defendant three options: 1) Accept Mr.
Westling, 2) hire counsel, or 3) go Pro Se, representing himself.

On March 22, 2005 a Status Conference was held, Defendant elected to go
Pro Se, with no legal training, and a 9th grade education. A suicidal move,
representing oneself in a Capital Case with little to no legal knowledge.
Judge Wiggins would place Mr. Westling as second chair, still allowing
Mr. Westling to compensate off the case.

Judge Wiggins would order Mr. Westling to turn over all the legal
material to the Defendant by April 1, 2005, The Assistant Attorney
General (A.G.) Meridith Charbula, would request that she be allowed to
copy the material's before Mr. Westling turned them over to the
Defendant. Judge Wiggins granted her request on record on March 22,
2005, and in doing so, violated Defendant's Constitutional Right's, for the
Judge allowed the State to copy post conviction materials, attorney
strategies, attorney-client correspondence, attorney-doctor
correspondence, 1.Q. results, and numerous other document's that the

State was not entitled to.

On May 3, 2005 Defendant filed a Motion of Objection for the April 25,
2005 Status Conference. It was confirmed before the conference that Mrs.
Charbula had in fact, had in her possession Post Conviction materials that
she was not entitled to. This would later be further confirmed in an email
dated May 16, 2005, from Mrs. Charbula to Mr. Westling, who was
defending himself against a bar complaint, which Defendant filed.

Judge Wiggins ignored this and denied the May 3, 2005 Motion of
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Objection.

Before this, on April 14, 2005 Defendant filed his first Pro Se Motion to
Disqualify Judge Wiggins on the ground's of conflict of interest
surrounding the issue of Judge Davis, and Judge Day presiding in the
same Circuit, and the fact that Defendant learned that Judge Thomas E.
Penick, Jr. of the Sixth Judicial Circuit, disqualified himself from the
Dailey Case on the same grounds. The Order was presented in the April
14th Motion as (exhibit A) Judge Wiggins denied the Motion on May 4,

2005.

On May 9, 2005 Defendant filed a second Motion for the disqualification
of Judge Wiggins, on grounds that Judge Wiggins acted in reckless
disregard towards the Defendant, allowing the State to copy privileged
information. The Motion was also denied.

On June 1, 2005 a status conference was held. A few day's later, on June 3,
2005, Defendant received a typed Motion from Mr. Westling, and a letter.
The letter stated that he was withdrawing completely. Defendant signed

the Motion and returned it. The Motion was granted.

On June 13, 2005 Defendant received an envelope from Mr. Westling,
which contained a letter from Mr. Westling to Judge Wiggins, along with

a UIRDER Westling had prepared, stating that Mr. Westling is allowed to
withdraw, and that Mr. Christopher Anderson, Esquire is being appointed
as counsel for the Defendant. Defendant would later receive that ORDER
granted on June 13, 2005, which was prepared by Mr. Westling.

A second order, almost identical to the one prepared by MR, westl ing
would be filed on June 14, 2005. On June 20, 2005 a Motion of Objection
to those orders would be filed by the Defendant. On June 19th an email
would be sent to Mr. Westling questioning him about who gave him the
authority to prepare that order appointing Mr. Anderson. On June 20th
Mr. Westling would respond, " The Judge simply asked the prosecutor
and I to make a suggestion. We both checked around and Mr. Anderson

was not maxed out."

Now remember, Defendant was Pro Se, Mr. Westling was not active
counsel, per April 1, 2005 order. So the email shows an ex-parte
communication between Judge Wiggins, the prosecutor, and an attorney
Mr. Westling, who is not acting on the Defendant's behalf.

On June 21st, Defendant met with Mr. Anderson, and explained the
situation. Mr. Anderson and Defendant agreed to work together.
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Defendant filed a Motion for appointment of Counsel on June 27, 2005 to
preserve the issue on appeal, showing that he had been entitled to Mr.
Brody's representation.

On June 28, 2005 at a status conference Mr. Anderson came out of nowhere
and filed a Motion to withdraw. He states because of Judge Davis.

On July 18, 2005 Defendant files a Motion of objection to the appointment
of counsel coming out of the Fourth Circuit, using the same grounds that
Judge Wiggins allows Mr. Anderson to withdraw on. All through July
and August Judge Wiggins does nothing but stall.

Finally on September 8, 2005 an order is issued by Judge David C.
Wiggins reappointing attorney Harry P. Brody as counsel for the
Defendant. Over two years wasted. Abuse of power and squandered tax
dollar's. Clearly an individual without integrity, without honor, and not
worthy of sitting upon the bench. Actions speak louder than words, and
his actions have... and continue to cost you, the tax payer.

The real question is, Is this an individual that you would want sitting on
the bench hearing your case or your son's or daughter's case? I think not.
A vote for Wiggins in "06" is a vote for waste!
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