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The Florida Supreme Court By—————
c/o The Honorable Thomas D. Hall
Clerk of the Court
500 S. Duval Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1927

Re: Aileen C. Wuornos v. Michael W. Moore, Sup. Ct. Case No.: SC02-9]

Dear Honorable Justices of the Florida Supreme Court:

I am writing to you to express concerns regarding the scheduled execution of Aileen Wuornos.
On June 20, 2002 I was specially appointed by the Honorable Paul Backrnan in Broward County
to represent the interests of Ms. Wuornos in resolving complaints she has at Florida State Prison.
The problems had come to light by virtue of a short handwritten letter Ms. Wuornos had mailed
to you in January, 2002. The letter was treated as a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and sent
to Broward County as that is the location of women’s death row in FIorida.

Upon receiving my Order of Appointment, I went to Broward Correctional Institutio~ met with
Ms. Wuornos and began the process of advocating her position. During the course of the past
three months, I have had the occasion to meet with her both in and out of Court, to correspond
with her and to evaluate her claims. Based upon the totality of my contacts with Ms. Wuornos, I
have grave doubts about her mental condition and specifically whether she is competent to be
executed. Ms. Wuornos has not authorized me to write this letter in her behalf. In fact, she
would likely consider this letter to be the opposite of that which she asks from the Court, a
speedy execution. While I am mindful. of the holding in Sanchez-Velasco regarding a lawyer
acting without his client’s permissio~ I am writing to simply ask that Ms. Wuornos be evaluated
by a team of Court-ordered psychologists prior to any further proceedings in her cases.

Ms. Wuornos’ execution is currently set for October 9, 2002. Since the death warrant was
signed on September 5, 2002, she has refused to see me or other lawyers and she has not
responded to any mail. Prior to September 5, 2002 she refised any attempt at meeting with
experts for the purpose of evaluating her mental condition. In Court and at the jail, she exhibits
bizarre behavior, laughing and crying at inappropriate times and obsessing on points having no
importance to her cases. The specific claims she raises in her twenty-three page supplemental
filing to Judge Backrnan on July 12,2002 if untrue, appear to be evidence of delusional
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behavior. I am in the process of collecting her prison records to determine what if any notations
have been made since January, 2002 regarding her behavior there. I have also been in touch with
a well-respected local forensic psychologist who had been appointed to evaluate Ms. Wuornos at
the time she waived her appeals. I anticipate receiving a Court Order to examine her files.
Interestingly, Ms. Wuornos’ trial judge found her competent and allowed her to waive all appeals
even though she refised to meet with the psychologist mentioned above.

It would seem to me that we shodd not be eager to execute an individual simply because she is a
volunteer. While I am mindful that the families of the victims need closure in this case as they
do in any case, societal closure can not come about by executing an individual who may be
mentally ill. I am not an expert in psychology or psychiatry, but I write this letter because I am
fwrnly convinced of Ms. Wuomos’ mental illness. With this letter, I am attaching Ms. Wuomos’
lengthy handwritten explanation of her complaints filed on July 12, 2002, as well as my response
to the Motion to Dismiss Petition for Habeas Corpus filed by the OffIce of the Attorney General.

In closing, I would like to reiterate that my interest in writing to you is to ensure that the ends
reached in Ms. Wuomos’ cases are the product of informed decision-making. I thank you for
your sincere consideration of my comments and look forward to being able to answer any
questions you may have.

Sincerely, - /

Raag Singhal

RS/rnk



AILEEN C. WUORNOS,

Petitioner,

vs.

MICHAEL W. MOORE, et al.,

Respondent.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
17thJUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR

BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASE NO.: CACE02-01 2251 (07)

JUDGE: PAUL BACKMAN

PETITIONER’S RESPONSE TO MOTION TO DISMISS
PETITION FOR HABEAS CORPUS AND

MEMORANDUM OF LAW

COMES NOW Petitioner, AILEEN C. WUORNOS, by and through the

undersigned attorney and files this her Response to Motion to Dismiss Petition for

Habeas Corpus and Memorandum in Support and states:

1. Petitioner filed on January 7, 2002 a letter with the Clerk of the Florida

Supreme Court alleging mistreatment and abuse Mile being housed as a prisoner at

Broward Correctional Institute (BCI) under sentence of death.

2. Petitioner’s letter was treated as a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and

transferred to Broward County Circuit Court.

3. Petitioner appeared in Court on July 12, 2002 and more specifically

outlined her claims of mistreatment and abuse by filing a handwritten letter to the Court

supplementing her January 7, 2002 letter.

4. Petitioner’s claims include but are not limited to physical and mental

harassment with threats of rape, tampering with food trays, round the clock harassment

and non-resolution of properly filed grievances.



-

5. Respondent has filed a Motion to Dismiss Petition of Habeas Corpus and

makes three distinct arguments therein. Respondent argues that (1) there are no

issues appropriate for Habeas Corpus relie~ (2) the petition is insufficient to state a

claim for mandamus relief; and, (3) the petition is insufficient to allege an Eighth

Amendment violation.

6. Petitioner’s claims of

false. They are clearly believed to

behavior in Court on July 12, 2002

prison abuse and mistreatment are either true or

be true by Petitioner based upon her writings and

If true, Petitioner’s claims must be resolved and

corrected. If false, Petitioner’s claims further support previous expert findings that she

is delusional and mentally ill.

7. The purpose of a habeas corpus proceeding is to inquire into the legality

of the Petitioner’s present detention. Sneed v. Mayo, 69 So.2d 653, 654 (Fla. 1954).

Petitioner, Aileen Wuornos has exhibited bizarre courtroom behavior with inappropriate

mood; she refuses to be examined by psychologists and she now refuses to meet with

her lawyer. A writ of habeas corpus should not be denied absent a finding as to

Petitioner’s mental state. The writ of habeas corpus has been properly used to attack

prison confinement of the mentally ill. ~, Amador v. State, 712 So.2d 1179 (Fia. 3~

DCA 1998); Hendrick v. Florida Hospital Medical Center, 633 So.2d 1153 (Fla. 5th DCA

1994); McNeal v. Culver, 132 So.2d 151 (Fla. 1961).

8. AS to consideration of Petitioner’s claims as a writ of mandamus,

true that mandamus is an extraordinary remedy based on equitable principles,

Mile it is

it is also

true that this is the proper vehicle for compelling the Department of Corrections to

perform its duty. Petitioner has a clear legal right to be confined in an institution free of

victimization by Department of Corrections employees. Graham v. Vann, 394 So.2d



180 (Fla. I’t DCA 1981 ); Moore v. Florida Parole& Probation Commission, 289 So.2d

719 (Fla. 1974).

9. As to consideration of whether Petitioner’s letters state an Eighth

Amendment violation, the Florida Supreme Court in State v. Dixon, 283 So.2d

1973) adopted Justice Brennan’s concurring opinion in Furman v. Georgia by

specifically stating:

1 (Fla.

“A prisoner retains for example, the constitutional rights to
the free exercise of religion, to be free of cruel and unusual
punishments, and to treatment as a ‘person’ for purposes of
sue process of law and the equal protection of laws.”

Furman v. Geor~ia, 408 U.S. 238, 290; 92 S. Ct. 2726, 2752-53.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner, AILEEN WUORNOS by and through undersigned

counsel respectfully requests that Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Petition for Habeas

Corpus be denied.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been

furnished to the Office of the State Attorney, 201 S. E. 6th Street, Ft. Lauderdale, Florida

33301 this 13th day of September, 2002.

J

aag Singhal, Esquire
Law Offices of Kaplan & Singhal, P.A.
1323 S. E. 4th Avenue
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33316
Telephone: (954) 527-0035
Florida Bar Number: 0816094



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
17th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR
BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

AILEEN C. WUORNOS,

Petitioner,

vs.

MICHAEL W. MOORE, et al.,

Respondent.

SUP. CT. CASE NO.: SC02-91
CIVIL CASE NO.: CACE02-012251 (07)
(DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS NO.: 150924) ‘

JUDGE: PAUL BACKMAN

NOTICE OF FILING

COMES NOW Petitioner, AILEEN C. WOURNOS, by and through her

undersigned Special Counsel and files the attached supplemental information with

regard to the above-referenced matter.

This filing consists of twenty-five pages documenting prison harassment and

abuse of authority hand-witten by Petitioner.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been

furnished to the Office of the State Attorney, 201 S.E. 6th Street, Ft. Lauderdale, Florida

33301 this 12th day of July, 2002.

/m~ \
-

Ra~g Singhal, Esqui L

Law Offices of Kapla Singhal, P.A.
1323 S.E. 4WAvenue
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33316
Telephone: (954) 527-0035
Florida Bar Number 0816094
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