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Deat Mp. Gleapy:

U Bowvembet 26, 2001, you and Keonecth L. Jorgensen, Flrst Assistant Director af
The: DESice: af Lawyers Frofessional Respeonsibility fsecued sn “ADMINISTRATIVE OREDER"
gy To Jobn Gregory Laabros' filing of cowplaint against Minnesota Abtaeneys:

a- Colia F. Celeel;
b. Douplas H. Fetersom;
C. David L. Lillrhoug;

dated dectobker 30, ZO01. Tour “"ATMINISTEATIVE ORDER" was ditvected as Em Ehe acr{ons
of ATIGENEY COLIA F. CEIGEL, =stacing "NETERMIKATION THAT DISCIFLINE I35 HOT WARRANTED,
WITHOUT IKVESTIGATION.™

LAMBRDS AFPEALS TOOR WOVEMBER 26, 2041 "ADMNINISTRATIVE JOELER."

Lombros believes that the Qffice of Professionel Responsibillity understamda hils
cozplaint, "Cowmplainant asserts that recpondent [Attormey Celael] failed to ad-
synately represent his [lambras'] [nterests by falling to requeat that the presiding
Judge recuse himselt pursuant to Ticle 28 1U.5.0, %459 which prohibice a United
Uratfes dfsErict court jodee to gadjvdicate o case that he or she was ionvelved with

i Unleed SENCE: AtCuTrney M

Mr. Cleary and Jorgensen further state wichin chere “"REASONS FIE DECISIDN DT TO
INVESTIGATE," that Lambros may noc have a ciesr "interpretatiovo or appl lcatipn of
Ele staruce."  Lambros bas oa EI.:L{iH_.‘I.:'F_ mmderstanding of Title 26 U.5.C. #455(a)
and §4353{b) (3], and LINCUEPOMATES al] pleading wEchin LAMERDS vs. DS5A, Civil Filae
Ho. 99-2B(RGR}, chat arve avallalile wicthin lazhros BCDOTT BBAZIL web site:

www . bracilboycokl . oTy

under the scction "BIBERT G. RENWMCR, UMITED STATES TISTRICT COURT JUDGE, AS TO

YIOLATIONS OF TITLE #H 0.%.G. 54553{a} and S455(bi (35, DISTRICT OF MIWNMESOTA." 1
1.
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Lambroys further supgests that Mo, Cleary and Jorpencen read LILJEBEKG wa. HEALTH
SHRWTCES ACQUISLTICON CODRY., 100 L.Ed.2d 855 {1988) (Vielation of Ticle 2B USCA
fa5s{a) which pequires |udze to DISOUALTIFY HIMSELF in any proceeding o which his
lopartizlley might reasena%ly be questicned NOQES HOT REJUVIRE SCIEWTER, although
Judge's lack of lmowledge of disquallfying circumstsnces may bear an guestion of
tewedy . )

TMILL RECORD

Lambtes Tl leves Mr. Cleary and Jergensen shouwld review the "FULL RECORD™ in Lhis
acblon and Interview Attorney Cefizel and Judpe Renmer. The Edphiteh Cirvcuofe Coort
of Appeals states that a "claim of blas of judge must be svaluaced In che Ilghe
of che FOLL RECORD not simply in the light of an izolated inectident. 2B U.5.[.A,
§4550a"  Gear, IN RE FEDERAL SKYWALF CASES, 630 F.Z4d 1175, Head Hote B (Bth [1r.
1982). 1t 1% entirely possible that Judge Zenner Instrucked Actarney Gefsel not
to intorn LAMAROS that he presscuted him inm 1976 on drug charges. Alsn yow, U.5,
vs., GREENSPAN, 26 F.3d 1001 (l0th Cir. 1994) (Recussl on ground chac Judge’s

—_—

Impattiality might Teasonably be gueaticned 1s to be judged on RECOED; [c §s nar

recst iom af elther government or defendamt beariag burden af praal. 2B USHA 5555(3)),

LAMBROS THCORFDRATES HIS ROVEMEER ZB, Z0M)1 LETTEM OF
AFFEAL. AS TD ATTORNEY FETERSON & LILLEHAGG

tm Kovember I3, Z00, viz U.5. Certitied Mail Lembros submitted his “LETTER OF
APPEAL" a5 to Atterney David L. Lillehaug and Douglas B, Peteracn to Hr. Cleary.
Tambrns 1s requesbies that letter wo be incorporated within this appeal.

bi' ERROES 50 SER1MUS THAT ATTORNEY CELSEL WAS WOT
FIRCTIORIRG AS CIAIRSEL UTALIFT AS TNFROFESSIOHAL
CORDUGT *?

Mr. {leary and Mr. Jorgeasen stats, "The TNirectors Dffdce 1s limited to dnvestigating
coxplatnes of wprifesslvoal conduct and prosccuting disciplinary acticne against
accarneys." Lambros clearly cutlines In hiz Hovember 2B, 2001 APPEAL LETYHER .

ta Attarney Lillehauyg and Peterson the standsrds of "The ABA Hedel Code of Professiowmal
Responsibilicy,” "The ABA Model Rules of Profescionel Conduct," "Federal Rule of

Givil Procedure L1, ard "Title 28 USCA &455," thet would clearly qualify, iF

hrearhed, as Sixth Amendment viclations. TIn fect, the Eighth Circult Coubt of

sppeals has rulcd, sue sponte, that an attorney iz DEFICLENT when hefshe is oot
fazilisr with ¢he criminal guidelines and failed to challempge the agovetrnment’s beoach
of its agreement. See, U.5. ws. GRAMADDS, 162 F,31d 343 [(Eeh ir. 19949)

i}i_.
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The FLrst Circuie has stated, "4 ootlon to recuse o trial judge da inherently all-
ensive to the sittimy juwdge, See, HOLT vs. VIRGIKTA, 14 L.Ed.2d 290, 294 {1965},
because i1t requires the moving party to sllege and subataetiate bDlaz and prijudice
—craits conttary rte the laparclality expected [rom 4 mortal cloaked in judiclal
robe. Tet the FAIR ADMINISTHATION OF JUOSTLCE REQUIRES TBAT LAWTERS CHALLFRGE A JIDGE'3
PORMIETED INFARTIALITYI WHEN FACTS ARISE WIICH SUGGEST THE JUDGE EAS EXE1RITED BIAS
OR PREJUDICE. TEE AFPROPRIATE NECHANISM TIN SuCH A CHALLENGE IS A MOTLON TO HECDSE.™
Sog, U.5, ws, COOPER, B72 F.id I, -3 flsb Cle. 19E5).  Also see, HOLT, B4 L.Ed.Z4
241, Pead Mate 2 [The due process right te be heard neceasarily embodivs a rvighe

to file zotiony and pleadings essemtizl ta present cleims snd ralse relesant lesites,
ineluding motiaons for change of venue to ESGAFE A EIASED TRIBUHAL.

Tlhe Supreme Couwrt has deseribed attorneys as 'assletants to the coutt la search of

a just solution to disputes.” OHRALTK ws, OHIG STATE BaR ASS°H, 436 0.8 447, &G0
(1978), Quoting, HOWELL vea. STATE BAR GF TFRAS, A4l F.2d 205, 207 {5th Cir. 19EE).
Alvc, IW RE SHYDEE, 472 1.5, at bba=45 (L9A5), Former Chief Justice Burger descrihed
the lawyers role Ln the administration of justlce Ln che following lenmguage, - . «
The license granted hy che court reguires members of the bar Co conduct themsclvou
lt i manner COMPATIBLE WITH THE ROLE OF COURTS IN TAE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE."

Ln a courkroom, 3 lawyer wlthowt a clfent £z like an acter without a part: hefshe

has an role te play, and na Lines to deldver. Attooney Oelnel denled TAMBROS his

due process right te file a4 mactfan for recussl of Judge Hepoer oader Title I8 DECA
§4550a) and §453(bh{3}, ss itlustrated in HOLT. The questlon [, "DID LAMBROS HAVE

A BLGHT T0 PRESENT EVIDEHNCE (R TERTIMONY AS T VIOLATIDHE DF TITLE 28 U.5.C. $455{a&)
ond B453(b) (3} AGAINET JUDLE ROBERY 0. EENWERT" It 1z only falr £ measure Attorney
feilsel's righta by LAMERAS' rights. If LAMERDS has no toial rlaht Eo present evidence
pr Lextlnony, them the evidence ur testimony may oot be presented.  Artorney Ceidsel
denled LAMBADS hiz ripght to present a defense and showld e sanctioned wnder ABA
STANDAHDS RELATIMG TOD THE ATMINISTREATECH OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE.

ACtorney Celsel beared rhe bButrden of provimg Judge Kemer's fmpartiality might rea—
sonably be questioned hy the averages percson on the street who bnew all the relevant
factz of the case. 5oe, RAKNISTER wa. DELO, 100 F.3d 610, 6lé (8th Cir. 139963 ("Undecr
§455(a), we consider whetber the judre's i{opartiality might reasonably be guestivned
by the Bverags persnm oo the itreet who knew #l) che relevant facks of B case.")

It iz glso necoussaty For The Office of Lawyers Professieonal Fesponslbility to ask
Attorney Ceisel il Judge Renner solicited advice from her to determine whether to
Jiaqualify himself. See, MATTER OF NMAT. UNKCuH FERE JWS. CO. OF FITTZBURCH, Z39 F.d4
ik, 23031 (7th Clir. 19E&8%(judge should not soldcdt counsels” wilews oo questions
of appearance of partielicty and recwss) because judge should reach owm deteraination
and such questloss are “franght wicth pncential cpercive elements-"}

Attorney Gelsel kmew that 1f any doubt exlsted as to Judge Renmer's “IMPARTIALLTY
MIGHT REASOMAELY EBE QUESTIOWED BY THE AVFRACGE PERSO0N O THE CTEEET WHO KENREW ALT THE
KELEVAMT FACTS OF FIE CASE," doubts would be cesolved In favor of recusal.  See,
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L EE CHEVEOM, T.5.4., IKC., 121 F.3d 163, 165 {&ch Ctr. 19B7)(if gquestion of
whether §&455(a) requires Jdisqualification is close wne, balance tips in favor
of recusal.)

CONGI 310K

Attorney Cedsel, Judge Renner, V.5, Artarney [I1lehaong, and 0.5, Assistant Attormey
Petersan where cbligated to sCay infarxed of Jahn Grepory Lambros' past criminal
procesdings that were filed as INPMRMATION uo December 17, 1932 im U.5. vs. LAHERDS,
Crimipal bo. 49-8%-22{5], that LAMEREOY was resentenced on February L3, L297. Sae,
Kovember 2@, ZDD1, LETTEE OF AFPPEAL a5 co Attornev LILLEHAUDG & PETERSCN, EEHTRIT A.

The December 17, 19%2, TNFPIRMATION £41ed by Attormey LILLEHAUG & PETERSOH, cleatly
may talse the appeacrance af Impartfalicy or lwpropriety, as Judge Reaner was the
0.5. sttorney that [nvescigated, indicted, and assisted im the sentencing of 1LAMBRDE
in the crimes outliued wichin the DPecemwmber 17, L9592, INFORMATIDE. And when soch
clrcumstances ace present approprlate actloens should of been taken by Attarner
Celisel. In this [nstant case elther Judge Renner, Attormey Celsel, Attorpey Puotersan,
or Attoroey Lillehaug must bave kaowm of the grownds for disqualification and any

of them should hawe raised the luswue. If the lasuwe had been ralsed and Llwlly dls-
cloced John Gregory Lambrous woeuld pot of been denled hilz FATR ADMINISTRATION OF
JUSTICE &nd DUE PROCESS right te he flle motlons and pleadings essential to present
vlaios and relevent lssues, Locluding mobloez for change of venue Lo escape 8 bigued
erilumal.

Lambras belleves thet The PEflce of Lawvets Frofeszslopal Bespoosibility must coneider
che fullowlng stepa: 1} the risk ol I[njustlee ca Jahn &Gregory Lambras in this sppeal;
2% che rizk that the denial of sanctlloos agalnst Attorney Celzsel will produce injustice
[n other casea; and 31 the risk of undermining che pubfic’s confidence in the judiecial
process of The 0ffice of Lawyers Prolessionil Respansibflicy.

I John Gregery Lambros believes Chet o suhsbantial likelihood exilated aa to Hinnesota
Attarney CoEim F. Cedsel wiclakbions of the ABA MODEL CODE OF PROFEEELONAL EESPOR-
SIBILITY, THE ARA MDDERL RIMES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT, AaBA STANDARTRS RELATING T THE
ADMINISTEATION OF CEIFIMAL JUETIGE, amd other rules pertaining to the sthics ol
Minneaota Attorners.

LAMBROS requests that this compleint be Investigated.

Thankimg, you loo advance for your conalderacion inte the investigatioon of thils catter.
I declare wnder pensalty of perjury thet the foregolng is true and gorrect. Title

28 C3CA § l7agn,

EZECOTED OM; Decerber 3, 2001

nn Gregory Lambeas, Pro 4e




