MG 16-49 Thompson

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comcast.net)

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 6:29 PM

To: cleen@coralgables.com; Centorino, Joseph (COE) <CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

Cc: Perez, Martha D. (COE) <perezmd@miamidade.gov>; Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE) <GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>;
Murawski, Michael P. {COF) <MURAWSK@ miamidade.gov>; mramos@-coralgables.com

Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard}

By the way Mr Leen, the two Florids statutes are NOT restricted only to private trespass warnings. You are
confused. Re-read the statutes.
My, Centoring,

Thank you for your thoughtful opinion, with which Lam In full agreement. | just want to be clear for purposes of the
public record that the City has always taken the position that & member of the public may be placed on the agenda o
discuss matters within the City Commission’s jurisdiction, consistent with the Citizens Bill of Rights. In fact, section 2-
5G{e¥1}) of the City Code provides a simitar right to access the agenda on a matter within the City Commission’s
jurisdiction. Also, bwould simply note that the City informed Mr. Thompson on Tuesday, prior 1o issuance of this opinion,
that he would be piaced on the agenda to propose adoption of an ordinance by the City similar to the 54 Petershurg
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Lwould respectfully request that vou include this response in your file with this opinion.
Best regards,

Craig E. Lean, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Florida Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phope: (305 460-5218

Fax: {305) 460-5264

Ernail: cleen@ooraigables.com
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From: Centorino, Joseph {COE) [mailto: CENTORIG miamidade.gov]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29 PM

To: '‘amendmentone@comcast.net'

Cc: Leen, Craig; Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE); Murawski, Michael P, (COE)
Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Thomoson:

You have inguired regarding vour right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens” Bl of Rights in
connection with issues vou wish to present to the Coval Gables City Commission. The issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Preshyterian Church’s issuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
neleve would be enforced by the Coral Gables Police Degartment. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alleged violation of the State’s eriminal trespass siatutes; 2} Your
recormmmendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in 51, Petershurg that vou believe would be
heneficial; 31 Alleged viclations of Florida’s Religious Freedore Restoration Agt, You have also indicated familiarity with a
previous opinion from this agency, ING 15117, which ogined that the relevant section of the Citirens” Bliit of Rights
would not reqguire that the Coral Gables City Cormmission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
extortion because such g matter does not e within the jurisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens” Bill of Rights provides, In pertinent nart, for the right of "any interested nerson” 1o appear
hefore any municipal or Courdy agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved.” Any such presentation is
subject 1o reasonable time limitations imposad by that agency, board or departmeant.

Itis apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by vou involve matters outside of the jurisdiction of the
Coral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal lepislative body, does not have authority to direct the deciston-malking
of a religious institution regarding its internal policies or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matters, Those issues appear to be approoriate for determination in 2 court of law, not a legislative forum. | am unable
to conclude that the Citlzens” Bill of Rights provides you with an erdorceable right to address the Coral Gables
Cammission regarding matiers outside of its jurisdiction.

Howaever, it does appear to me that a presentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinance
sinilar to that of another Florids municipality s a matter thet falls within the scops of that section of the Citlzens” Bill of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legislative body.

The Coral Gables Commission should permit you to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which it has the awthorlty 1o adont.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miarmni-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W, Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: (303} 579-2504

Fax: (305) 579-0273

ethics.miamidade. pov




—_——

From: smendmentane @comeast.net [mailto:amendmerntone Greomeasinet]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <clesn@@coralgables com>; Manuel Guarch <mgusrchfrevesiawlinmpa.com>; Israel Reyes
<ireyves@reveslawfirmpa.com>: Ethics (COE) <sttics@miamidade gov>

Ce: Jim Cason <iimicasongicoraleables com>; Frank Quesada <fronk@coralsables corm>; Patricia Keon
<Peonicoralpabies com>; Vince Lago <Viago@coralgables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <siesnick@ooralgables.com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@eoralgables com>; Edward Hudak <ehudak@coralgables.com>; Miriam Ramos
<mramos@ooralzables. com

Subject: For Joe Centorino: lllegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366

amandmentonaihocomeast nat

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W., Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to eihics@miamidads. gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

| hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
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since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous fo using a simple magnetic compass
as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.

Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. it also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
using government force for a private purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipai ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass warning, and | believe the Commission should
hear from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upon my right to
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compeliing state interest” in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | should like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;

2. Its need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should
have; and

3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious
Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson



Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and
Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.



Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

M L T ]
From: amendmentone@comcast.net
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:45 PM
To: Craig Leen
Cc: Centorino, Joseph (COE); Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE);
Murawski, Michaet P. {COE); Miriam Ramos
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B, Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

| got that one, Mr. Leen. | am going to address the need to have an ordinance in the Gables that
address not just public property but private property to which the public has access. You may not
want me to talk about that, but that is what | am going to talk about. | know exactly what you sent
me. Put me on the first of the two agendas, and confirm that you are going to let me, as if you were
not the speech and thought police, talk about the ordinance as | recommend it, not as you, wanting
to conirol the citizenry, want it.

From: "Craig Leen" <cleen@coralgables.com>
To: "amendmentone@comcast.net” <amendmentone@comcast.net>, "Joseph Centorino (COE)"
<CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

Cc: "Martha D. Perez (COE)" <perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)"
<GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>,
"Miriam Ramos" <mramos@coralgables.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:38:28 PM

Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Attached is the email | sent you earlier this weel,

Best regards,
Craig

Cralg £, Leen, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Florida Bor in
City, County ond Local Government Low
City of Coral GGables

405 Biltrnore Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (305} 460-5218

Fax: (305} 460-5264

Ematl: cleen@eoralgables.com




From: Leen, Craig

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:37 PM

To: 'amendmentone@comcast.net’; Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski {COE); Ramaos, Miriam
Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompsen, J.D. (Citizens' Bilf of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Wr. Thormpson,

{already informed you garlier this week by email that the City would place you on the agenda to discuss your proposal
that the City adopt the $t. Petershurg ordinance, which allows for appeals of trespass warnings issued on city property.
The potential dates for your personal appearance are March 15 or March 28, Please advise as to which date you would
prefer.

Cralg £, Leen, Clty Attorney

Hoard Certiffed by the Floride Bor in
City, County and Local Government Low
City of Coral Gables

AGE Biltrnors Way

Carat Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (305 460-5218

Faso (305 460-5264

Email: cleen@coralgabiles.com

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailtc:amendmentone@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:28 PM

To: Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Leen, Craig; Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski (COE)
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. {Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centorino, thank you very much. Mr. Leen, what meeting agenda am | to be on? Please advise
asap. Jack Thompson

From: "Joseﬁﬁ Centorino '('COE)“ <CEN'VI"ORI@'miamidadé.gov>
To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcast.net>
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Cc: "Craig' 'Leen” <cleen@coralgables.com>, "Martha D. Perez (COE)"
<perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)" <GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael
P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29:00 PM

Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

My, Thompson:

You have inguired regarding vour right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ Bill of Rights in
connection with issues you wish to present to the Coral Gables Gty Commission. The issues arise out of 2 pending
controversy involving the Granada Presbyterian Church's issuance of g crimingl trespass ovder against vou which you
helieve would be enforced by the Coral Gables Pollce Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alleged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2} Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in 56, Petersburg that you believe would he
beneficial; 3 Alleged violations of Florida’s Religious Freedom Restoration Act. You have also indicated farmiliarity with a
previous opinion from this agency, ING 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens' Bill of Rights
would not recuire that the Coral Gables City Commission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of crimingl
extortion because such a matter does not e within the furisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens' Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of “any interested person” to appear
hefore any municipal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved...” Any such presentation is
subiect to reasonable time imitations imposad by that agency, beard ar department.

I is apparent to me that soma of the issues and concerns raised by you involve matters cutside of the jurisdiction of the
Coratl Gables Commission, which, 2s & municipal legislative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of a religinus institution regarding its internal policies ar to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matters. Those issues appear 1o be appropriate for determination in a cowrt of law, not  legislative Torum. 1 am unable
1o conclude that the Citizens’ Bilf of Rights provides veu with an enforceable right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear to me that a gresentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinance
simitar to that of another Florida municipality is a matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens” Biil of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legisiative body,

The Coral Gables Cormimission should permit vou to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which it has the authority tu adopt.

Sincerety,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W, Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: (305) 579-2594

Fax: (305) 579-0273

ethics miamidade, gov




From: amendmentone@comeast.net [mailtoamendmentoneBeomeast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cleen@coralpables com>; Manuel Guarch <mguarch@revesiawlirmpa.com>; Israel Reyes
<ireves@revesiawlirmpa.com>; Ethies (COE) <sthics@miamidade gov>

Ce: lim Cason <imcasond@onraigables.come; Frank Quesada <frank@coralgables.com>; Patricia Keon
<PKeondrcoralgabies.com>; Vince Lago <viagn@coraleables.com>; leannett Slesnick <slesnick@coraigablas com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@coralgables.com>; Edward Hudak <ghudak@coralgables.com>; Miriam Ramos

Subject: For Joe Centorino: lllegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366

amendmentone@icomcasinet

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

1OW. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to eihics@miamidade gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

| hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass

as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.
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Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. It also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
using government force for a private purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass warning, and | believe the Commission should
hear from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upon my right to
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest” in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | shouid like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;

2. Its need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should
have; and

3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious
Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson



Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from
State and Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public
and media upon request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.




Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: Leen, Craig <cleen@coralgables.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 6:28 PM

To: ‘amendmentone@comcast.net’; Centorino, Joseph (COE)

Cc: Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE); Murawski, Michael P. (COE);
Ramos, Miriam

Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, ).D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

The City has fully complied, Mr. Centoring opined that “Iithe Coral Gables Commission should permit vou to address i
concerning your recommendation that it adopt an ordinance which it has the authority to adopt.” The Clty has placed
Mr. Thampson on fhe agenda for March 157 to do exactly that, { believe at this point that Mr. Thompson should present
to the City Commission. IT he believes he has been treated unfairly following his presentation, he could raise it with the
City Altorney's Office {chief ethics officer for the City}, with Mr. Centorine, or through a civil action at that time,

Cralg £, Lean, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Floride Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (305) 460-5718

Eax: (305} 460-5264

Frivail: cleen@eoralgablec com

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 6:22 PM

To: CENTORI@miamidade.gov

Cc: Leen, Craig; perezmd@miamidade.gov; GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov; MURAWSK@miamidade.gov
Subject: Re:INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centurion, Mr Leen refuses to abide by your very clear opinion. What do we do about that?
W, Thompson:

Yol have inguired regarding vour right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ Bill of Rights in
connection with issues you wish to present to the Coral Gables Uity Carnmission, The issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Preshyterian Church’s issuance of a crimninal trespass order against vou which vou
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belisve would be enforced by the Coral Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1} An alleged viotation ft}f the State's criminal trespass statutes; 7) Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in St Petersburg that you helleve would be
heneficial: 31 Allegad violations of Florida's Religious Freedom Restoration Act. You have also indicated famifiarity with a
previous epinion from this agency, INQ 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights
would not reguire that the Coral Gables City Comimission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
extortion because such a matter does not tie within the furisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of "any interested person” to appear
b@:’m{e ary mumcwal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity Involved...” Any such presentation is
subject to reasonable time fimitations Imposed by that agency, board or department,

[t is apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by vou involve matters oculside of the jurisdiction of the
Coral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal legislative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of & religious institution regarding its internal poticies or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on oriminal
matters. Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in & court of law, not 2 leglslative forum.  1am unalile
to conclude that the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides vou with an enforceable right to address the Coraf Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear 1o me that a presm*-m‘réaﬁ regarding the advisabitity of the Commission’s adopting an ordinance
similar to that of another Florida municipality is a matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens’ Bilt of
Rights, since such an fssue may be determined by that legislative body

The Coral Gables Commission should permit vou to address [t concarning your recormmendation that it adopt an
ardinance which it has the authority to adopt.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W, Flagler Btreet, Suite 820

Mismi, FL 33130

Tel: (305) 579-2584

Fax: [305] 579-0273

ethics. miamidade gov

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailio:amendmentone@comeast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cieen@coralgables.com>; Manuel Guarch <mpguarch@revesiawfirmos.com>; israel Reyes
<ireyes@revesawfirmpa.com>; Ethics (COE) <gthios@mia: ;;dm*m oy




Cc: Jim Cason <jimcason@coralgables.com>; Frank Quesada <frank@corsizables coms>; Patricia Keon
<PXecn@coralgables.com>; Vince Lago <viazo@coraigables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slespick@coralgables.com;

Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@eoralgables com>; Edward Hudak <ehudak@coralgables. com>; Miriam Ramos
<mramos@eoralgables.com
Subject: For Joe Centorino: lilegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366

amaendmentone@hocomeast net

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to ethice@miamidade gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

| hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass
as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.

Since Junhe, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. It also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
using government force for a private purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass warning, and | believe the Commission should
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hear from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upon my right to
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest" in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is aiso the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | should like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;
2. Its need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg’s that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should

have; and
3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious
Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson
Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and

Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.



Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: Leen, Craig <cleen@coralgables.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 5:08 PM

To: ‘amendmentone@comcast.net’; Foeman, Walter

Cc: Centorino, Joseph (COE); Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. {COE);
Murawski, Michael P. (COE); Ramos, Miriam

Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right 1o be Heard)

My, Thompson,
This confirms that vou are being placed on the March 15" agends under the following heading:
" L £

Presentation by fohn B, Thompson regarding proposal for City to adopt an ordinance shmilar to the attached ordinance
from St Petersburg,

twill include 3 copy of the St Petersburg ordinance along with section 42-25 of the City Code {the City's prasent Code
provisions regarding trespass warnings/expulsion orders),

fam copying the City Clerk,
Best regards,

Cralg &, Leen, Chy Atlomey

Board Certified by the Florido Bor in
Civy, County and Local Government Low
Civy of Coral Gables

405 Biltmors Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (3051 460-5218

Fax: (305) 460-5264

Lmail deen@eoralpables com

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comcast. net]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:45 PM

To: Leen, Craig

Cc: Joseph Centorino (COE); Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M, Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski (COE); Ramos,
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Miriam
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard}

| got that one, Mr. Leen. | am going to address the need to have an ordinance in the Gables that
address not just public property but private property to which the public has access. You may not
want me to talk about that, but that is what | am going to talk about. | know exactly what you sent
me. Put me on the first of the two agendas, and confirm that you are going to let me, as if you were
not the speech and thought police, talk about the ordinance as | recommend it, not as you, wanting
to control the citizenry, want it.

From: "Craig Leen" <cleen@coralgables.com>

To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcast.net>, "Joseph Centorino (COE)"
<CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

Cc: "Martha D. Perez (COE)" <perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)"
<GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>,
"Miriam Ramos" <mramos@coralgables.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:38:28 PM

Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Attached is the emall | sent you sarlier this week,

Best regards,
Craig

Cralg E. Leen, Chty Attormey

Boord Certified by the Florida Bor in
City, County and Local Government Low
City of Coral Gables

445 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Florids 33134

Phone: (305} 460-5218

Fax: (305) 460-5264

Ermail: cleen@ooralgables com

From: Leen, Craig
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:37 PM
To: 'amendmentone@comcast.net'; Joseph Centorino (COE)
Cc: Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco {COE); Michaet P. Murawski (COE); Ramos, Miriam
Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)
2



bir. Thompson,

P atready informed you earlier this week by ernail that the City would place you on the agenda to discuss your proposal
that the Clty adopt the 5t. Petershurg ordinance, which allows for appeals of trespass warnings issued on city property.
The potential dates for vour personal appearance are March 15 or March 2%, Please advise as to which date you would
grefer,

Cralg E. Leen, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Florido Bar in
City, County and Local Government Low
City of Corat Gables

405 Biltrnore Way

Corat Gables, Florida 33134

Fhone: [305) 480-52158

Fax: {3051 460-5264

Ernait: clesn@coralgables.com

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:28 PM

To: Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Leen, Craig; Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE}; Michael P. Murawski (COE)
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bilt of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centorino, thank you very much. Mr. Leen, what meeting agenda am | to be on? Please advise
asap. Jack Thompson

From: "Joseph Centorino (COE)" <CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcast.net>

Cc: "Craig’ 'Leen" <cleen@coralgables.com>, "Martha D. Perez (COE)"
<perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)" <GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael
P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29:00 PM

Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Thompson:



You have inquired regarding your right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens” Bilt of Rights in
connection with issues you wish to present to the Coral Gables City Commission. The issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Preshyterian Church's issuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
helieve would be enforced by the Corat Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alieged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2} Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in St. Petersburg that you believe would be
beneficial; 3) Alleged violations of Florida’s Religlous Freedom Restoration Act. You have also Indicated familiarity with a
previous apinion from this agency, INQL 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens’ Bilt of Rights
would not require that the Coral Gables City Commission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
axtortion because such a matter does pot lie within the jurisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens’ B8ill of Rights provides, in partinent part, for the right of “any interested person” to appear
before ary municipal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved,.” Any such presentation is
subject to reasonable time limitations imposed by that agency, board or department.

tt is apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by you involve matters outside of the jurisdiction of the
Coral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal legislative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of a refigious institution regarding its internal policies or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matters. Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in a court of faw, not a fegisiative forum. Tam unable
toy concludge that the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides vou with an enforceabie right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction,

However, it does appear to me that a presentation regarding the advisabllity of the Cormmission’s adopting an ordinance
similar to that of another Florida municipality is 3 matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens’ 8ill of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legisiative body.

The Coral Gables Commission should permit vou to address it conceraing your recommentdation that it adopt an
ardinance which it has the authority to adopt.

Stncerely,

Joseph M. Centorine

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-TDade Comnission on Ethies and Public Trust
19 W. Flagler Street, BSuite 820

Miami, FL 32130

Tel: (305) 579-2594

Fax: {305} 679-0273

ethica. miamidade. gov




From: zraendmenione@comeastnet Imalio amendmentone @comeast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <gleen@coraizables com>; Manuel Guarch <raguzich@reveslawlirmpa.com>; Israel Reyes
<ireyes@reyesiawiirmpa,coms; Ethics (COE) <ethics@miamidade gpov>

Cc: Jim Cason <jimcason@coralgahbles com>; Frank Quesada <frank@coraieables. com>; Patricia Keon
<PKecnfcoraisables.com>; Vince Lago <vlzgo®@coraigables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slesnlck@enraigables.com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@coralgables.come; Edward Hudak <ghudak@coralgables come; Miriam Ramos
<miratmas@icoralgablas. coms>

Subject: For Joe Centorino: Itlegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366

amendmentone@ocomeasi net

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to ethics@miamidade gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

| hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass
as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.

Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination’s highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. It also viclates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.



The City of Coral Gables' Police Departiment is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
using government force for a private purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass warning, and | believe the Commission should
hear from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upon my right to
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gabies cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest" in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | should like to note,
however, that | was absolufely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. 1 like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;
2. Its need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should

have; and
3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious
Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson

Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from
State and Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public
and media upon request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.

Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and
Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.



Diaz-Greco‘Eilma M. (COE)

T
From: Leen, Craig <cleen@coralgables.com>
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:38 PM
To: ‘amendmentone@comcast.net’; Centorino, Joseph (COE)
Cc: Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE); Murawski, Michael P. (COE);
Ramos, Miriam
Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)
Attachments: RE: City of Coral Gables in Open and Notorious Violation of Florida's Religious Freedom

Restoration Act

ttached s the emall | sent you earlier this weelk.

Best regards,
traig

Crabg B, Lean, City Atlorney

Bogrd Certified by the Florida Bor in
City, County and Local Government Low
City of Coral Gables

445 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: {305} 460-5218

Faw: {305} 460-5264

Email: cleen®@eoralgables com

From: Leen, Craig

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:37 PM

To: 'amendmentone@comcast.net'; Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco {COE); Michael P. Murawski (COE); Ramos, Miriam
Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Br. Thompson,

balready Informed vou earlier this week by email that the City would place you on the agenda to discuss your proposal
that the City adopt the St. Petersburg ordinance, which allows for appeals of trespass warnings issued on city property.



The poterntial dates for your personal appearance are March 15 or March 29, Please advise as to which date you would
prefer,

Craig €. Leen, City Altorney

Board Certified by the Florida Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmare Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: {305} 4680-5218

Fax: {305} 460-5264

Ermail: cleen@eoralgables com

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:28 PM

To: Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Leen, Craig; Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski {COE)
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centorino, thank you very much. Mr. Leen, what meeting agenda am | to be on? Please advise
asap. Jack Thompson

From: "Joseph Centorino {COE)" <CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcast.net>

Cc: "Craig' 'Leen" <cleen@coralgables.com>, "Martha D. Perez (COE)"
<perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Giilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)" <GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael
P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29:00 PM

Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Thompson:

You have Inguired regarding your right to ke heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ B of Rights in
connection with issues you wish 1o present to the Coral Gables City Commission. The issues arise out of a pending
controvarsy involving the Granada Presbyterian Church's issuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
believe would be enforced by the Coral Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alleged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2} Your
recormmendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in 5t Petersburg that you believe would be
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heneficial; 3] Alleged violations of Florida’s Religious Freedom Restoration Act. You nave also indicated familiarity with a L
orevious opinion from this agency, ING 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens” Bill of Rights :
would not reguire that the Coral Gables Clty Comenlssion provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
extortion because such 3 matter does not lle within the jurisdiction of that agency,

Section 5 of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of “any interested person” to appear
before any municipal or County agency, board or department "for the prasentation, adjustment ar determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity invobved, " Any such presentation is
subiect to reasonable time limitations imposed by that agency, board or departmerd.

it is apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by you involve matters outside of the jurisaiction of the
Caral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal legislative bady, does not have authority to direct the declsion-making
of a refigious institution regarding its Internal policies or (o direct the dedisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
miatters, Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in a court of law, not a legislative forum. {am unable
to conclude that the Citizens” Bill of Rights provides you with an enforceable right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear o me that a presentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinanca
similar to that of another Florida municipality is & matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens” Bill of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legislative body.

The Coral Gables Commission should permit vou to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which i has the authority to adopt.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsei
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: (305} 579-2594

Feaor: (305) 575-0273

ethics. miamidade. ooy

From: amendmentone@comeast.net Imailioamendmentone @comeast net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cieen@coralzables.com>; Manuel Guarch <piguarch@reveslawlirmpa com>; Israel Reyes
<ireyes@revesiawfirmaos com>; Ethics (COE) <ethics@miamidade gov>

Cc: Jim Cason <iimcason@coralgables.com>; Frank Quesada <{rank@coralgables com>; Patricia Keon
<PHeon@icoralgables.com; Vince Lago <Vizgo@coralzables com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slesnick@coraipables com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@coralpabies.com>; Edward Hudak <shudalk@ceraigables com; Miriam Ramos




Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: amendmentione@ comcast.net

Sent: Saturday, February 20, 2016 6:21 PM

To: Centorino, Joseph (COE}

Cc: Craig' 'Leen; Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. {(COE); Murawski, Michael P,
(COE)

Subject: I'm not going away

Attachments: aclu.doc

John B. Thompson, J.D., MA.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366
amendmenicne@comcast.net

February 20, 2016

Nancy Abudu, Aftorney

Legal Director

ACLU Foundation of Florida, Inc.
4500 Biscayne Bivd., Suite 340
Miami, Florida 33137-3227

Re: Unconstitutional Enforcement of Criminal Trespass Warnings by the City of
Coral Gables, Florida

Pear Ms. Abudu:

| am a conservative Christian, a former fawyer, and one who enthusiastically shares a number of-the
ACLU's historic concerns about the increasing deprivation of constitutional rights by local, state, and
national governments.

| commend you and the Florida ACLU for your currently pending lawsait, Tuitle, Young, and Flaunce v.
City of Sarasota, Case No. 2012 CA 003341 NC, in which you personally are one of the record counsel.

As you know, in Tuttle you are seeking declaratory and other relief from the Sarasota Police
Department's issuance and enforcement of criminal trespass warnings against individuals on private
property and on public property.

You importantly assert, for example, that the City's failure to provide an alleged trespasser on privaie
property a judicial proceeding (a hearing) by which he/she might challenge the propriety of the private
property trespass warnings denies that individual his due process rights guaranteed by the United
States Constitution. Put simply government cannot deprive a citizen of his liberty rights by denying him
the due process by which to assert and vindicate those rights.

I completely agree with you. So | write to let you know that this same thing, only worse, is going on right
here in Miami-Dade County in the City of Coral Gables. Coral Gables has its own trespass warning
1



ordinance, Section 42-24 of the City's Code, which the Gables Police Department uses to expel folks
from public property, with no hearing provided them by which to chalienge the propriety of the trespass
warning. The City's outside lawyers say anybody can be arrested for being on any kind of property--
public, private, quasi-public--with absolutely no remedy--no hearing of any kind--by which to challenge
the trespass warning used to arrest him/her.

This violates the clear holding of the Eleventh Circuit Court in Catfron v. St. Petersburg, which required
that a due process hearing be provided.

Coral Gables is presently threatening arrest of individuals on guasi-public property by claiming that
Florida Statutes 810.08 and 810.09 can be used to do so even though there is no "threat to public
safety or welfare” which threat those statutes facially require.

This scheme is alsc a violation by Coral Gables of the Florida Constitution's prohibition against the use
of the "public power-for a private purpose." The City of Coral Gables Police Department has literally
been commandeered as if its officers, while -on-duty, were acting as bouncers in a private bar. This is
not just the militarization of municipal law enforcement. It is the militarization of it upon private request.

And-of course, the City of Coral Gables offers absolutely no due process hearing--NONE-- to challenge
these quasi-public property trespass warnings and arrests, despite the holding in Wood v. State of
Florida, 2003 WL 1955433 (Fla.Cir.Ct.) that trespass warnings may not be used to restrict First
Amendment activity on private property that is quasi-public in nature by virtue of the public's general
access to it Shopping malls, churches, other facilities open to the public take on the character of the
public square when it comes to First Amendment activity that is not disruptive but is rather a hallmark
of a robust democracy.

To compound Coral Gables' restraint on the First Amendment, delineated above, its City Attorney is
presently denying me the opportunity to address the Coral Gables Commission to submit a proposed
amendment to its current trespass warning that would provide due process hearings as to trespass
warnings on public, quasi-public, and private property, as you and | believe the United States
Constitution requires.

| have even secured a formal ruling from the Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust that
states:

"The Coral Gables Commission should permit you to address it concerning your
recommendation that it adopt an ordinance which it has the authority to adopt.”

However, the Coral Gables City Attorney refuses to allow me to address the City Commission, unless
| present the proposed ordinance he wants rather than the one | want. This amounts to prior restraint
on steroids by a City official who thinks that the First Amendment can be used to dictate what speech
citizens utter in a governmental setting!

So what we have in Coral Gables is the use of the Police Department to violate a) Florida Statutes
810.08 and 810.09, b) the Eleventh Circuit's Catron v. St. Pefersburg holding that shouid bind Coral
Gables, ¢) the Florida Constitution's prohibition against the use of public power for a private purpose,
d} our County Charter's Citizens' Bill of Rights guaranteeing the right to petition the government, and
e) the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution guaranteeing due process hearings
by which 1o challenge the deprivation of liberty rights through trespass warnings.




I should like to encourage the Florida ACLU to take a look at this situation and consider any necessary
and property means to educate the City of Coral Gables that the United States Constitution applies not

just to Sarasota but to it as well.
[ would be delighted to be a plaintiff in any legal action against the City of Coral Gables.

| end by noting that | teach Civics to inmates in our Florida prisons. They understand the First
Amendment better than do Coral Gables' officials and their lawyers. 1t may be time for a Civics iesson

in "The City Beautiful."

Regards, Jack Thompson



John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146

305-666-4366
amenhdmenione@comcast.net

February 16, 2016

-Joseph M. Centorinc:

Executive Director and General Counsel”

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W. Flagler-Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to ethics@miamidade.gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables-City-Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

I hope this finds you well. 1 am writing about the above and responding to your email of
June 11, 2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not I have
and have had a right to appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.
This response is long overdue.

First'off, thank you fortakKing the-time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets
_the response one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the
other side-in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully
dispositive and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation
has changed dramatically since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous
to using a simple magnetic compass as a navigational device on the orbiting Space
Station.

Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables,
Florida, has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of
our denomination (so says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court)
but that also violates, facially, Florida's trespass warning statutes, 8§10.08 and 810.05. Tt
also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if I go
and sit quietly in a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right
now this municipality is illegally using government force for a private purpose in
violation of our State Constitution.



The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-
mandated hearing to anyone wheo is targeted by such a trespass warning, and I believe the
Commission should hear from a citizen that it would do well fo adopt a similar city
ordinance to be in compliance with the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that
mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts
have held constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables
is in clear violation of Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me
with its using its cops to enter onto private property to which the public has free access
for the purpose of infringing upon my right to worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not
violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The Gables cannot possibly show a
"compelling state interest” in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of
Coral Gables only asked you about whether er not a Granada Elder who is also the
Assistant Police Chief in the Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate
setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. I should
like to note, however, that I was absolutely right to express my concern, because that
Assistant Police Chief, made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to
enhance the extortionate use of the Police Department for a private purpose, had to
pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was taking himself out of this dual
extortion loop. Ilike being right, but I am now asking for your opinion on something
else I am wight about:

Whether I have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables
Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;

2. Tts need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds
it slould have; and

3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's
Religious Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a
Gables Police official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical
function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not [ might interrupt a City
Commission meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson



Titie XLIV Chapter 761 View Entire Chapter
CIVIL RIGHTS RELIGICUS FREEDOM

CHAPTER 761
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM
761.01Short title.
761.02Definitions..
761.03Free exercise-of religion protected.
761:34Attorney’s fees and costs.,
761.05Applicability; construction.

761.015hort title,—This act may be cited as the “Religious Freedom
Restoration Act of 1998.”

History.—s. 1, ch. 98-412, .

761.02Definitions.—As used in this act:-

{1)“Government” or “state” includes any branch, department, agency,
instrumentality, or official or other person acting under color of law of the
state, a county, special district, municipality, or any other subdivision-of the
state.

(2)*Demonstrates” means to meet the burden of going forward with the
evidence and of persuasion.

{3}“Exercise of retigion” means an act or refusal to act that is
substantiaily motivated by a religious belief, whether or not the religious
exercise is compulsory or central to a larger system of religious belief.

History.—s. 2, ch, 98-412,

761.03Free exercise of religion protected.—

(1)The government shall not substantially burden a person’s exercise of
religion, even if the burden results from a rule of general applicability, except
that government may substantially burden a person's exercise of retigion only if
it demonstrates that application of the burden tc the person:

{a)is in furtherance of a compelling governmental interest; and

(b)ls the least restrictive means of furthering that compelling
governmental interest.

{2)A person whose religious exercise has been burdened in violation of this
section may assert that violation as a claim or defense in a judicial proceeding
and obtain appropriate relief.

History.—s. 3, ch. 98-412.
761.04Attorney’s fees and costs.—The prevailing plaintiff in any action



or proceeding to enforce a provision of this act is entitled to reascnable
attorney’s fees and costs to be paid by the government.
History.—s. 4, ch. 98-412.

761.05Applicability; construction,.—

(1)This act applies to all state law, and the implementation of that law,
whether statutory or otherwise, and whether adopted before or after the
enactment of this act.

(2)State law adopted after the date of the enactment of this act s subject
to this act unless such taw explicitly excludes such application by reference to
this act.

{3)Nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize the government to
burden any religious belief.

{4)Nothing in this act shall be construed te circumvent the pravisions of
chapter 893.

{5)Nothing in this act shall be construed to affect, interpret, or in any way
address that portion of s. 3, Art. | of the State Constitution prohibiting laws
respecting the establishment of retigion.

{6)Nothing in this act shall create any rights by an employee against an
employer if the employer is not a governmental agency.

{7)Nothing in this act shalt be construed to affect, interpret, or in any way
address that portion of 5. .3, Art. | of the State Constitution and the First
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States respecting the
establishment of religion. This act shall not be construed te permit any
practice prohibited by those provisions.

History.—s. 5, ch. 98-412.



Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: amendmentone@comcast.net

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:45 PM

To: Craig Leen

Ce: Centorino, Joseph (COE); Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE);
Murawski, Michael P. (COE); Miriam Ramaos

Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.0 (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

| got that one, Mr. Leen. | am going to address the need to have an ordinance in the Gables that
address not just public property but private property to which the public has aceess. You may nat
want me to talk about that, but that is what | am going to talk about. | know exactly what you sent
me. Put me on the first of the two agendas, and confirm that you are going to let me, as if you were-
not the speech and-thought police, talk about the ordinance as | recommend it, not as you, wanting
to control the citizenry, want it.

L A e AT R i PR L

From: "Craig Leen" <cleen@coralgabies.com>
To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcastnet>, "Joseph Centorino (COE)"
<CENTORI@miamidade.gov>

Cc: "Martha D. Perez (COE)" <perezmd@miamidade.gov>, "Gitma-M. Diaz-Greco (COE)"
<GDIAZGR@miamidade,gov>, "Michael P. Murawski (COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>,
"Mirlam Ramos" <mramos@coralgables.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:38:28 PM

Subject: RE: INQ 16-42 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bl of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Attached is the email | sent you eartier this week.

Best regards,
Craig

Craig E. Leen, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Florida Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (305) 460-5218

Fax: (305) 460-5264

Email: cleen@coralgables.com




From: Lean, Craig

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:37 PM
To: 'amendmentone@comcast.net’; Joseph Centorino (COE)

Cc: Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski (COE); Ramos, Miriam
Subject: RE: INQ 16-49 John B, Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Thompson,

i already infermed you earlier this week by email that the City would place you on the agenda to discuss your proposal
that the City adopt the St. Petersburg ordinance, which allows for appeals of trespass warnings issuad on city property.
The petential dates for your personal appearance are March 15 or March 29. Please advise as to which date you would
prefer.

Craig E. Leen, City Attorney

Board Certified by the Florida Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmore Way

Coral Gables, Flerida 33134

Phone: {305} 460-5218

Fax: (305) 460-5264

Email: cleen@-coralgables.com

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:28 PM

Te: Joseph Centorino {(COE)

Cc: Leen, Craig; Martha D. Perez (COE); Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE); Michael P. Murawski {COE})
Subject: Re: INQ 16-49 John B, Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centorino, thank you very much. Mr. Leen, what meeting agenda am | to be on? Please advise
asap. Jack Thompson

To: "amendmentone@comcast.net" <amendmentone@comcast.net>
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Cc: "Craig' 'Leen” <cleen@coralgables.com>, "Martha D. Perez (COE)"
<perezmd@miamidade gov>, "Gilma M. Diaz-Greco (COE)" <GDIAZGR@miamidade.gov>, "Michael
P. Murawski {COE)" <MURAWSK@miamidade.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29:00 PM

Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.ID. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard})

Mr. Thompson:

You have inquired regarding your right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ Bili of Rights in
connection with Issues you wish to present to the Coral Gables City Commission. The issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Presbyterian Church’sissuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
believe would be enforced by the Coral Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alleged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2) Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in St. Petersburg that you beileve would be
beneficial; 3) Alleged violations of Fiorida's Religious Freedom Restoration Act. You have also indicated-familiarity with a
previcus opinion from this agency, INQ 15-117, which epined that the relevant section of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights
would not require that the Coral Gables City Commission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
extortion. because such a matter does not lie within the jurisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of “any interested person” {oappear
before any municipal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination ofan
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved...” Any such presentation is
subject to reasonable time imitations imposed by that agency, board or department.

It is apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by you involve matters outside of the jurisdiction of the
Coral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal legisiative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of a religious institution regarding its internal policies or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matters. Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in a court of law, not a legislative forum. [am unable
to conclude that the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides you with an enforceable right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear to me that a presentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinarnice
similar to that of another Elorida municipality is a matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens’ Bill of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legisiative body.

The Coral Gables Commission should permit you to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which it has the authority to adopt.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: {305) 579-2594

Fax: (305) 579-0273

ethics.miamidade.gov




From: amendmentone@comcast.net Imailto:amendmentone@comcast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cleen@coralgables.com>; Manuel Guarch <mguarch@reveslawfirmpaicomy>; Israel Reyes
<ireyes@reyeslawfirmpa.com>; Ethics (COE) <ethics@miamidade.gov>

€c: Jim Cason <jimcason@coralgables.com>; Frank Quesada <frank@coralgables.com>; Patricia Keon
<PKeon@coraigables.com>; Vince Lago <Vlago@coralgables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slesnick@coralgables.com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@coralgables.com>; Edward Hudak <ehudak@coralgables.com>; Miriam Ramos
<mramos@ceralgables.com:>

Subject: For Joe Centorino: lllegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D°, M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146

305-666-4366
amendmenione@comcast.net

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and Generat Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to ethics@miamidade.gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

I hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as fo whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring fo your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 18, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass

as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.
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Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination’s highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. Ht also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gabies’ Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that-church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipaiity is illegally
using government force for a private-purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass warning, and | believe the Commission-should
hear-from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state: In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear vialation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with ifs using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpase of infringing upon my tighto
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing couid violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest” in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now; if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | should like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Asststant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of osing his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police-
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking-himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but I am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;
2. lts meed for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Cireuit finds it shouid

have; and
3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious

Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratufatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson



Please Note; Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from
State and Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public
and media upon request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.



Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: amendmentone@comcast.net

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 6:22 PM

To: Centorino, Joseph {COE)

Cc: cleen@coralgables.com; Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE}; Murawski,
Michaza! P. (COE)

Subject: ReINQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, J.D. (Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Centurion, Mr Leen refuses to abide by your very clear opinion. What do we do about that?
Mr. Thompson: .

You have inquired regarding your right to be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ Bill of Rights in
connection with issues you wish o preseni to the Coral Gables City Commission. The Issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Presbyterian Church’s issuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
beliave would be enforced by the Coral Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1} An alleged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2} Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in St. Petersburg that you believe would be
beneficial; 3} Alleged violations of Florida’s Religious Freedom Restoration Act. You have also indicated familiarity with a
previous opinion fromthis agency, INQ 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights
would not reguire that the Coral Gables City Commission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of eriminal
extortion because such a matter does not lie within the jurisdiction of that agency.

Saction 5 of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of “any interested person” to appear
before any municipal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved...” Any such presentation is
subject to reasonable time limitations imposed by that agency, board or department.

It is apparent to me that some of the issues and conicerns raised by you involve matters outside of the jurisdiction-of the
Coral Gables Commission, which,.as a municipal legislative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of a religious institution regarding its internal policies or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matters. Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in a court of law, not a legislative forum. 1am unable
to conclude that the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides you with an enforceable right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear to me that a presentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinance
similar to that of another Florida municipality is a matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Cltizens’ Bill of
Rights, since such an issue may be determined by that legislative body.

The Coral Gables Commission shouid permit you to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which it has the authority to adopt.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: (305) 579-25%94



Fax; (305) 579-0273
ethics.miamidade.gov

From: amendmentone@comcast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comeast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cleen@coralgables.com>; Manuel Guarch <mguarch@reyeslawfirmpa.comy>; Israel Reyes
<ireves@reveslawfirmpa.com:>; Ethics (COE) <ethics@miamidade.gov>

Cc: Jim Cason <jimcason@coralgables.com>; Frank Quesada <frank@coralgables.com>; Patricia Keon
<PKeon@coralgahles.com>; Vince Lago <VLago@coralgables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slesnick@coralgables.com:;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@coralgables.com>; Edward Hudak <ehudak@coralgables.com>; Miriam Ramos

<mramos@coralgables.com>

Subject: For Joe Centorino: Hlegal Prohibition of Jack Thompson from Addressing Gabies City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., M.A.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366

amendmentone@comcast.net

February 16, 2016

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and Generai Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust

19W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Florida Via email to ethics@miamidade.gov and Fax to 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens’ Bill of Rights by
Coral Gabies City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

| hope this finds you well. | am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 17,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in inquiry 15-117, as to whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the fime to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.



Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramatically
since then. The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass
as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.

Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only viofates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Flerida's frespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. It also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court

ruling as 1o such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening-me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1883 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
- using government force for a private purpese in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg,-Florida, has-a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a-trespass warning, and | believe.the Commission should
hear from a citizen that it would do well to adopt a similar city ordinance {o be in compliance with the
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as yeu know, Florida has a_Religious Freedom Restoration Act that-the courts have held
-constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statuies, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upen my right to
worship. If such Gestapo factics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest” in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and-now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. 1 should like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the extortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Sessiorrthat he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;
2. Its need for a municipal ordinance iike St. Petersburg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should

have; and
3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious

Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitted, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulafory moments with a matter of actual public import.
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Regards, Jack Thompson




Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE)

From: amendmeniona@comcast.net

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 6:27 PM

To: cieen@coralgables.com; Centorino, Joseph (COE)

Ce: Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. {COE); Murawski, Michael P. (COE);
mramos @coralgables.com

Subject: Re: INQ 16-4% John B. Thompson, J.D. {Citizens' Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

M. Centurion, Mr Leen is LYING. I never agreed to his restriction. I wish to propose an ordinance that a
municipality can enact that is not at odds with FS'810.08 and 810.09.
Mr. Centoring,

Thank you for your thoughtful opinion, with which 1 am in full agreement. | just want to be clear for purposes of the
public record that the City has always taken the position that a member of the public may be placed on the agenda to
discuss matters within the City Commission’s jurisdiction, consistent with the Citizens Bill of Rights. In fact, section 2-
69{e)(1) of the City Code provides a similar right to access the agenda on a matter within the City Commission’s
jurisdiction. Also, | would simply note that the City informed Mr. Thompsen on Tuesday, prior to issuance of this opinion,
that he would be placed onthe agenda to propose adoption of an ordinance by the City similar to the St. Petersburg
-grdinance. Today, Mr. Thompson and the City agreed that this would occur at the City Commission meeting-om March
15%,

i would respectfully request that you include this response in your file with this opinion.
Best regards,

Craig E. Leen, City Attorney

Beard Certified by the Florida Bar in
City, County and Local Government Law
City of Coral Gables

405 Biltmore Way

Corai-Gables, Florida 33134

Phone: (305) 460-5218

Fax: (305} 460-5264

Emaii: cleen@coralgables.com

From: Centorino, Joseph {COE) [mailto:CENTORI@miamidade.gov]

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 3:29 PM
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To: 'amendmentone@comcast.net’
Cc: Leen, Craig; Perez, Martha D. (COE); Diaz-Greco, Gilma M. (COE); Murawski, Michael P. (COE)
Subject: INQ 16-49 John B. Thompson, 1.D. (Citizens’ Bill of Rights #5 Right to be Heard)

Mr. Thompson:

You have inquired regarding your right te be heard under Section 5 of the Miami-Dade County Citizens’ 8ili of Rights in
connection with issues you wish to present to the Coral Gables City Commission. The issues arise out of a pending
controversy involving the Granada Presbyterian Church’s issuance of a criminal trespass order against you which you
believe wouid he enforced by the Coral Gables Police Department. You have indicated an intent to address the
Commission about three matters: 1) An alleged violation of the State’s criminal trespass statutes; 2} Your
recommendation that the Commission adopt an ordinance in effect in St. Petersburg that you believe would be
beneficial; 3) Alleged viclations of Fiorida’s Religious Freedem Restoration Act. You have also indicated familiarity with a
previous opinion from this agency, INQ 15-117, which opined that the relevant section of the Citizens” Bili of Rights
would not require that the Coral Gables City Commission provide a forum for presentation of allegations of criminal
extortion because such a matter does not lie within the jurisdiction of that agency.

Section 5 of the Citizens’ Bill of Rights provides, in pertinent part, for the right of “any interested person” to appear
before any municipal or County agency, board or department “for the presentation, adjustment or determination of an
issue, request or controversy within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity involved...” Any such presentation is
subject to reasonable time limitations imposed by that agency, board or department.

It is apparent to me that some of the issues and concerns raised by you involve matters cutside of the jurisdiction of the
Coral Gables Commission, which, as a municipal legislative body, does not have authority to direct the decision-making
of a religious institution regarding its internal policles or to direct the decisions of a law enforcement agency on criminal
matiers. Those issues appear to be appropriate for determination in a court of iaw, not a legislative forum. 1am unable
to conclude that the Citizens’ Bilt of Rights provides you with an enforceable right to address the Coral Gables
Commission regarding matters outside of its jurisdiction.

However, it does appear to me that a presentation regarding the advisability of the Commission’s adopting an ordinance
simiiar to that of another Florida municipality is a matter that falls within the scope of that section of the Citizens’ 8ill ot~
Rightz, since such an issue may be determined by that lepislative bedy.

The Coral Gables Commission should permit you to address it concerning your recommendation that it adopt an
ordinance which it has the authority to adopt.

Sincerely,

Joseph M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel
Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Public Trust
19 W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, FL 33130

Tel: (305) 579-2594

Fax: (305) 579-0273

ethics.miamidade.gov




From: amendmentore @cgmeast.net [mailto:amendmentone@comecast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 201672:28 PM

To: Craig Leen <cleen@coralgables.com>; Manuel Guarch-<mguarch@reyeslawfirmpa.com>; Israel Reyes
<ireyes@reveslawfirmpa.com>; Ethics (COE) <ethics@miamidade.gov>

Ce: Jim Cason <jimcason@coralgabies.com>; Frank Quesada <frank@coralgables.com>; Patricia Keon
<PKeon@coralgables.com>; Vince Lago <Viago@coralgables.com>; Jeannett Slesnick <slesnick@coralgsbles.com>;
Cathy Swanson-Rivenbark <cswanson@curalgables.cem>; Edward Hudak <ehudak@coralgables.com>; Miriam Ramos
<mramos@coralgables.com>

Subject: For Joe Centorino: lllega! Prohihition of lack Thompson from Addressing Gables City Commission

John B. Thompson, J.D., MA.
5721 Riviera Drive
Coral Gables, Florida 33146
305-666-4366
amendmentone@comcast.net

February 16, 2016

Joseph-M. Centorino

Executive Director and General Counsel

Miami-Dade Commission on Ethics and Pubiic Trust

19W. Flagler Street, Suite 820

Miami, Fiorida Via email to ethics@miamidade.gov and Fax fo 305-579-0273

Re: Ongoing Violation of Section 6 of Miami-Dade Citizens' Bill of Rights by
Coral Gables City Commission

Dear Mr. Centorino:

I hope this finds you well. T am writing about the above and responding to your email of June 11,
2015, to Coral Gables' request, in Inquiry 15-117, as fo whether or not | have and have had a right to
appear before the Gables City Commission on a particular issue.

This response is long overdue.

First off, thank you for taking the time to answer the City's inquiry. However, one gets the response
one wants when one seeks that response in the shadows, not involving the other side in the inquiry.

Gables City Attorney Craig Leen keeps referring to your letter of June 11, 2015, as fully dispositive
and binding upon all of us on February 16, 2016, when in fact the situation has changed dramafically
since then, The City's use of your June 2015 letter is analogous to using a simple magnetic compass

as a navigational device on the orbiting Space Station.
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Since June, Granada Presbyterian Church, located at 950 University Drive, Coral Gables, Florida,
has issued a criminal trespass warning that not only violates the Constitution of our denomination (so
says the chair of our denomination's highest ecclesiastical court) but that also violates, facially,
Florida's trespass warning statutes, 810.08 and 810.09. It also violates an Eleventh Circuit Court
ruling as to such trespass warnings.

The City of Coral Gables' Police Department is now threatening me with arrest if | go and sit quietly in
a pew in that church. This gives rise to a 42 USC 1983 claim, as right now this municipality is illegally
using government force for & private purpose in violation of our State Constitution.

The City of St. Petersburg, Florida, has a municipal ordinance providing a due process-mandated
hearing to anyone who is targeted by such a trespass-warning, and | believe the Commission should
hear from a citizen that it would do weil to adopt a similar city ordinance to be in compliance with the
Eleventh-Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that mandates a hearing.

Further, as you know, Florida has a Religious Freedom Restoration Act that the courts have held
constitutional when utilized by a state. In this regard, the City of Coral Gables is in clear violation of
Florida's RFRA, Florida Statutes, Chapter 761, by threatening me with its using its cops to enter onto
private property to which the public has free access for the purpose of infringing upon my right to
worship. If such Gestapo tactics do not violate Florida's RFRA, then nothing could violate it. The
Gables cannot possibly show a "compelling state interest" in doing such a thuggish thing.

Now, if you will re-read your letter of June 11, you will see that Mr. Ramos of the City of Coral Gables
only asked you about whether or not a Granada Elder who is also the Assistant Police Chief in the
Gables should be wearing both hats in this extortionate setting.

Here and now, eight months later, we are all WAY beyond that narrow inquiry. | should like to note,
however, that | was absolutely right to express my concern, because that Assistant Police Chief,
made aware of the impropriety of using his Elder office to enhance the exfortionate use of the Police
Department for a private purpose, had to pledge to both his employer and his Session that he was
taking himself out of this dual extortion loop. | like being right, but | am now asking for your opinion on
something else | am right about:

Whether | have a Right, under our County's Bill of Rights, to address the Gables Commission about:

1. Its ongoing violation of the State's criminal trespass warning statutes;

2. Its need for a municipal ordinance like St. Petersbhurg's that the Eleventh Circuit finds it should
have; and

3. Coral Gables' shocking, severe, and consequential thumbing of its nose at Florida's Religious
Freedom Restoration Act.

The above three concerns go way beyond the misconduct, since self-admitied, of a Gables Police
official using his law enforcement muscle to vitiate his ecclesiastical function.

Please advise as soon as is convenient as to whether or not | might interrupt a City Commission
meetings self-congratulatory moments with a matter of actual public import.

Regards, Jack Thompson



Please Note: Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Most written communications to or from State and
Local Officials regarding State or Local business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your email communications may therefore be subject to public disclosure.



