CERTIFICATE {OF SERVICE

TAMERDS wa. T.B.A., CIVIL FO. 99-CV-28 (Judge Roswoluum): Criminel Ho.
§—89-CR-B2 (5]

MR FLILLMG:

1 hevehy ztate undaer the penalty of perjury that a trwe and correct
copy of tha following:

L. METTTON TO DISCLOSE CIHRRFNT INVESTICATION BRY THE KINRESOYA OFFICE OF
LANYFRS PROFESSIONAL BESPONSTATLITY.™ Datced: Jamuary 02, 2{0L.

waj gerved on the followlng this _ Ind dey of 42555:1 v 2007, via T.5. Mafl
through che U.5. FPenltentfary Leavenworth oailroewm/legal mailbox, to:

l. CLERE OF THE CQOURT
IMetrict of Hizmesota
T.5. Faderal Courthouse
J1a HNorth BRobert Srreef
Et. Paul, Mimmasocba 55101

O0.5. CERTIFIED MATL BO. 70 L-0370=0002-3595-91 94
dne (1) original and onm {1) copy for FILING.

z. T.5. Attorney's QFSice
Digtriect of Mipnasota
B.5. Federal Courthouse, Suite &00
PG South 4rh Jcreetr
Minpegpollis, Minpapota 55413

3. INTEENET RELEASE TO ALL "BOTCOTT BRAZILY SUPPOURTERE AND BEUMAN RIGHTS GROTUES
GLOBALLY FIR REVIEW, COMMENT, AND RELEASE. Web siitxl www.braxilboycott.org

4, Lambros famlly ueoberas.

= e

Gregory Lambros

Reg. No. O0436=124

0.5. Peoltentidry Leavenworth

F.0. Box LD

Legvenworth, Kansaa GE0DAE-1000 2 OSA

Wab aite: wew.braxilboycokt.org
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PNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DLETRICT OF MINNESOTA

JOHR GRESEY LANBEDE, A CINIL TFILE ¥NO. 99-28 {RGR}
Paritlonar, L Crimfnal Flle No. 4=-R0-BZ(03)

va. ¥ APFIDAVIT PORM

TMITED STATEE OF AMERTICA, *

JAMRS M. ROSENBATM, U.3. PMetrict Chief Judgs.
Respondent . *

MOTION TO DISCLOSE CUERENT IRVESTIGATICN
BT THE MIWNESOTA OFFICE OF LANTERG
PROFESSIOMAT. BESPORGIBILIIT.

BOW COMES the Petitioner, JOHN GREGORY LAMBEDS, {heveinafrer Movant)
digcloaes to this Court the current inveatigation by the Minteaata Gffice of
Lawyers Frofesslonal Respomeibllity, Mioresota Judicial Center, I5 Conetltution
Avenus, Sults 105, St. Paul, Minpescota 55155=1500, Telephone (651) Z36=3352, as

to tha actlonw of Minneacta atforneys:

a. Colin F. Ceisel: {Minnescta Ragistration Mo. 15B%1)
b PBouglas Feterson; (Hinoesote Regletration Mo, 14437)
o David L. Lillehmig,

ag to thers actiona on February 17, 1997, the day Movant vas RESENTENCED bafare
the Boporable Rebert . Heumer, Senior United States IMatrict Judge, in the criminal

matter aotitled U.S5. vo. LANBRDE, Criminal File 4-239-82{03).

Movant believes it {# hia duty to diaclcse all "PARATLEL. LITECATION AMDS

OF INVESTIGATION™ in this abeve—antitled makker.

EIHLEETS AYTACHED:

Attached for thie cowrts review and Eile are the following letters from
Joho Grapgory Lambros to the Miopesota Offica of Lawyers Professional BResponzibility

and 1etters from the Minnesota OFfice of Lawyers Profezsicmal Respoosibility Lo

1.



Johh Gregory Lambros:

1. Octobar 30, 2001, Lambres' letter to Hinnesots DEfflce of Lawyers
Professional Responeibility;

p Hovember 21, 2001, Kennath L. Jorgensen, First Assistant THrector
of che Minnesots O0ffice of Lawyere Frofeasional Responsibilicy to Laobres, as to
Attornay DDTGCLAS R. PETERSON,

3. November 21, 2001, ¥enneth L. Jorgeosen, Flret Asslatant Ddteckop
of the Minnesuta (Fffce of Lawvera Professional Responuibilliey to Lambtos, as to
Attorney DAVID L. LILLEHAUG;

&, Hovepber 26, 200, Eenneth L. Jorganaen, Firut Assiutant Dirveckar
of the Hinnesoca Gffice of Lawvers Profeassional Regpousibility to Lambros, ag ba
Atturney COLIA F. CEISEL;

LR November 2B, 2001, Lambroa' "LETTER OF APPEAL" to Minnezota Office
af Lawyers Professional Responaibilivy, ms to AtCorney LILLERAUG and Artorney
FETERSON;

. Tecember 3, 2001, Lambros’ "LETTER OF APPEAL" to Minnesata Gffice
of Lawyers Professiona] Reaponsibilicy, as to Atterney GELSEL;

T. bgcember 12, 2001, Candice M. Hojam, Senior Agzistant Director,
Minnesota Office of Lawrers Professilonal Responsibilicy lecker (o Lanbros, regarding
appaal of actlen againat Attorney LILLEHAUG;

g. becember 12, 2001, Candice M. Hojon, Senlor Aggletant Director,
Minnesots DEELice of Lawyera Professional Responsibiiley letter to Lambros. regerding
appesl of action agalnst Attorney CEISEL;

q, Decembar 12, 2000, Candfce M. Hojan, Senior Assistant Director,
Minnezota O0Ffire of Lawyers Professional Respomsibility letter to Lambros, regarding

appezl of actlon sgalnst Attormey FETERSON.

CONCLOSI0N:

Mowvant Lambros believes thac cthe above exhibits will asslat thie Courk
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in evaluating the "FULL EECDED™ in thl: above entitled action, as raquired by

the Eighth Cirecuit Coutrt of Appeals, See, IHW KE FEDERAL SKYWALF CASES, 680 F.2d

1175, Head Wote B (Bth Cir. 1982}, cert. dended, 74 L.Ed.2d 383 (1982); and

IN RE WIHEBOURD BOXES AWTTITEUST LITIGATION, 724 F.Supp. 648 (D.Mimm. 1589) (Head Note 3}).

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foragoing 1s true and

correct; as per Tlele 28 U.5.C.A. §L746.

EXECUTED DN: Januery 1, HMZ

Tegory Lawbroa, Fro Se

-E-l- Mo, Uﬂ-':l-ﬁﬁ—lz-fl-

V.5, Penftentiary Leavenworth

F.0. Bax 1000

Leavenworth, ¥Xansag BGAIGB-1COA 154

Wab site; www.brexilboycott.org



Dotober 34, 2001

Joeha Gregory Lambros

Beg. Mo. 00436174

U.5, Pendtentiary Leavenworth

P.O., Dox 1009

keavenworth, Kanaas HA&048=1000  1USA
¥eb site: www.brazilboycoct.aorg

Edward J., Clearvy, Director

Uffice of Lawyers Profesalonal Reaponsibilicy
Hinnegora Judlgsizl Center

25 Coostitution Avenue

Eulte E05

Sc, Faul, Miponesata  55135=1504

Tel. {651) 296-3957

B.5. CERTIFIED MAIL NRO. FOO L =030 M03-3596—66657

EE: TFILIBG OF CTRIPLAINT AGATNST MINRESOTA ATTORNEYS :

B. Colia F. Celsel; {Attarney Ragierration ¥o. 158%1)
b. Douglas Peterzon; {(Attorney Raglatration Mo, 14527
c. David L. Lillehayg:

Deat Mr. Cleary:

On February 10, 1997, a resentencing hearing was held before the BONORABLE A0BERT
G. REWNER, Senior United Zrates DMetriet Judge, IMaktrict af Minnesots, in the
critinal matter entitled United Stacas v3. John Gra ory Lambiows, 4-B9-BI{053)1(0,
Miun. 1934}, as to the Syptember B, 1995, Eighth Circuit Couvt of Appeals decizion
vacating the life sentesce impowsed oo John Cragory Lambroa. See, 0.5, vs. LAMBROS,
&5 F.3d 698 {fch Cir. L995%.

Attoromey Colis F. Cefgel represepred John G.Lambras at the February 19, 1937, heariog
and Asaizteny U.5. Arcoroey Doruglas Petersyn amd 1.5, Attoraey David [, Lillehaug
te¢prasented the T.5. Goverpment.

Uo April 10, 2H}, I merved a motion in ['.5. vs. LAMBROS ., Civil Ha, 9%-28(RGR} ae

Co Criminal File Mo, §=89-B2(05) antirlad ”EETIQH IO VACATE ALL JUODGMENTS AND QRDEERS
BY TNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE BOBEET G, FENNEA PUESUANT TO RULE 6O(k} (Y

OF THE FEDERAL RULEE OF CIVIL PROCEDITRE FUE VIOLATIONS OF TITLE 28 B.5.C.A_ § &55 .
Pated April £33, 2001,

A Fou koow, Title 28 U,5.2. % 455 daes not allow an Unleaed Staces Disecrlet Coupr
Judge to adjudicate a case that he o she a3 United Scares Attovney began. See,
U.B5. ws. ARMPRIESTER, 37 F.3d 466 (9th Cir. 1994); KENMDRICE w5. CARLSON, 095 P,.74
1440, 1441, Head Note 3 (Bth Cir. 1993). "Un{ced States Artormey merves am coutisel
to zavernment Iin ALL FROSECUTIONS brought in his districr wWhile he 1g 4o opffdce and,
thevefore, he 1z PROBIBITED FROM LATER PEEIIDNNG OVER THOSE PROSECUTIONS AS JUDGE .
26 I}.5.C.A. & 455(B3{21.7

fobert G. Repner was the Upited Stateas attoroey far Mimneapolis, Minpesota from L35
to 1977, thus respomaible in the Indictamens of JOHN G, LAMBROS {n Elye following

S, .

Foo o v
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Debober 30, 2001

Latbros' letter to E.., Cleary, Dffice of Lawvers Profeecional Besponoibility
RE: FILING OF COMFLAINT - Artorneys Celsel, Peterson, & Lillchaug.

criminal procesdings ia the Dictrict of Minnescta, Minneapolia/st. Paul:

a. CR-3-73-128, with judgment eotered ap June 21, 1976
b. CR-3—76-17, with judpoent entered ap Jume 2L, 2976;
£, CB-3-76-5%, with judgment enterved on March Ty 1937,

United States District Court Jodge Bobert §. Renmer used che abave 1875 and 1974
¢flminal convictivns to INCREASE John Gregary Lambros' dentence on February 10,
1987, based on tachoical appiications af cha U.G. Sentencipg Gefdelines and che
statute LAMEBUS wee sentecoced wnder. The same crimes that Judge Henper Invextizated
and prosecutad LAMAROS op im 1976 ang |077.

ATIORNEYE CEISEL. PETFRESON, & LILLERATC ENEW JUDGE RENMER PROSECUTED LAMBEDS IN 1976:

Due to the fact that Lambros' sentence wes lacreased due te his 1975 and 1978 {nddete—
metits and convwictiona and the goveroments' filing of Ticle Zl T.5.C.A. Sectlon B31,
FROCERDTHCE TO RSTABLISH PRIOE CONVICTIOMS, tha law States that the Govermment AEARS
THE BURDEN cof proving EETUHD_EEéEﬂH&BLE DOURT THAT DEFENDANT [Lamhros] WaS IN FACT
CRHVICTED OF THE QFFENSE. See, [.5. vs. LUNA, 768 F.5upp. 705 (N.D.Cal. L921). There-
Fote, Attorneys CEISEL, FETERS0N, and LILLEHADG teviewed the lpdietmanks, docker

gheets and judpment orders in Lacbroe® 1975 and 1976 prior federal copwviccions.

Attachad for your taview 1a the March 24, 19756 INDICTHERT Lo CR=3~76-17 which 13
SICHED by Unired Scates Attorney BOMERT ¢, RENWEN and the fitsr rage of the dacket
sheat In CR-3-76~17 which ¢lesrly states chat BORERT £, EERNER was the 7.5. Attarpey,

I am alan affaring for yout review amd file ™vim the intermet™ a copy of the April
L3, 2(MH, servad april 20, 2001 “MOTION 0 VACATE Al), JUDGMENTS ANT ORDERS BY THITED
STATEE DISTRICT COTRT JUDGE RDHERT ©. RARNNER PURSTANT TO RULE 60{h) (6} DF TRE FEDERAL
ROLES OF CIVIL PROCFIURE FOR VIOLATIONS OF TITEE 28 [.3.C.A. § 455." This matfon

1z avallable in POF PORMAT {exact copy as submitted to the court} chrough my BEOYQOTT
BRAZIL web site: www. brasdlboycoct.oxg I've accached page 25 of the BOTCOTT BRAZIL
index homapage to a$sist you 1o locaking che morfun. Also note that I have 4 swarch
efngine built finto the BOYCOTT BRAZIL web aite on the first or second pEZE g asnist
Fou In going atraight to the marfon by entering April 13, 2001 andfor the Eitle of
the motlon.

LAMRROG RATSES A SOBSTANTTAL QUESTION AS TO ATIORREYS FITNESS AS A LAUTFE:

I John Gregery Lambros believe thac a substank{al Iikelihegd sxisted as tu Hinne=ata
Attorneys CEISEL, PETERSOM, and LILLEHATIE eptlspired endfor gommitted & violation of
the Rules of Professional Conduct &8 to the lawyer's homesty, trustworthiogas or
fitness as a lawyer, in oot requesting JUBGE RENNFR TO BISOUALIFY HIMSELF TH THE
FEBRUAEY 14, 1997, RESENTENCING OF LAMRENS,

Thanking yeu in sdvance for your investigation inta the above matber. [ declare
wnder penmaity of perfury that the foregedag 1s true and correct. Title 28 TSCA 51745,

Fre an:  GQotober 30, 2001

t Gregory Laghbros h.
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VP S—— ProGEEDINGS i v

J=2iem6 1. IFDICIMENT  {Devitt-J CH. 136) '

12,  TRAWMITTAL (RDER directing that deft. be copt. on $25,000 ¢35

JEC. AdEc hea 325,000 ¢S bomd 1n CH. 395=128
(Lodged in CR. 3-TH-1E
e 3. Flaged CRLEF FEDAICING BATL fi'ed 3-3-76 at Mionespclias in JEC .TE 40M 1o
File reduring baill to £25,000 cack or murety which 1z fn additfor to

bail pravicuzly set in parcetics caze 2. Conddtion of ball that deft.
report 1o peérscn at the offfes of the 7. 3. Marshal every weeskRday oo
later than 9 A.M.,that He¢ oot possmaz firmarms and that be tuen ig his
passport to the U. 5. Marshal. (J. Barl cwde, Y. 3. Meg. 3-5-To)

L. ATFERRARCE BOHD 455,000 CASH exsmuted 3-0-TA at Minneapolia.
E‘n ﬁli?r-'?ﬁ plased $25,000.00 cazh Bail in Reglstry of Court JRS TH-4GM

3. BREPORTER'S TRAMSCRTFT OF FRELDMIHMARY MEARTWG MARCH 3, 1570 at Mingespoltis

L.22.TE £, MINUTES OF PROCEFDLOES: Deft. arraigned on Gh. I and Flea of Guiity eniers.

Bood zemt'd. Imp. of genc. of impe. defer—ed aepd matter {s"Feferred

i to the preb. CEflce for pre-gert, Invest. and report. Count T to Le
' dismizzed at time ofF gsemiencing. (Jevizt-J) {andersan-Rencrter)

£=21-T6 | 7. JEFERDANT'S MOTTON T0 WITHDRAW FIILTY PLEAS (copy-original in CR. 3=-T5-128%

o 4.6
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Hovember &), 15948 lemer Storm Lamen o 30 Fedent: Judge Reprey and Lombros's anomey requesting char Dr. Crigui he
subpeenzed o keslify al the re-seqcencing, and Ibat he ke paid By the povaomeont.

L S TLLF S, T P L. T TN L § T = Do T

P ROBERT G. RENNER. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE, A% TO VIOLATIONS OF TITLE 28
D.5.C. § 455(a} AND § 455(b) (3). DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

nl 11 ¢ "WAFLIEIN [ WACATE AL T T TATE H E T

- e

Eii

: j ; 4 ¥1] "LLLF il : B o

] 428 ¢ Tlhia documest win filed ;m L8 v |AMARDS Civii File Xn 5978 (RGH), nminal Fil= Mg 4-09-32005) and is & TOTAL
OF 57 FACES wih some afhe exbuiill paged eontoiniog wo (2) pages that hawe been reducsd (o aggist in lowesng coping eoss 1 the crars,
TheeeEoee, what you ore reviewiog in FOUF fommal iz an exact copy of the doviomen: a5 gresented 1o the couton ApAl 20, 2007 via U5, Certified
Maul with Return Beceipt Requesced. Pleast oos e Lamibros Las numberd =ch page, in longhamd, i the lower fght band somer 30 o eades
are insuced that they don™ mwix-up exhibil order 3a sbey mavbe conflsoy. CLHCE HERE to view thest pages in POF foomat. THE FREE
ACRUBAT HEADER MAY BE DOWNLOADED FROM ATDORE SYSTEMS BY CLICKTNG HERE.

The abguwe Apail 13, MaH, "ROTEEN TO YACATE ALL JETIGMENTS AMD ORDERS %Y LS. DISTRTCT COURT MUIKE ROBERT G,
REMMER PURSTTANT TO RULE S0{by(6) OF FEDERAL RULES COF CTVIL FROCEDURE FOR wIGLATIOMS OF TITLE 28 TLS.c A,
54357 proves, ga per Secbea §435, kat the averair perion on be stregt "MICHT" harbor doubts 402 reemomably queastion 1.5, Disigol Coeunl
Judge Robert (. Renner's imparsedty foward TOHM GREGORY LAMBROS during 3l pracesdings when Indge Renner wag the United Stares
Adamey (or hlinnesoin that nvedignied and prosecured LAKBROS i 1975 and 1974, Title 28 7.5.C. $4550} 5o, =4 ny justive, JUDGE,
o rusicate nt the Titted States shell BISOQUALTFY himarlf in ANY proceediog m which hs TMPARTIALITY MIGHT REEASONABLY BE
QUESTIONED.” Title 2 [7.5.0. §455(b)3) states, "[{h]] He aball alaz PESOTIALTEY horeelf in the Fol oL circunsscem: [3) Where he b
aered in goveTaoenlal mmployment uod uoosach caparciy parteipaed i cownael, sdvisse o saseial witnesg comcening the nrocssdiog o
R AN Cpinem soncerzog the menrs of tha purccutar cuse in contoversy," The followitg B am axposed within the April 12, 2001,
BIOTIIN;

& 15, Artomey Roser 0. Bemmer LLEGALLY ndicied LARMBROS on March 24, 1576 and astisted in the Jlege] sentemcing of LAMERDS m
Tune X1, 1976, & ta violazsng of law dbar did s ocor oo faderal property, Titke LB T.5.C. Secticng 1 and [ 14, See, FXHIBIT A fac Lo
Criminal File Mumbet CF-3-T8-17, Daserer of Minoesoea},

b. The [L5. fitorreey™ Crfice in Mirmeapeli FALSIFIED documents so the 8. Court of Appenls a5 to -he March 24, 198 (NOLCTRENT,
ag rha Fightdh Circuit stoted TAMBRODS wa indicted on weladons of Tik LE TS0 H 101 aod [114, ot 114 aa staced in the isdictseme and
jndgmtn crde signed try Judge Dot See, 15, 1. LAMBROS, 614 F2d 179, 194 (Eth Co. 9B,

G The L5, Actacney Robest 3. Renner' anut Lig eotpluyess in 1576 weed an L EGAL indictment oo leversge & atgalatmd piea of guilty from
LAMTELS on charges unrelated. Ses, [L3, ve, LAMBROG, 564 F.2d 962 ($th Cir. 1976).

o Wirden Mickey Ray is requested 1o imvestigabe why cwa {23 TUDGMENT ANT FROBATIONCOMMITMENT ORDERS appear witkin
Lambras .S, Burgau of Prsuos fils a Zeavenworth Penitentiary, a5 th UL, o3 LAMBEROS.. Dockst Munber CR.3.76 17, Chstict of
hmoesats, Tais = e sams crcizel case 1S, Acticoey Rodert O, Renner, now 115, Tudee Renner, indicesd Lambeas on Macch 24, 1974, Fac
ASSAINT and “hangsd B1¢ charges o MURDEF. witer Lambooa plead o an ilegai mdictmen: far amealt, Lambrae August 20, 2001 Lt
Waniin Mickey Ray iz a TOTAL OF 9 PAGES including exhibics. CLICEK HEEE 11 view these pages o PRE formes, THE FREE ACROBAT
HEADER MaY AE THYWNLOADED FROM ATHDPE SYSTEMS PY CLICKING HERE.

B> [0 D ATIGUST 20, 2001 % ARDEN VICKEY Y LETTER HERE. N EDF.
e - P

' SECONIY AND SUCCESSIVE MOTIONS TO VACATE, SET ASIDE, OR CORRECT SENTENCES [TNDER
TITLE If U.54. §3333 BY JOHN GREGORY LAMEBROS,

The following se0ond of sudkessive mobona filed ander Title 28 UL5.C. §2255 are diccetly or indiossUy doe tp the 2cfions of Tnited Sintes
Allomey ROBERT ., AENNER in 19799 and 19748, now [Inited Seat=s Qamrict Canrt ludge ROBERT & RENWER wha -=1ememced
LAKBROS i 1999, Yau b= the judps if "THPARTIALITY MIGHT AF QUESTIONED is 1o |he acians of ROBERT . RENNER, and
then review LAMBRDS' Apnl 13, 201, "MOTION TO YACATE ALL IWDGMENTS AND ORDERS BY UNITED $TATES DISTRICT
COURT WDGE ROBERT G, RENNER PURSTTANT To} RULE s0/bka) OF THE FEOGRAL BUTLES OF COVTL PRAICEDURE FOF
WVIOLATIONS OF TTTLE 28 .5 C.A, §455.°

riEp: 1 wwrer braTibas camar g Fuge 21 0f T

A



In the Matter of the Complaint of DETERMINATION THAT

JOHEN GREGURY LAMBROS, #420-124 DISCIPLINE 15 NOT
LIS, Penitenbary Leavenwoerth WARRANTED, WITHDUT
PO, Box 1044 INVESTISATION

Leavenworth, K5 66048-10{0
against DOUGLAS R, PETERSOMN,
an Attormey at Law of

the State of Minnesota.

TO:  Complainant and the Fespondent Attorney Above-Named:

After reviewing the documents submitted by the comnplainant, the Dhrector has
determined not to nvestigate this complaint pursuant to Rule ${d)1), Rules on Lawyers
Professiona] Responsibility. The reasons for the Director’s decision not to investigate
this complaint are as follows:

Complaint Summary

Complainant is carrently incarcerated in the TL5. Pergtentary in Leavenworth,
¥ansas. Complainant asserts that respandent, who represented the US. government
with respect to recent appeals that he brought, failed to discharge their responsibilities
because respondent failed to request that the presiding judge, Robert G. Renner, recuse
himself on the matter. Compilanant asserts that the judpge should have recused himself
under Tite 28 1.5.C, § 450 which prchibits a United States district court judge to
adjudicate a case that he or she, as a United States attorney, commenced.

Reasons for Dedision Net fo Investigate

While complainant asserts that respondent sormehow had an obligation to
request the judge to disqualify himself with raspect to the Fetruary 10, 1997,
re-sentencing mation, the complaint makes it clear that respondent represented the
United States government, rather than complainant, Nothing in the rmaterials provided
to the Director' s Office requiras that the attorney representing the government has a
duty o request that the presiding judge recuse, or indeed that respondent was aware of
the statute at the time of the heardng.

Moreover, complainant acknowledges that he was separately represented during
that motion process. If complainant believes that the judge improperly presided over
the mobton, complainant has adequate recourse through the federal coarts and by way
of complaint to the appropnate mudiczal avthorities tegarding the judge’s conduct. The
Dhirector’s Office, however, declines ta investigate,



The Director's Ofiee is fimited to nvestigating complaints of unprofessional
conduct and prosecuting disoiplinary actions against attorneys. It cannot represent
com pdainants in any legal matter or give legal advice. Complainant must eetain an
attormey if either legal advice or representation is desired.

SMOTICE OF COMPPLAIMANT'S RICHT TO APFEAL

It the cormplainant is not satisfied with the Director's determination not to
mvestigate this complaint, an appeal may be made by notifying the Director in a letter
postmarked no later than fourfeen {14} days after the date of this notice. The lether of
appeal should state the reason(s} why the complainant beligves the matter shoutd be
invesiigated. A Lawvers Professional Responsibility Buard mermber will review the
appeal, The Lawnrers Board is comprised of 14 lawyers and 9 non-lawyers appointad by
the Minnesota Supreme Court. Appeals are assigned ta individual Lawyers Board
mermbers in Totation according to when they are received. The Board members’ options
poappeal are limited to either approving the Director’s decision not to investigate the
compiaint o7 directing that the complaint or some portion of the complaint be
investigated. This determination will generally be based upon the information which is
already contaired in the file.

Enclosed with this notice ta the respondent attorney is a copy of complainant’s
complaint

Dated: ./'f/ﬂ'&.ﬂ"\— .ﬂ;‘a"’ NN

EDWARD |, CLEARY

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF LAWYERS
PROFESSIOMN AL EESTFONSIBILITY

28 Constitubon Aventte, Suite 105

St. Pantl, MIN 551551500

(651) 296-3952

By
Kenneth L, Jolg
First Asgistant Dhirector

Al



In the Matter of the Complaint of DETERMINATION THAT

JOHN CRECORY LAMEBROS, #004536-124 DISCIPLINE IS NOT
LS. Perjtentiary Leavenworth WARRANTED, WITHOUT
P.C}. Box 1000 INVESTIGATION

Leavenworth, K5 66048-1000
against DAVID L. LILLEHAUG,
an Attorney at Law of

the State of hMinnesota.

TO: Complainant and the Respondent Attomey Above-Named:

After reviewing the decuments submitted by the complainant, the Diirector has
determined not ko investigate this complaint pursuant to Rule 8(d}1), Rules on Lawyers
Professionat Responsibility. The reasons for the Director's decision not to investigate
this complaint are as foliows:

Complaint Summary

Complainant is currently incarcerated in the UL.S. Penitentiary in Leavenworth,
Kansas. Complainant azserts that respondent, who represented the US. governrent
with respect to recent appeals that he brought, failed to diecharge their responsitilities
because respondent failed to request that the presiding judge, Eobert (. Renner, tecuse
himself on the matter, Complainant asserts that the judge should have recused himself
under Title 28 U.5.C. & 453 which prohibits a United States district court judge to
adjudicate a case that he or she, as a United States attorney, commenced.

Reasons for Derision Mot to Investigate

While complainant aszerts that respemdent somehow had an abligation to
request the judge to disqualify himself with respect to the February 10, 1997,
re-sentencing motion, the ¢omplaint makes it clear that respondent represented the
Urited States governunent, rather than complainant. Nothing in the matertals provided
to the Pirector’'s Office requires that the attorney representing the governrment has a
duty to request that the presiding judge recuse, or indeed that respondent was aware of
the statute at the tirne of the hearing.

Moreover, complainant acknowledges that he was separately represented during
that motien process. U complainant believes that the udge improperly presided over
the motion, complaimant has adequate recourse through the federal courts and by way
of cornplaint to the appropriate judicial authoribes regarding the judge’s conduct. The
Pirector’s CHtice, however, declines ko investigate.

1‘,1



The Director’s CHfice is lirated o investigating complaints of unprofessional
conduct and prosecuting disciplinary actions against attorneys. H cannot represent
complainants 0 any legal matter or give legal advice. Complainant must retain an
attorney if etther legal advice or representation is desived.

NOTICE OF COMPLAINANT'S RICHT TO APPEAL

i the complainant is not satisfied with the Director’s determination not to
investigate this complaink, an appeal may be made by notifying the Director in a letter
postmarked no later than fourteen (14} days after the date of this notice. The letter of
appsal should state the reason(s) why the complainant believes the matter should be
investigated. A Lawyers Professional Responsibility Board mermber will review the
appeal. The Lawyers Board is comprised of 14 lawyers and ? nen-fawryers appointed by
the Minnesota Supreme Court. Appeals are assipned o individual Lawyers Board
mernbers it rotation according to when they are received. The Beard members” options
on appeal are limited to either approving the Director's decision not ko investigate the
cornplaint or directing that the complaint or some portion of the complaint ke
investigated. This determination will penerally be based upon the information which is
already contained in the fle.

Enclozed with this nobice to the respondent attorney is a copy of complainant’s
cootplaint

Dated: _ML&M 2001

EDWARD ] CLEARY

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF LAWYERS
PROFESSIOM AL RESPONSIBILITY

25 Constitution Avenue, Sujte 105

5t Paul, MM 53155-1500

fE51Y 296.3852

First Assistant Dhrector



In the Matter of the Complaint of DETERMINATION THAT

JOHN GEEGORY LAMBROS, #00434-124 DISCIFLINE IS NGT
U5 Penitentiary Leavernworth WARRANTEL, WITHOUT
F.O. Box 1000 INVESTIGATION

Leavenworth, KS a6ldE-1000
against COLIA FCEISEL,

an Ahorney at Law of

the State of Mintesota,

TO:  Compiainant and the Respondent Attomney Above-Mamed:

After reviewing the ducuments submitted by the complainant, the Director has
determnined not t0 investigate this complaint pursuant to Rule 8(d)(1}, Rules on Lawvers
Profesgional Responsibility. The reasons for the Director's deciston not to investigate
this complaint are as tollows:

Complaint Summary

Complainant is incarcerated in the federal penitenbary in Leavenworth, Kansas,
Respondent represented complainant at @ 1997 hearing regarding a re-sentencing
matter. Complainant asserts that respandent failed to adequately represent his interests
by failing to request that the presiding judge recuse himself pursuant to Title 28 U5 §
425 which prohibits a United States diserict court judge to adjudicate a case that he or
she was involved with as United States attarney.

Reazons for Decision Not to InvesHzate

First, it is not clear whether complainant’s interpretation or application of the
statute is acmarate. Althcugh the statute appears to prohdbit fudges from presiding aver
prosecutions brought by his office while acting as United Stares Astormey, the statute is
silent about whether a judge may preside over subsequent prosecitions which take into
aceount at sentencing poor prosecutions commenced while the judge was U5,
Attornay. It is entirely likely that the statute could be construed strietly and that the
only prohibited matters are prosecutions commenced while the judge was U S,
Anorney, Here, the file numbers on the prosecutions before Judge Renner indicate they
wire comnmenced n 1989 and 1999, long after Judge Renner ¢eased being the U5,
Attornay,

In any event, resclution of the statute’s application i3 not necessary to determine
whether complainant’s complaint warrants investigation. Even if the statute did
preclude Judge Renner’s participation, at most complainant’s complaint alleges that
respondent did not adequately or effectively represent him. Ineffective assistance of
counsel elaimy are best raised in a post-conviction proceeding, as provided nnder Minn



Shar. §§ 590.00-.06, ot by appeal, or through the federal courts, or through other
post-conviction remedies. Courts presume that attormeys’ conduct falls within “the
wide range of reasonable professional assistance.” Strickiand o, Washington, 1645, Lt
2052 (1984), The Minnesota Supreme Court, to which this Office is accountable, in 1586
adopted the recommendation of its Advisory Cormmistes that this Oifice should not
narmaliy be involved in post-conviction claims of ineffective assistance of counsel
unless a court first finds impropriety.

The Director's Office Is limited (o investigating complainks of unprofessional
conduct and prosecuting disciplinary actions agatnst attorneys. [t cannot represent
complainants in any legal matter or give legal advice, Complainant must retain an
atborney if either legal advice or representation is desired.

NOTICE OF COMPLAINANT'S RIGHT TG APPRAL

[f the complainant 1 not satisfied with the Directt’s determination not to
investigate this complaint, an appeal may be made by notifying the Director in a letter
postmarked no Jater than fourteen {14) days after the date of this notice. The letter of

. appeal should state the reason(s) why the complainant believes the matter should be
investigated, A Lawyers Professional Responsibility Beard member will review the
appeal, The Lawyers Board is eomprised of 14 lawyers and % non-lawyers appointed by

the Minnesota Supreme Cotrt. Appeals are assigned to individual Lawyers Board
members in rotabon according to when they are received. The Board members” options
an appeal are limited to either approving the Director's decision ot to investigate the
corrplaint or directing that the complaint or some portion of the ¢omplaint be
investigated. This determnination will genevally be based upon the information which is
already contained tn the file.

Enclosed with this notice to the respundent attorney is a copy of complainant’s
complaint. :

Diated; jﬂ)’iﬂ-‘mﬂﬂk G;é - 2001,

EDWARD . CLEAEY

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF LAWYERS
FPROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

25 Constitution Avenue, Suite 103

St. Paul, MN 55155-1500

(651) 206-3952

By
Kenneth L. Jorg
First Assistant Clrector



Howvember 28, 2001

John GCregory Lambroa

Eeg. Mo. DODS3E=124

U.5. Penltenciary Leavecworth

F.0. Box 1000

Leavenworth, Kansas BEO&4H=-1000 UhA
Veb site: www.brazllbaycott.ncg

LETTER {OF AFFEAL

Edward J. Cleary, Director

Pffice of Lawvers Profeasional ERespongibiliby
Minpesota Judicisl Center

25 Copstitutipoo Avenue, Sulee 105

S3t. Paul, Minnegota 55155=1500

Tel. (E51] 29&6-3952

0.5. CERTTHFIED HALL ™). 7000-0520-0026-3237-1273

RE: LAMBRDE wa. DAVID L. LIILFHATRG & INIELAS RE. PETERSON,

Deay My, Cleary:

Dn Movegber 21, 2001 you and Eeoneth L. Jorgenasn, Flest Aseldtant Dirvector of
The Jffice of Lawyers Professicmal Responalbility iasued ewe (2] "ADMINISTRATIVE
DRDERS" as to Johw Gregory Lembroa' filing of complalak agalnet Minoesots AttoTneya:

a. Colda F. Celael;

b. Douglas 3. Peterson;
Cc. David L. Lillehang;

dated Qetober 30, 200L. Tour "ATMINIZTRATIVE QRUERE" were identica} in lanpuage
as to the acticos of Attormey DAVID L. LILLERAUG and DOUCTAS E. FETERSON, "DETER-
HMINATIOM THAT DISCIPLINE 15 MOT WAREAWNTED, WITHOUT [MVESTIGATION.” You did not
isaue an “ADMINISTRATIYE ORDER"™ az to the asclons of Attorpay Collie F. Cedisel.

LAMAROS AFPEALS TOOR BOVEMRER A1, 20401 "ATMINI STRATIVE DRDEES:"

Boath B.5. Attoroey Lillehawg and J.5. Assistdot Attorney Feterson heave a gpecial
duty as government agents to “SRCURE JUSTICE." See, U.5. wvs. PEYRO, TE& F.2d 826,
831 (Bth cir. 1986)(". . . To the contrarv, his [the prosscutor] special dury as
the government's agent Iz oot to gonwict, but to sacure justice. BERGER vs. [3.5.
295 [.5. 78, BB (1935)). The Eigheh Circuit clesrly states that 0.3, Attarnevs

ara aubject to to sanctiosng under ABA STANDABDS RELATING TD THE ADMINISTEATION OF
CRIMINAL JUSTICE. See, PEYAD, 786 Féd 83%. Also saae, U.5. ws. O'CONHELL, BAl F.2d
1408, 1423 (8th Civ. [93F),. cerr. denfied, 448 U.S5. 1011 (L9889} {citing U.S5. »5. FETED]
and U.5. v=. GUERRA, 113 F.3d &0%, 518 (B¢h Cir. 19970, 1o which the Efghch Cirecudlt
atated, "The cause of fuskice would be well served if prosscutors would hesd the
1525 admeaiciaon by che Supreme Gourt:

He |[she] may prosecute with earnestness and vigor - \h

y #



Fage 2

Movember 28, 2001

Lagbros" letter to Offlce of Lawyers Professicral Respongibllicy
EE: AFPPEAL

fndecd, he [she} should de eo. 3ut, while he [she]
mdy sbrike hard blows, he [che] IS ROT AT LINEETT TO
STEIKF FOUL OMES. 1t f= as mach he [her] duty to
refrain from inproper methods caleulated ta produce

a wrongful convicelon as it is to ne every Iepitimate
means to belzg about a just coe. {emphasic added)
BERGER ws. U.5., 295 U1.%. T8, 6B r1o3ysy.”

U.3. vs. GOERRA, L13 F.3d B09, 31& {&ch Cir. 19973,

TEE ARA MODET, CODE OF FROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

The ARA Model Gode of Prafessicoal BResponsibility DR-1-10%:
(A A lawver shall oot: . . .

{4} Engage In conduct invelving dishoneaty, fraud, deceoit, ar
or misreprasantation. [or]

(5) Engage in conduct thae is prejudizial o the admindgtration
af juacice.

THE, ARA MODEL EULES OF PROFESSIORAL COMDIKT

The ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduch have previsioms pimilar to the Model
Code:

RULE B.3, Reporting Professional Miscondugt

(a) A lawyar having knowledge rhat gmother lawyer has commitred

a vielatipn of the Huley of Professionil Coodeuct thak rmipes a gubstantial

questlan g5 to thet lawyer's honesty, trustworthipess orT fitneas as &
a4 lawyer In cther Tespects, shall 1alovrm the appropriace authoriey ...

RILE §.%, MISOOHNDUCT.

Lt 15 professional misconduct for 2 lawver bo:

{a) wiclate ay aktempt to viclate the Rulesz of Professiongl Cooduet,

knowingly assiat or Induce ancther eq dp s, or da so through the acks
of another: ...



Fape 3

November I8, Z0D0DL

Lambras" letter to OFFice of Lewyere Frofessional Responaibilicy
RE:  AFFEAL

fcd engage in condwce duvolving dishonesty, fraud, deceit ot
misrapresengtation;

(4)  cogage in conduct that 1 PEETIDICIAL TO THE ADMIKISTRATION
GF JOSTICE. [(omphaais added)

It iz Lasbros' understanding that Minnesots ¢ommon law states chat “deceit or
collusion® are "wirtwally Ldentical.” GCeas, HANDEEN va. LEMAIRE, 112 F.3d 1234,
1355 {&ch Cir. 1997).

FEDEEAL BOLE OF CIVIL PROCEDDRE Lj

A3 thie agency knowa, the federal courts use remadies auch as the Federal Rule of
Ciwvil Procedure, RULE 11, to regulate the coaduct of lawyers, ERule 11 has beeno
the fudicially praferred bausls for sanctions,

Afcer the 1982 amendments, Rule 11 prowided chat the aignstyre of 2o Bttarney oo a
pleading, motion or other paper le & CERTTFIGATE THAT: (1) tg¢ the best of hip koow=
ledge, dnformstion and bellef; (i) FORMED AFTERL EEASCMARLE IRQUIRY; (3} the dogu=
ment is well-grounded in fact: {4} is warranced by existing law ¢r a good Falch
argument for the extenslon, wodifieation, ov reversal of existlng taw; amd (5} Ehat
it i% not interposed [otf Any improper Purpese, such as to havrsss or CcAuBe unbecessary
delay or needlessly jdacreéase the coet of licigation. The 1993 AMFRDWENTS chatiged The
requirement of “well-prounded fn fact™ T "BAVE EVIDENTTARY SUPPOET.™ Therefare,

if an attormey’s fnvesrigation DQES MWOT meet the objective atapndard. theo the couck
need pot decide wherher cthete wasz 8 subiective good failth bellef, sloce compliance
with che objective standard iz a condicion precedant to the relavance of aubjective
guod faleh. "Simply put, subjective good faith no Lonpger ptavides the safe harbor

it once did." See, EASTWAY CONST. CORF. wa. CLTY OF HNEW YORE, 7&I F.2d 743, 253

(Znd Cir. 1985).

An interpreted under the E983 version of Rule 11, A luwyer may vinlare the objective
criteria of Rule 11 in three (3) respects: {1} Ly failing to make 4 tezagnable
foquiry into the facts; () by failing to meke 4 REASOHABLFE INQNIRY INTO THEE LAN:
ard (33 by failiog to draw the ressonable conclesion of a "CYMPETENT™ ATTORMEY.

See, JACRSON vs. LAW FIBM OF {0"BARA, BRUBERG, et al., 875 F.24 1224 (6th Cir. I 9a4)

The STARDARD 1s whether the sttormey’s conduct was reszonable under the clreumstances.
See, JENESEH ELECTEIC CO0. ve. HOIOHRE, CALIWFELL, ROWLAND & TIdbD, 873 F.2d 1327 {9h Cir.
Lagoy,

DUTY OF CAMDOE: Sooe courts have foterpreted Bule 11 ax imposfing a "DUTY OF CANDOK. ™
See, HLACFWELL ws=. DEPT. OF OFFENDEE REFABILITATION, BOT7 F.2d 914, 915-16 (Llth Cir.

"
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Mevember 38, 2001

Lambras’ letter to Office of Lawyers Peafessional Ergponelbility
FE: AFFEAL

1937). Falpe ptatements ip & writing are, of coures,. subject to sdanctions, ae
are mlpleading OMISSTONS OF MATERTAL FACTS. GSes, TH BE ROMNOO, ING., B3% F.2d
212 {Fth Cir. 1588) (FATLORE TO DISCLOSE in bankrupkey proceeding that ATTORKETY
HAD PFREVIOUSLY REPRESENTED UNSECDIED CHEDITONY .

TITLE I8 D.5.C.A EEEIIQI ALS
PFarties entclitled ta &enfoier oection

Title 2B U.Z.C.A. Section 455, the stakure indicating grounde for digsqualif icagionm
of judpge imposas self-enforeing duby on judge, EOT provieione may be enforced alan
by & party to the sction. See, T.5. wa. CONFORTE, 624 F.Id B6Y (9th Cir. 19805,
CEFL, denied, &6 L.Ed.2d A70; DAVIS wvx. BOARD OF SCHOOL COM'EE OF HOBILE COINTY ,
547 F.2d 1044, rehearieg denied 521 F.2d 814, gere. denied, o8 L.EdZd 183 (3th
Cir. 1975). Therefore, both U.5. Abtotusy Lillehawg and U.5. Assistant Aftorney
Petergon had a duky to enforee Tible 28 0.5.C.4, §455.

FACTS

1. tn December 17, 1992, T.E. Attorney Thomasz B. Heffelfinger and
daglptant U.5. Attotpey Douglas RE. PETERSON filed an INPORMATION io [.5. va. LAMBEGS ,
Criminal He. 4-B9-8705), which clearly steted that JOHH GREGOEY LAMBEDS had been
proviously coaviceed in the United Statea District Cowet Ear che District of Minne
28pta, bo wit: sonviction on JORE 21, 1976 of one count of possession with dntent
to dizFplbuete cocaine and one count of aazeult o Federal officers with a firearm
and convictico oo MARCH 7, 1977 of two counts of herpdn distribution and one counc
of herpin conspliracy. "Saild convictions exposs the defendant [Lambros] to enbanced
penalties under Title X1, United States Code, Sections AGLEBICL)CAY} mnd BAl{bY(L)I(R}
far the chargpas conteined within Counts I, ¥, ¥, and VEEIL." See, EXHIRIT A.

L. 0o Febrosry L0, 1997, the day LAMERIS wes resentenced, Arcopney
David L. Lillehaug was the U.5. Arcorney for the District of Minnesota, thus passess-
ing the atatutory duty within his discelet to "prooecute for mll offenses agalnse
the United Statea.” 28 D.S.C. §34T, Respansibility for prosecution necessardly
lacludes respongibility for INVESTICATION: there cap be mo prosecution upless 1t is
FRECHEDED BY INVESTICATTON. Responsibility for progsecution and the precedent {nvest—
1zatlan 1z tharc of the Unlted States Attormey io hias district;, OTHERE ATTOENEYS ARE
ONLY HIS ASSISTAMNTS, 28 0.5.C. §542 and 4543, See, D.5. vz. ARNFRIESTER, 37 F.3d
ahf, 467 (%th Cir. 1994}, Therefore, U.5. Attoweney David |. Lillehaug knaw that
LAMBROS was convicted and prosecuted by Judge Reoner when Judge Rennar was tha .5,
Atfommey in fhe District of Minoesocta from 19569 to 1077,

s



Page §
Hevegbey 23, X001
Lambros' leccar to OFElze of Lawvers Brofessional Respansihility

RE: AFPFEAL

3. The apalyalg offered in the above parageaph was pffeved by the
Miath Cireuit in 1,5, va. ARNPRIFSTER, 37 F.ld 406, 4567 (9th Cir. 1994}, which

further staced:

“Ihis apalvais imputes to the United States

actarmey Lhe knowledge and acts of HI3 ASSTSTANTS.

Buch "vertical imputatizm" to the head of the

office 15 what f3 done by che criminal statute

governing employment of a former govermment

employee 1n any matter “"which was under hia official
responeibdlicy,™ 16 U.S5.C. § 207(a). ...." (emphasis added)

V.5, ws, ARNPRLESTER, 37 F.34d at 467 (9ch Cir. 1934].

4. In U.5. va. LAMBRGS,. 544 F.2d 964, 963 (Ath Cir. 1976), it was
clesrly published that ROBERT . RERNER, 0.5. ATTORNET, Mimmcapolis, Mizmesota,
was on HARIEF. Tn fact, LAKBROS reviewed the cther ™CASES REPORTED™ out of cthe
Eighth Circult from Mionesota withis 544 F.Id and discoversd cthat four (4) cases
where reported aod three (3} of Tthe csses clearly publlshed thar RDBEEI . KERHER.
0.5. Attorney, Mimmeapolia, Mimmescts was on BRIEF for those cosea. Therefore, LE
would hehoove any T.5. Attornay or 0.3, Assiscant Attorney in the Distticec of
Minne=ota !EQEEE know that U.5. Judge Robere . Henoer wias & foraer U.5. Accormey
ip Minneapolls, Minnescta, as legal research of Efighth Circuif cases would Tevesl zame.

5. In 1976, 0.5, Attoroey Robert &. Henner signed cwo {2) different
INDICTMENTS agalipst Joho Gregorr Lambros Iin the District of Minpesgea:

a. CR-3-75~128 filed oo Fabruary 23, 1976, EXEIBIT B (Faga
1 and 16 of TNDICTMENTY; '

b. CE—3-—T6-17 fllad on March 24, 1976. EXHIRIT 4.

LAMRRGS INCORFOMATES ALY FILES AND POSSTALE EVIDENTIARY
HEARTRG EVIDENCE AS TO HIS CURRENT LEGAL. ACTION
DATED APErL 13, 2001, "HOTION TO VACATE ALL
JIMGHFRTS AMD ORDERS HY 0.5. DISTRICT COURT
TMGE ROREWT 6. RYWMFW PORSOANT TO EOLE 60(b}(6)
OF THE F.E.C.F. FOK TIGLATIONS OF TITLE 28
T.8.C.Ak. ¥ A55"

a. Dn April 13, 1001, LAMBRDS Filed the sbove-entitled action in
U.5. vs. LAMBROS, CIvil Fiie Huober 959 JR{BER). It appears that Judge Benner has
HECUSED ETHZELF from this acticm as U.5. Chief Judge JAMES M. BUSENBATM issued an

L



Faga £
Hovember 2H, 2001
Lambros’ latter te Office of Lawyers Professional Responsibilicy

EE: AFFEAL

ORDER on September 14, 2001, filed ctamped on Seprember LB, 2001, for the govern—
ment to reapond. U.5. Attormey Thomas B, Heffelfinger and U.S5. Assistant Arrarney
Jeffrey 5. Paulaen tesponded oo October 19, 2001, On November 13, 2001, [LAMBROS
responded o the governments Ocotober 1%, 2001 response. LAHMBAGS hes alaoo £1led
motions requesting APPOINIHERT OF CCUNSEL, REQUEST TD AMENDY, and MOTION FOE DIS-
CLOSURE OF NCUMENTS FILEL BY JUDGE REMSEF IN THIS CUREEHT ACTION,

7. LAMRRNS helieves that tho above documents will assiet the OFFICE
OF LAWVERS PROFESSTOMAL BESPONSIBILITY in avaluating LAMBAUS' compleint in rhis
current action.

B. LAMBELS 13 offering all filinge within U.5. wo. LAMBRROE, Civi]l File
He. 9-2B(BSR), as to violations of Title 28 U.5.C.A. B455 by Judge Renmer wichin
hisz BOTCOTT REAZIL weh gite:

www.brarllboyrobt.org

tn the section encitlied, "ROPERT &. RENNER, UNITED $TATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE, AS
T TIDLATIONE OF TITLE 28 U.5.0. §455¢a) and §455(b)1(3}, RDISTRICT OF MINMESOTA. It
L& LAMBROS' understanding char all motion filed will be avallable by Decembep 3,
20, for dewnloading inm POF format, thus true copy.

9. Therefore, LAMBROS is {ocorporatimg all legal filings in U.5. vs.
LAMERQE, Civil File NHo. 99-2B(RGR) intoc this appeal, ag Judge REconer MAT ADMTT
THAT HE ROTIFIED BOTH U.5. ATTURNET LILLEAATC AND PETERSOW THAT HE WAS THE I.S.
ATTORNEY THAT THDICTED 4AMD FROSECUTED LAKEENS TH 1976.

CORCLUOSLON

I JOHN GREGORY LAMEBRDS believes that & =zubstantial likelihcood existed as to Minnesacs
Attorpeys LILLEHAUG and PETERSON vielations of che ABA MODEL CODE OF PROFESSEOKAL
FEESPONSIRILITY, THE ABA MOGEL RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT, AR4 STANMDARDS RELATING
TO THE ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMIMAL JUSTICE, and other rules pertaining bo the echics
of Mincdesata ACCorneys.

LAMBROS requests that his complaiot be investigated.

Thanking you in advance far your constderaticn into bhe investigatfon of this matter.
I derclare under penalty of perjury that the foregedog Is true and coTrecet. Title

28 TECA § L746.

EXECUT OM: MNovember I8, 01

-
. vt

r
//ﬂﬁm Gregoey Lambraos, Fro Se : 1:\
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October 4, 2000 shegre @ibrigas. com
PRIVILEGED AN CONFIDENTIAL

John (i, Lambros

Keg. Mo, D0430-124

11.8.F. Leavenwotth

F.O. Box 1000

L3{H} bfetropolitan Avenue
Eeavenworth, Kansas 60048

[tear John:

Enetosesd is a document that appears »o be responsive to the request in your Elt:pt:mh-:r 19,
3000 correspondence. Fleass let me kaow if this is it or if you were looking something else.

Very truly yours,

BRIGGE AND MORGAN

{Stenmoe ;
Enclosure
IS8 ap
(Rl ] wa]NT PALIL 1IFFICF = FIEST WATTO™AL BAME BUIZLICHGS & T i f R IGLL 0, J .
WEMBER — ¥ MUKMCT, A SLI%AL0 ASTHIATICN OF INCEFESNDEMT L4W FILRSE



TDHNITED ETATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OQF MINHESCTA
FOURTH DIVISION
criminal Ha. 4=-89=-82(5)

UNITED STATES OF AMERTICA,

Plaintiff,
INFORMATION
W,
{21 T.85.C. §§ 841(a) (1},
841(b) 1) (&), B41(b) (L) (B),
44 and 851)

JOHN GREGORY LAMRROS,

Defendant.

The TUnited Statex by and through lts attorneys, Thomas B.
Heffealfinger, United States Attorney for the District of Minnasata,
and Douglas R, Peterscn, Assistant Urited States Attorney, accuses
the dwfandapt,

JOHN GREGORY LAMBROS,

who was indicted in May of 1985 in the District of Minnessota for
conspirasy to distribute cocaine and distributicn of cocaina in
vielation of Title 21, United States Cade, Sections #41¢a) (1),
Bal(ky (1) {a}, and B21({L) (1) (B), and Bd5, of having previocusly bean
convicted in United States Distriet court for the District of
Minmnesota, to wit: oconvietion on June 21, 1976 of one count of
Possessisn with fntent Lo distribute cocaine and one count of
assault on federal officersz with a firearm and caonviction on
March 7, 1977 af two counts of heroin distribuytion and one count of
harsin canspiracy. Copies.of the judgment and commitment orders
are attached.

Sald convietians expose the defandant ta ephanced penalties

under Title 2I, Unitad States Code, Sactions 84Xfb){1) (&) and

R g



-  B4l(n){1)(B] for the charges contained within Counte I, ¥, ¥I, and

VIII.
pDated: Decsmber {7 , 1392 Respactfully submittad,
THOMAS B. HEFFFELETNGER
uni B F‘ -
 /

PETERSOM
Asela .8. Attorney
Lttocrney I0 Numkber 144374
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December 3, 2001

Joho Gregory Lembroz

BReg. Hyo Q0G36=124

UF.%, PFenltentiary Leavenworth

F.0. Bax L1000

Legvenworth, Kansag GO0 &8—100HY 054
Web glta: www.brazilba¥cott.org

LETTER [0F AFFEAL ADAINRST
ATTRNEY COLIA F., CEISEL.

Edward J. Cleary, Director

Offlee of Lavyers Professienal Reaponsibility

Minnesora Judiclal Center

257 Constltution Avenue, Sulte [05

5t. Pauwl, Minpesots 5531R5-1500Q

Tel. [B5() 2%6=3952

D.%. CERTIFIED MATL K. 7HI1l-D320-0005-5874-4707

BE: LAMBROS wa. ATTOEMEY COLIA F. CEISEL.

Dwar Mr. Cleary:

On Hovember 26, ZODO1, ¥ou and Eenneth L. Jorgenmsen, Firat Assistant Director of
The Qffice of Lewyers Profesalonal Responsibility lcsued an "ADMINISTRATIVE QEDER™
a5 to John Gregary Lambros’ f1ling ef compleint agaimar Minmespta Attarneys:

A. Colia F. Cedsel;
k. Pougias RE. Pebergon:
C. Bavid L. Lillehaung;

dated Octoher 30, 2001. Tour "AIMINISTRATIVE OBRDEK™ was directed & ta the actioma
of ATTORNEY CDLIA F. CEISEL, steti{ng "DETERHINATION THAT DISCIFLIKE 1S NOT WARRANTED,
WLITHOMT INVESTICATION."

LAMRRNS APPEALE TOOR MKOVEMBER 25, 2Kl "ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER.™

Lambros betleves that the DEfice of Profeasionsl Responslbility understands his
complaint, "Complalpent socerks Ehatk respondent [Attorney Ceisel] failed Ea ad—
equataly represent his [Lambros'] faterzses by failing Eo request that the presiding
Judge recuse kitmgelf purswant to Tirle 28 U.5.L0. $455 whicl prohibita a Ondted
States distriet gourk Judge to adjodfcate 2 case that he or ghe was iovelved wich

aF Tnited States Attorney.”

HMr. Cleary and Jorgeneen further atate withic chere "REASOMS POR URCISION NOT TO

INVESTIGATE," that Lambres may not have a clear "fnterpretation or applicetion of
the statute." Lambros has 8 very clear understamding of Ticle 23 U.5.C. §ass(a)

and #453(p){1). and INCORPORATES all pleading within LAMERNS wg. USA, Ciwil File

Mo. 99-ZH{RGR), rhat are available wichin Lawmbros BOYCOTT BRAZIL web oice:

wv. brazilboyeoti.org

under the section "ROBERT G. RENNWER, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE, AS 10 ’L‘E
YIOLATIONS OF TETLE 28 U.5.C. §455{a) and §455{b){3), DISTRICT OF MINKES{OTA."

L. -
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Page 2

December 3, 2001

Lambros" letter ta (Mflce of Lewyera Profeasional Responeibility
EE: AFPFEAL - ATTOEHEY CEISEL

Lambruw further suggests thac Mr. Cleary and Jorgensen read LILJEBERS vws. HEALTH
SERF;EEE ACQUISTTION CORP., 1400 b.Ed.2d B5S {1988) {¥Violacion of Title 28 USCA
§455{a; which requires judge ta NISJUVALIFTY HIMSELF in any proceeding In which his
iepartlalicy might reasonably be questioned DDES HOT KEQUIRE SCIENTER. althaugh
judge's lack of knowledge of disqualifying cireumstances may bear on question of
remedy,

FULL ERECIRD

Lambros believes Mr. Claary apmd Jorgetisen should review the “PFOLL BECORD™ in this
actlon and intetview Attormey Celael and .budge Renner. The Eighth Circult Coure

of Appeals states that & "claim of Blas of Judge muat ke evalusted 1o the light

of the FULL RECORD not slmply im the Llighe of sn isclaced incident. 2B U.5.C.A.
§435(a)}" dee, IN RE FEDERAL SEYWALF CASES, &80 F.2d 1175, Head Note H (Bth Cir,
1382). It Ls entlrely pomsible that Judge Renner inzbructed Attorney Cefszel not

Eo inform LAMBROS that he progecuted him fn 1976 oo drug chargea. Alao =zee, U.B.

va. GREENSPAN, 26 F.3d 1001 {(10ch . 19%4) {(Recuzal o ground that Judge's
impartilality might resacnably be guestionad 1s to be judged on RECDAD; it {2 mac
queaclon of eicher government or dafendant bearing burden of procf. 2% USCA B455{al}.

LAMBRJS IFGURPORATES HIS MOYEMBER 28, 7001 LETINR OF
APPEAL AS TO ATTORNEY PETERSON &  LILLEBADG

On November 28, 2000, via U.5. Cercified Mail Lawmbros submitted hix “L.FETTER OF
APPEAL™ ex to Attorney David L. Lillehpug and Douglas R. Feterson te Mr. Cleary.
Lambroa is requesting that letter to be Incorporatsd within thiz appeal.

D0 ERROFS 50 BERTONS THAT ATTRNET CEISEL WAS WOT
FURCTIONING AS COUHSEL QUALIYY AS UNPROFESSIOMAL
CONIMKET 71

Hr. Cleary and Nr. Jorgensen stats, "The THractors 0ffice iz limited to investigating
complainks of unprofesslonel conduct and prosacuting disciplinary actions apainst
attorneys,” Lambros clearly cutlines {n his Hovember 28, 2001 APPEAL LETTER s:
to Attorne¥ Llllehaug and Petevson the standarde ©f "The A8A Model Code of Profeasional
Respongibiilley," "The ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct,” "Fadaral Bule of
Livil Fracedure IL." and "Title 28 UzCA $455," rhat would slsarly quallfy, if
breached, s Sixth Amendment viclatlons. In fact, the Eighth Circuit Court af
dppeals hay ruled, sua sponte, that an atterney 1 DEFICI®RT when he/zhe 1 nnk
fawllizr with the criminal guidelines pnd failed to challenge the goverament's breach
of Lts agreement. Sae, U.5. we=. GRANAIKIG, L6HB F.5d4 347 (Bth Clr. 1999) ﬂl

¥ 'a?/ '




Page 3

December 3, 2(HM

Lembroz" letter to DEELce af Lawvyers Professfonal Hesponsibility
BEE: APPEAL - ATTDERET CEISEL

Tha First Civowit hag grated, "A motion to recuge 8 trial judge 1s Inhecepbly off-
gnaive to the sitking judge, See, HILT ve. VIRGINLA, 14 L.Ed.2d 290, 294 (19&65),
because 1t requirez the moving party to allega and substantiete bias aAnd preliudice
—tralty contvary to the impartiality expected from a mertal cloaked 10 jodicial
robe, Yet the FATR ADMINISTRATTON OF JUSTICE REQUIEES THAT LAWTERS CHALLENGE A JODGE'S
PUKPORTEL TMFARTIALITY WHEK FACTS ARISE WHICH SDGGEST THE JUDGE EAS EXHIBRITED BLAZ
OF FREJIMICE. THE APPROPETATE NECHANISM FUR SDCH A CHALLENGE IS A MOTION T BRECUSE.™
See, U.R. va. COOPER, &7Z2 F.2d4 1, 4=5 {lst Cir. L969). Also see, HUET, 14 L.EqQ.314
291, Head Wote 2 (The due process right to be heard necessarily embodles & right

to file motionys and pleadings essentlal to present cleims and talee relevant Lssves,
including wetleas [ovr change of venue to ESCAPE A FLIASED TEIPINAL) .

The Supreme Court has described attorpeys as Magsistanta to the ecourt in search of

a just solution to d[spu:gs." GHREALIK wg. DRIO STATE BAR ASS'N, &4316 TU.S5. 447, 4ib
[(157B), Quoting, HOWELL wva. BTATE BﬂH_UF TEXA%, B43 F.Z2d 205, 207 (5th Cir. 1943}.
Al=o, IN RE SNYDER., 472 TU.5. at bii-45 (1935}, Formey Chief Justicse Burger described
the lawrers tole in the adwinistratiecn af Juseice In the fallowing language, ™. .
The licenae graated by tha court requites members of the bar Eo conduct themselves

in a2 manner COMPATIBLE WITH THE ROLE OF COURIS IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.™

In a courtroom, & lawyer without a client 1s 1ike an actor without a pert: hefshe

haz na rale ta play, and mo lines to deliver. ATTorney Celsel decled LAMEROS his

due proceza right to file 8 moticn for recusal of Judge Fenner under Ticle 28 USCA
§455¢a} and %455{B1(3), as illustrated im HOLT. The question 15, “DID LAMEROIS HAVE

A RIGHT TO PRESEMT EVIDENCE O TESTIMONY AS TO VIOLATIONS OF TITLE 28 B.5.0. %355{a)
and §&35(h) (3} AGATNST JUDGE BOBERT G. EENNER?" Ik i= only falr to medsure AEEQrney
Cedael's rights by LAMBEDS' rights. If LAMPEOS has no trial right to preseac evidence
or testimoay, then the evidence or testimony may oot be pressnted. ACtormey Celsel
dettied LAMBROS his vipght to present a defense and should be sanciloned under AR4
STANDARDS BRELATING TO THE ATMINISTHATION DF CRIMINAL JUSTLCE.

Attorney Ceizel beared the burden of provimg Judge Renner's ifmpartfality might rea-
gottably be guegtioned by the average person on the sereet who kmew all the relevant
farta of the case. GSes, BANNISTER wa. DELD, 100 F.3d 6I4, 6l4 (Ark Clr. 1996)("Under
§455{a), we conzider whethar the judze's lmpartialicy might reagzonably be quezticned
By the average perszon on the street whe kmew all the relevant facts of a case.™)

It 18 alaoc necessary for The Offdce of Lawyvers Prafessional Respenalbllity to ask
Attorney Ceisel 1f Judge FRenner solicited advice from her to datermine whether to
dlaqualify himeelf. See, MATTER OF NAT. UNION FIEE IN5. CO. OF PITTSBURGH, #83% F.id
1226, 1230=31 (7th Cir. 198B)(judge should mot solicit counsels’ wiews on gquestions
of appearance of partiality and tecuzal because judpe ahould reach own determination
and such questions ate “fraught with potentlzl coerclve elements.™)

Attorpey Celsel knew that if any deuobb extisced as to Judge Remner's MIMPARTIALITY
MIGHT REASONARLY BE QUESTIDHED BY THE AVERAGE PEREON O THE STREET WHD FMER ALL THE
RELEVANT FalTS OF THE CASE," doubts wonld he resolved in favor of recpasl. See,

9

>
T
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Pecember 3, 2O0L
Lamhros' letter to Office of Lawyers Profeaaional Responsibility
BEE: AFFEAL — ATTORNET CEISEL

IN FE CHEVEON., U.5.A., INC., 121 F.3d 163, 145 {5eh Cir. 1997)(1f quaation of
whether §435{a) requires digqesl (Flcation 1p close ome, balance tipp 1o favor
of recusgel.]

CORCLUS TN

Attorney Cefsel, Judge Henmer, V.5, Attoroey Lillehaug, acd U.%5. Assistant Attorney
Petarson where ohlipated to stoy informed of John Gregory Lagbros' pest criminal
proceedings Fhat wete [iled ns INFOBMATION on December 17, 1592 i 0,5, vs. LAMBROS,
Criminal Mo. &4-8%-820(3), that LAMBROS was recentenced on PFebruary 1), 997, See,
November 28, 2001, LETTER OF APFEAL as to Attorpey LILLEHAUG & PETERSON, EXHIAIT A.

The December 17, 1992, INFOMMATTON Filed by Attorpey LILLEHAUG & FETERSOH, cleartly
may ralee the appearance of impartlality or impropriety, a= Judpe Remmer was the
U.E. Attorney thet lnvestigated, indicted,; &pd assisted in the zepkeneing of LAMBEDS
In the crimes outlined wilthin tke December L7, 1097, INFOBRMATION. And when such
circumetances are present approptlate actions should of been kaken by ALEQY gy
Cefzel. In thix inatant fase elther Judge Renner, Attorney Cefizel, Arrorney Peterson,
ot Attorney Lillehaug osusk Bbave known of the grounds for disqualificarion and any

of them shauld harve vaiszed the lssue. If the issue had been ralaed and fully dis-
closed John Gregory Lapbrae wWould not of been denied his FATR APMINTETEATIDN OF
JUSTICE and DOE PROCERE righr to be fila mptipns and pleadings esseatial Eo present
tlaims and relevant {ssues, iocluding motlone for change of venoe to escope a bispad
tribupal,

Lambrgs belleves chat The Dffice of Lawrers Profeszsional Regpotsibility must consider
the following seeps: 1] the riek of injustice to Joho Gregery Lambros in this appeal;
23 the riak thar che denilal of sancticna ageinst Attorney Cefael will produce injustice
In ather cases; and 3) the visk of undermining the public's gonfidence In the judicial
pracess of The O0ffica of Lawveras Professlonal Responsibiliey.

I Jahn Gregory Lambros believes that = substantial likelihood existed as to Hinmeaota
Attovney fallay F, Celsel vlolatioma of the ABA MODEL COpE OF PROFESSLONAL RESPOH—
SIBILITY, THE ABA MONEL RULES OF PROFESSIOMAL CONDUCT, AfA STAMNARDS RELATING TO THE
ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE, and other rules pertalning to the echics of
Minneanra ACEoEoers.

LAHEROS requests that Fhis cowplaint be fovestigated.

Thanking ¥ou in advance far your c¢ovwlderation into the investigation of thiz matter.
I declare uwnder penalty of perjury that the foregeiong 1e true and correct. Title

2E USCA § 1T46.

EXECUTEDR OM: Decewmber 3, 2001

T e e '_b"

n Grregnr}r Lambra=, Pro Se Iﬂ
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Drecermber 12, 2001

Mir. John Gregory Lambros
Reg. No. 004356124

U5, Penitentiary Leavenworth
'O, Box 1000

Leavenworth, K5 a6048-1000)

Re: David L. Lillchaug
LDear Mr. Lambros:

Your appeal of the Directar’s disposition in the above matter has bewn received and is
being referred to designated Board member Timothy . Gephart. The respondent
atterney has been provided a copy of vour appeal letter, but is not cxpected 0 espond
to the appeal, as the appeal is based on the infurmation already in the file. The Board
remnber will notify vou direcy, in writing, of the final decision concerning yoor

appeal,
Very truly vours,
{Mfice of Lawwvers Professional
By A
Candice M. Hojan L
Semior Assistant Director
csk

cc Timothy [. Gephart
David L. Lillehauyg
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December 12, 2001

Mir. Juhn Gregory Larmnbros
Fep. No, 03436-124

LIS, Penitentiary Leavenwaorth
P Box M

Leavenworth, K5 660458-1000

Re: ColiaF Ceigal
[ear bir. Lambros:

Your appeal of the Director's disposition in the abowe matter has been received and is
being referred to designated Board member Timathy J. Gephart. The respondent
attorney has been provided a copy of your appeal letter, but is not expected to respond
to the appeal, as the appeal is basad on the information already in the file. The Board
member will notify you directly, in writing, of the final decision concerning your
appeal.

Very truly vours,

OHice of I_aw:.rers Professional
Responsibilisy

Centor Assistant Director

csk
o Timolhy ] Gephart
Colia F. Coiacl
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Dwcetmber 12, 2001

Mr. John Gregory Lambros
Eeg, Mo, 00436-124

U5, Penitentiary Leavenworth
P.C, Bex 1000

Leavenworth, K5 &6045-1000

Re;  Dooglas B Peterson

Dear bir. Lambros:

Your appeal of the Director's dispusition in the above matter has been received and s
being referted to designated Board member Timothy ). Gephart. The respondent
attorney has been provided a copy of your appeal letter, but is not expected to respond
to the appeal, as the appeal is based on the information already in the Rle. The Board
member will notify you directly, in writing, of the final decision concerning your

appeal.
Yery fmuly yours,

Oifice of Lawyers Professional
Eesponzibibiby

By ﬁjw ‘>1'L

Candice b, Hojan &
Cenior Assistant Director

ce: Timethy . Gephart
Douglas E. Peterson
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