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Longtime readers of The Guardian 
are well aware of fourteen years of court 
contortions and rollercoaster emotions 
for both the campbell and diGuglielmo 
families. For readers unfamiliar with the 
case, a short review is in order.

In the late afternoon of October 3, 
1996, charles campbell, an amateur 
prize fighter and body builder in his 
thirties with an extensive criminal 
record, including crimes of violence, 
insisted on parking his corvette directly 
in front of the Venice deli so he could 
go across the street ostensibly to buy a 
slice of pizza from a pizzeria operator 
engaged in the sale of illegal drugs. The 
deli owner, richard diGuglielmo, sr., 
a man in his mid-fifties who recently 
survived a heart attack, asked campbell 
to move his car a few feet to unblock the 
deli entrance. campbell ignored him 
and walked away. diGuglielmo then 
placed a “No Parking” sticker on the 
window of campbell’s car.

campbell saw this, and ran back, 
fists flying to pummel diGugliemo. 
unbeknownst to campbell, 
diGuglielmo’s son and son-in-law, each 
man in his early thirties, were inside the 
deli. The son, richard diGuglielmo, 
Jr. was a twelve-year veteran New york 

city Transit Police Officer, and the son-
in-law was a construction worker.

The son interceded to come between 
his father and an enraged campbell. It 
took all three diGuglielmo men to 
wrestle the muscular campbell to the 
ground, causing him no serious inju-
ries, as later confirmed by the Medical 
examiner. a moment later, campbell 
said “enough” and the diGuglielmo 
men let campbell get to his feet.

Officer diGuglielmo and his 
brother-in-law then retuned to the deli to 
clean up, leaving the elder diGuglielmo 
with campbell. diGuglielmo bent over 
to pick up campbell’s shirt and cellular 
telephone which fell to the ground 
during the melee. In that moment, 
campbell opened the trunk to his car, 
withdrew a metal baseball bat, and 
then moved around the car to the elder 
diGuglielmo, and swung the bat with 
all of his might, striking the deli owner 
in the leg. a witness later told police 
the blow could be heard a block away. 
campbell then swung at diGuglielmo’s 
hand and broke it. he then backed up 
a measured distance to make a full, 
roundhouse swing, and began to swing 
at diGuglielmo’s head.

Officer diGuglielmo looked up, and 
his training kicked in. In compliance 
with his sworn duty as a police officer, 
and following police procedure, he fired 
“three rounds to center mass” which 
fatally injured campbell.

There were three witnesses to the 
entire episode: dillon, O’donnell, and 
White. They all reported to police and 
media within minutes of the incident. 
They all said Officer diGuglielmo’s 
action was clearly justified in defense of 
his father who might have been maimed 
or killed.

Westchester assistant district 
attorney, Patricia Murphy, arrived at the 

scene within twenty minutes. she wrote 
in her notebook the crime of 2d degree 
murder occurred, ignoring the separate 
and independent statements to media 
and police by all three eyewitnesses.

Murphy’s boss, Westchester district 
attorney, Jeanine Pirro, a consummate 
politician, had been in office nearly 
three years and was facing reelection. 
Once she learned campbell was an 
african american and diGuglielmo 
was Italian american, she decided a 
bias crime occurred, meaning Officer 
diGuglielmo killed campbell not 
because campbell was about to beat 
his father to death with a metal bat, but 
instead, solely because he was black.

The elder diGuglielmo and his son-
in-law were charged with assault for 
wrestling campbell to the ground after 
he tried to attack diGuglielmo with his 
fists. Officer diGuglielmo was charged 
with intentional murder and depraved 
indifference murder.

eyewitnesses Michael dillon and 
Jimmy White testified at trial, but 
their testimony differed from their 
statements given to police and media 
at the scene. despite this, the jury 
acquitted the elder diGuglielmo and 
his son-in-law of assault, and acquitted 
Officer diGuglielmo of intentional 
murder. Tragically, it compromised and 
convicted him of depraved indifference 
murder.

Continued on page 12

Richard DiGuglielmo Surrenders to 
the Crushing Power of a Misguided 
Appellate Court

Richard DiGuglielmo outside Westchester 
County Court with his lawyer Andrew 
Shapiro
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some surveys report a significant 

(although minority) level of discomfort 
among american military personnel 
about openly gay comrades in arms. a 
similar survey was done in Britain before 
its gay ban was lifted. up to two thirds 
of British troops said they would leave 
military service if forced to serve with 
gays. yet, in 2000, the British military 
was opened up to gays and nothing 
happened. There was no mass defection.

Is it possible our armed forces will 
be convulsed with urges to Kill the gay 
minority whose mere existence irritates 
the hell out of the straight majority? 
Much like hatlo’s comics, some might 
feel the urge, but in fact, no one will 
act on it. We all suffer those we regard 
as irritating, but once we work with and 
get to know people better, our irritation 
usually fades. as the British example 
teaches, our soldiers, sailors, fliers and 
marines will behave no differently.

a writer to Manhattan’s gay news-
paper, The Advocate, summed up the 
absurdity of the gay ban: “soldiers who are 
not afraid of guns, bombs, capture, torture, 
or death say they are afraid of homosexuals. 
clearly we should not be used as soldiers; 
we should be used as weapons.”

service members who have the 
talent and character to be fit for duty 
are not afraid of homosexuals. Military 
personnel are taught to follow orders -- 
from the mundane (“shine those shoes!”) 
to life threatening (“take that hill!”). 
surely they can follow orders to treat 
openly gay comrades with respect. That 

Continued from page 8
after serving eleven years in prison, 

his lawyers sought a new trial after they 
discovered dillon and White changed 
their stories because they had been 
coerced by the dobbs Ferry Police. 
specifically, they had been arrested and 
held in lockup four nights in a row.

Under a Supreme Court case titled 
Brady v. Maryland, prosecutors must 
disclose to the defense any “evidence 
favorable to an accused.” The prosecu-
tors knew the eyewitness statements at 
the scene described a clear cut case of 
justifiable homicide, and also knew 
these witnesses changed their stories 
based on police coercion. Yet, the pros-
ecutors never disclosed this to Officer 
DiGuglielmo’s defense counsel.

Justice rory Bellantoni presided 
over the new trial hearing. he heard tape 
recordings of the police interrogation 
of dillon and White, and determined 
serious police coercion caused them to 
alter their testimony. Not surprisingly, 
a.d.a. Murphy and a Lt. Guinier were 
vociferous in denying the eyewitnesses 
had been coerced, but their denials were 
not credible.

Justice Bellantoni took fully nine 
months to consider the evidence 
presented to him before rendering an 
eighty-six page decision overturning 
diGuglielmo’s conviction and setting 

The Gang that Can Shoot Straight
is what happened in Britain.

Moreover, we pay a terrible price for 
the current ban. since 1994, nearly 14,000 
service members have been discharged 
for being gay. Twenty-eight thousand 
boots on the ground, gone. among them 
were sixty arabic translators. all were 
recruited and trained at taxpayer expense. 
all contributed to our national security at 
a time when we are engaged in Iraq and 
a global war on terrorism and desperately 
need to understand arabic and translate 
arabic documents. Firing these men put 
all americans at risk. It was irresponsible 
and absurd.

eight in ten americans think soldiers 
should be free to serve openly without 
regard to their sexual orientation. after 
all, sex is already removed from the mili-
tary equation. sexual behavior of any 
kind among on-duty service members 
is strictly banned on pain of punishment 
or discharge. so why should one’s sexual 
status matter?

Our country is governed not by polls, 
and not by generals and admirals, but by 
elected officials. Our civilian leadership 
sees the danger in the current ban. The 
public supports the civilian leadership on 
this issue.

congress is now considering legisla-
tion to abrogate the ban once and for all. 
We should get it done and move on.

Jeffrey Heller is a lawyer, asylum expert 
and registered nurse.  He is a graduate of 
Duke University and the University of 
Chicago Law School, and former adjunct 
professor at Brooklyn Law School and 
Seton Hall University School of Law.

him free. By this time, Janet difiore 
took over from Pirro as Westchester 
district attorney. she sought an 
immediate order from the appellate 
division to keep Officer diGuglielmo 
locked up pending her appeal of Justice 
Bellantoni’s decision setting him free, 
but was turned down.

Twenty months later, however, on 
May 25, 2010, a four-judge panel of the 
appellate division consisting of Justices 
Lott, chambers, covello, and santucci 
reversed Justice Bellantoni and rein-
stated the murder conviction.

I was present with more than 
100 other diGuglielmo supporters 
on Thursday June 3rd, outside the 
Westchester county courthouse and 
inside the packed courtroom of Justice 
Barbara Zambelli. Numerous campbell 
family members and their friends were 
in the courtroom, too, and some had 
participated in a prayer vigil hours 
earlier outside the courtroom.

I spent sixteen years in prison 
wrongfully, based, in part, upon police 
misconduct. I firmly believe any police 
officer engaged in any kind of miscon-
duct should pay for it to the fullest 
extent of the law. each case, however, 
must be evaluated on its own merits 
lest an injustice be perpetuated upon a 
member of law enforcement.

Continued on page 22

Richard DiGuglielmo Surrenders 
to the Crushing Power of a 
Misguided Appellate Court

Richard DiGuglielmo’s mother addresses the media outside Westchester County Court
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what the eyewitnesses told police 
and media at the scene, or what they 
said in court many months later after 
they were intimidated by police. had 
the jury known their trial testimony 
was compromised, this would have 
undermined the credibility of the pros-
ecution’s case. To insist otherwise, as 
the appellate division did, means in 
effect whenever a white police officer 
shoots a black perpetrator in self-
defense or defense of another person, 
the officer is bound to be convicted by 
the jury.

The appellate judges also claimed 
that Officer diGuglielmo’s gun 
“was a far swifter, deadlier instru-
ment” than campbell’s bat, and 
therefore, he supposedly had “time 
to display the handgun and deliver a 
warning.” This, too, makes no sense. 
deadly events do not happen in slow 
motion. campbell was swinging at the 
elder diGuglielmo’s head. This was 
confirmed by the bullet entry wounds 
which showed campbell was swinging 
as the bullets struck him.

In addition, the legal theory of 
depraved indifference murder makes 
no sense. It requires an act of extreme 
recklessness. The act of shooting 
someone at such close range is clearly 
intentional, not reckless. The only 
issue was whether the shooting was 
justified or not.

richard diGuglielmo was 
remanded back to prison by Justice 
Zambelli after twenty months of living 
a law abiding life.

recent blogs prompted by media 
reports about the case would leave an 
uninformed reader to believe events on 
that fateful day in October 1996 were 
governed by race. The truth is that 
a man of any race swinging a bat at 
Office diGuglielmo’s father would be 
just as dead as charles campbell.

Jeff Deskovic spent sixteen years in prison 
for a murder and rape he did not commit.  
He writes about wrongful convictions and 
criminal justice issues.

Continued from page 12

From where I stand, Officer 
diGuglielmo acted properly and 
did nothing wrong. The justification 
statute clearly states that deadly force is 
appropriate to defend oneself or a third 
person faced with imminent serious 
bodily harm or death. campbell hit 
diGuglielmo’s father in the leg with 
a metal bat, then broke his hand, then 
stepped back and raised the bat to beat 
him in the head. What was the son 
supposed to do? Wait until campbell 
beat his father to death?

defending a third person from 
deadly assault cannot be a racially moti-
vated murder because, by definition, 
the shooter’s motivation is to prevent 
harm to the victim being attacked, 
not take a life. In addition, bias crimes 
typically are proven by the defendant’s 
use of racial epithets, membership 
in racist groups, etc. Not one witness 
testified Office diGuglielmo uttered 
any racial statement. Nor was there 
any evidence he belonged to any white 
supremacist group. common sense 
dictates that, at the critical moment, 
Officer diGuglielmo was focused on 
the metal bat, not the color of the man 
wielding it.

Judge Bellantoni’s decision was 
correct on several levels. Witness state-
ments are frequently coerced by police 
to shape or alter their testimony at 
trial. For example, I was coerced into 
giving a false confession. Prosecutors 
had no excuse for hiding the coercion 
from the defense. had the jury known 
dillon and White changed their stories 
after being coerced by police, it almost 
certainly would have acquitted Office 
diGuglielmo of depraved indifference 
murder, too.

For that reason, the appellate 
division ruling makes no sense. Justice 
Lott, writing for the panel, stated that 
disclosure of police coercion “would 
not have made a difference.” This 
is absurd. The jury had to choose 
which version of events to believe: 

Richard DiGuglielmo Surrenders 
to the Crushing Power of a 
Misguided Appellate Court signs also must list the name of the tow 

operator, his license number, and the 
towing fee which is limited to $50.

The signs at Wroclawski’s lot list an 
illegal, inflated fee of $65. Wroclawski 
admitted his company erected the signs. 
When asked about the illegal fees posted, 
he blamed Jenkins. “We got our infor-
mation for the signs from him,” he said.

Booting vehicles illegally parked on 
private lots is governed by § 111-32 of 
the yonkers city code. The ordinance 
limits booting fees to $60 – not the $65 
listed on Wroclowski’s signs or the $70 
demanded by Jenkins -- and owners 
must post time limits for parking. To 
boot an illegally parked vehicle, the 
owner must record “when the vehicle/
driver was observed parked beyond the 
time period allowed.” Wroclawski’s signs 
have no posted time limit for parking.

he was asked to explain. again, he 
blamed Jenkins, and denied he or anyone 
at his company was aware Jenkins was 
booting vehicles in his lot and demanding 
cash on the spot remove the boot. 

“We don’t pay him for his services,” 
said Wroclowski. “We make no money on 
this, we don’t make a single penny on this.”

The Guardian contacted Jenkins who 
told a very different story. he denied 
the illegal fees posted on the signs came 
from him. Wroclawski was asked about 
Jenkins’s statement and said Jenkins “is 
a liar.”

Jenkins was asked if extorting 
parkers by booting their cars was done 
at Wroclawski’s direction or with his 
knowledge. “It’s none of your busi-
ness” he replied angrily. he was then 
asked if the yonkers police were aware 
of his practices. again, he replied “it 
is none of your business.” he refused 
to confirm whether he kicks back any 
funds from booting to Wroclawski’s 
company. Finally, Jenkins was asked 
about sorrentino, and specifically, why 
he refused to examine her store receipt 
proving she shopped at Kay’s Liquors. 
he hung up the telephone.

det. sgt. Patrick Mccormack is 
the Public Information Officer for the 
yonkers Police. after learning about The 
Guardian’s investigation, he advised “the 
hack unit will be responding to the lot 
to check that the posted sign at the loca-
tion is compliant” with the ordinances, 
§ 111-21 and 32. he also advised “The 
hack unit will also look at the permit 
application for that particular tow 
company” and encouraged other victims 
extorted by booting to call the hack 
unit at 914-377-7389.

Meanwhile, Wroclawski said he 
would refund sorrentino’s $70, but 
refused to provide an address where she 
could come and pick up the check. “It 
is somewhere in yonkers, that’s all I am 
going to say.” he offered to “meet her

Continued on page 23

Parking Extortion by L.A. Towing – Yonkers  
Police Now Investigating Continued from page 2
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