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John Gregory Lembros
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AFFIOAYIT FORM,

ECWARD J. CLEARI

Director of the Uffice of Lawyers Professional Respuonmslbifity
?5F Copetitution Avenue, Sulte 105

3¢. Faul, Winnespta S5195=1300 054

Tel. (B51) 24%6=1452

U.5. CERTIFIED MAIL MOD. 701-0320-0005-1583-3104

RE: LAMBRGE va. ATTORHNEY THOMT'SON AN WALBRAE — LETTER OF APPFAL

Dear My. Cleary:

Ce April 12, 2002, vuu aod Fenoeth 1. Jeorgensen, Flrst Assistant Director of the
DEflce of Lawyers Frofessinpal Nesponsibilicy issved twe (2) “"ADMINISTEATIVE CGFDERS"
putsudnt Eo Bule 3{d3(1}, Bules vn lawvvers Profescional REesponaibilicy, as to wmy
Febcuaty 153, 20021 complaint filed agalnst Minnesota Attorneva:

M. Petegr J. Thoopson;
b. Joseph T. Walbran; &nd
< Ackert G. Eemmer.

The twe (2) OFEDERS DENIED my reguesat for you to inmvestigate my complaint agaionst
Atterneys;

d. Feter J. Thompsom; &and
e, Jogseph T. Walbram.

The reaspns you ocffered nobt Eo investlgate wy cowglalnt agalugt Attarney Thoapson
and Walbran are as follows:

JOSEFH T. WALERANW

L. "This complaint sllegee abuse of prosecutorial discreclan in
initiating charges against e individoal. Prosecutors bkave dilsceeblon co decide
ageinst whom they will Initiate crieinal chavrges, and also che nacwrce of the charge,
if any. A&beent clear sbuse, this O0ffice will not peview ap exepclse af prosecutorial
digcretion. The allegationz of this complaint o opbt establlsh any abuse of dis=
cretion."” THIS 15 WOT TRTUE. Llawbros' complaiot allesed that AtbormeY Walbran
engafced in conduct imvolving dizhanmesty, {roud, decelt, or wlsrepresentation that
wee prejudicial to the adwlalskraclon of Justice, Sce, Fage two (2] of Lambrog’
cozplaint, and wiolatiens af che ABA MONEL {0UE OF PROFESSIDNAL RESFUMSIBILITY,

THE ABA MODEL EULES OF PROFESEIDHAL CONDUCT, ABS4 STANDARDS BELATING TC THE
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RE: 1LETTER OF APPEAL - Attormeys THOMPSON L WALRRANW

ATMINISTHATIOE OF CRIMINAL JUESTILCE, and other rules pertaining ca the =thice
of Hinnerota Attormeys., Ses, COMPLALNT at Y 44,

2.  The word DISHONESTY weans: "lispesitien to lie, cheat, decefve, ap
defraud; vntrustworthloesa; lack of Integrity. Lack of hooescy, probity or
Iotegrity in principle; lack of faleness and strailghtforwarduess; dispoaltion to
deireud, decaive or hatray. TUCKER ws. LOWER, 200 Kan. 1, &34 P24 320, 374, Quere ing,
LLACE'S LAW DICTTOMARY, S5dxth Eddtdies, 1990, A OLSHOHEST ACT is proven bv a
showlng of maral turpitude, lack of probity, integrity, or trustworthineas, though
oot ecriminal, See, PHILIPS CORSIMER ELECTEDRICS ws. ARROM GARRIEER CORP, 7ES F.&upp.
436, 444 {E.D.N.Y. 1992].

e The word MISEEPRESERTATION meana: “Any manlfestation by sard ur other
conduct hy vne persom Eo anather that, under the clecamsteneoes, amnounts to an
asse¥tion net dn accordance with che facta. AN UNTELE STATEMENT OF FACTS. An
IRCORRECT OK FALSE EEPEESENTATION, That which, if accepted, leads the oind g an
apprehension of 8 condition arher and different frow that which exisEs. Calloymially
ic §u understocd o mean 4 gtatement mede to deceive or mislead.” Queting, BLACK'S
LAW DICTIOMARY, Eixth Editien, 1990. "Incomplete answers ot & failure to dieclose
muberial informaticn onm an applicacion for insurance way cobstitubte 3 MISREFPRESENT=
ATION when the cmiasicen prevents the ineurer frox adequately assessing the risk
tpvolved.'  See, METHODIST MED. CENTER OF ILL. we. AMERICAN MED, SEC., 33 F.34 31k,
320 {Jch Cir. 19%4).

4. You alao state, "fowever, due Fo Lhe fact that cuxplainant has
dlready served his cdme o the cifence charged and the significant passage of time,
any posteconvictian relief for complainant mey be limired.™ TEIS IS KOT TRUE.
Complainart Johm Gregary [amhros HAS BOT FINISHED SERVING HI1R TIME on either of
the two {2} criminal ILpdictments. Im fact, as complainant clearly cxpleined ko
thia agency on page one of hls complaint, both aentenéés ace maintained az lodped
detailners. Thetrefore, [axhros remains "IFN COSTODY™ ax per PEYTON wi. ROWE, 191 US
S4, 67 [(L9pB)(priscuer secving coneecutive aentences is "in custody’ under eny ane
of thew]. To prove that I am still aserving time oo both criminal indickments
Ci-3=-715-128 and CE-3-76-17, I'm requesting vou tu dewoload 1TAMDREDS ws. WARDEN
J.W. BOOKER and the [[,5. PAROLE COMMISEION, Case Ho. (0-3118, Tenth Cireult Couvk
of Appeals, which ls available within my BOFCOIT BEAELIL web =ite:

www.brazllboyeott.org

The Tenth Circuit ruled op June 13, 2000, that Lambros’ coosecutivae 9,357 day

sentence, which iogludes the above two Indlctmewts, auust be socrved. EXBIBIT A
{Page 16 af 45 within IFF{EPAGE of Boyeobt Hyazil web skite as to the briefs and
orders [lled 1n Case No, (O-3IL18)

I, Lastly, you state, "Finally, the Director note= that over 25 years
has elapged since the conduct dn this eomplalot allegedly occurred. The facts of
a cowplalnl must be proven by cleer and conviancing cvidence. A& significant passage
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of time impedes and oftentimes prevents the Mrector's Otfice from being sble

Lo dnvestipate a complalnt. Far this and the above-stated reasons, the Direckar
declines to investigate this maccer further.'" LAMBROS HAS PROYVIDED ALL DOCIMENTS
T0 IKVESTIGATE THIS COMPLATINT. Therefnre, time 1s not 3 factor a= the indickment,
and all dialog a5 to Lamhras' piea Iniromt of Judge Devitt haz been provided to
thiz agencw.

FETFR J. THMFPSON

f. Yoo wtabe within ¥our "COMPLAINT SUMMARY." "Complainant allages
chat repandent [Feter J. Thompson] provided hiwm with ipeffective ssziztance af
gounyel " TEIE L5 WOT TEUE. Llambros' coxpleint allegea that Attereey Feter J.
Thappuson engaged 1o conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or mizrepresant-
acian char was prejudicial to the adminfstration of juatice. See, PFage Ewo (2} af
Lambros' rcompiaint, and viclation of the ABAs MODEL CODE OF PROFESSIONAL RESFONSIBLLLTY,
THE AEA MUDEL EULES OF PRIFESSIORAL COMDUCT, AEA STAWDARTHS RELATIHL: Td THE
APMINISTRATION 4F CEIMIWAL JUSTICE, and other rules pertaining to the ethilcs af
Minnesokts Attorneye. BSee, COMPLAINT, at 1 40.

7. Hithin the "BIASOKS TOR DECISION HOT TO INVESTIGATE THOMPSON"™ you
state, "Thiz compleint baesically alleges that the attorney Jid oot adeguately
represent & criminsl defendant.” °THIS IS TROE IN ITS' MDAT SIMPLEST TERMS. The
violatione stated within paragraph six {&) musc also be locluded.

H. You also state, "The Minmpezots Supreme Courc, Eo which this SFfige
i3 arceoupnteble, In 1986 adopted the recommendarcion of fes Advizory Committes that
thia GEfiece should nok normalls be dosolved 1n past-coanvieclon claims 0f Ineffectiwve
asaiatance of counsel wnless a coutt Flest Flods [mpropriecy.”  LAMBROS IS5 WOT
BATSTHG CLATMS OF INEFFECTIVE ASSLYTANMCE OF CINNSEL., Again, please review paragraph
glx (6.

9. Alra wow skate, "Furthetwmote, the Directoar mwares that post—convwiction
relief may oot be avallable to complalntant due Eg che {ace that complainant has
already served out his sentence on the abeve—chaegzed mabrers and the fact that more
than 25 veare have elapsed since complaint pled zuilcy.” LAMBROS BAS ROT SERVED
HIS TIME IM THIZ MATTER. Laghbros ipcocporabtes peragroph four {4) within this
letter as to hi= response.

I0. Fipally, wen state, "The Birecter's Difice is limived to investipating
complaints of UNFROFESS IORAL QORDIKCT and prusecuting disciplinaty sctione egainat
ateorneys . THLS 15 EXACTLY WHAT LAMBROE WANTS THE DIRECTORS OFFICE TO Ind.
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ABUSE 0F UD1SCEETION

11. Hithin your "Heasons fop Decislon pol co Lnvestigate" JOSEFE T.
WALRBAM, vou ucate, "Alsent clear abuse, this DEflce will oot review an exerciae
af pragegucarial diseretion,  The allegacions of this complaint do not cstablish
any abuse af discrecion.” (eomphasils added}

12, ABUSKE OF DISCRETION - Detdnition: 4n abuse ot discreedion 1s "a
Plaln ¢ecror, discretion exerclsed Lo gn end nok justlfied by the ewldence, a judg=-

ment Chat is clearly against the logic and effect of the facte s ere found.”
WLING wg, ASARCO NG, §ba F.3d 986, 38 {%ch Cir. 1997).

13, ABDSE OF DPISCRETION - Application: The Eighth Circuic etated, ™A
discrict court hy definltion ABUSES ITS DISCRETION when it mekes sn error of LaW"
Sec, QUMPUTEQL, IWLC. ws. WEW-TREMD, L.F., 03 F.3d 1064, 1070 (Bth Cir. 20044 ;

"4 district court by definiticm abuses ite discretion when it HAEES AN FERDE OF
LAW." EKOOK ve. U.5., 518 U.s. Ai, 100 {1%96}. Therefore, a court sbuaea ite
discretion by srromeoualy dnterpreting a law. & krisl court may elao abuae 1ia
digcretion when the RECORD CORNTATHS WO EVILDEWCE TO STFPORT ITS DECISION. Cee,
.5. wa. SCHMIDT, %Y F.J3d 5lo, 320 §&%reh Cir. 1996).

4 1AUTER HMIST FRM THE RELEVANT LAN

l14. The U.S5. Supreme Court haz held, "& lawyer must know what the law
1+ ie ovder to deterxine whether a colorvakle clalm exises, and 1f so, what facts
ATE NecessEry to state a cause of action.™ BOUWDE vs. SMITH, 430 O.S5. BL7, BZS
(19771, Quotlng, SCHUTTS ws. BENTLEY KEVADA CORY., 966 F.Sepp. 1549, 1557 (L.Mew.
19971 4"Counzel who are adxitted to practice in a FEDERAL COURT take on theaselves
the abligatlon to koow the relevant law.™ IK RE DISCIFLINARY ACTION AGAINST MOONEY,
B4l r.2d 1023, 10046 [9eh Cdr. 1%BB1).

13. THE U.5. SUPREME COURT HAS CLASSLFIED ATIUEMETS THOMPSCH, HALRRAN, ARD
RENNER ON THE BOBDER OF "INCOMPETMNCE."™ GScc, JOUNDS vs. SHITH, %30 03 B17, 825, 52
LoKEd.2d 72, 81 {1937

it would verge on INCOMPETERCE FOR A LAWYER to
file an [nleial pleading without researching
such lssues as JURISDICTION, venue, atanding,
ekhausbion of remedies, proper parties plaintiff
and defendant and types of relief available.
Mout lmportantly, of course, a lawyer MUST EROW
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WHAT THE (AW IS IXK ORDER TO DETERMTHE WHETHER
A CIROERABLE CLATM EXISTS, and 1f =o, what facEks
AT mnecessaATy En ostate a cawse of actblon.,

1l a lawyer MUST PERKFIEM S0CH PEEL.TMTMARY
RESEARCH, . . . [emphasdye added}

BOUKDS ws. SMITH, 430 US ar 825, 52 1L.Ed.2d ak 81 {19377},

1. SOFFICIFNCY OF RESEARCH: Tt ls ~léar chat an actarney's ahtigation
1z not satizfied by simple delerminlog bthat Ehe law ou a partieular subjeect 1s
doubtful or debatable. Ewven with tespect o an ansebbled prea af Ehe Jaw, an
attorney assumes &N oblipation to his client o endercake EEASORABLE RESEARCH
in a effort to ascertain ralevant legal prlnciples ang to make an informed decision
a5 to a course of conduct based vpon an intelllgent assessmenc of the problem.

In ether words, &n Bttormey has a duty to avald Envnlvwing his client io murky
areas of law I{f research reveals alternablve cowrses of gonduct and the attorney
showld at lesst inform his client of uncertainties and let the client make the
declslon. Sea, HORNE wa. PECEHAM, 97 Cal App. 3d 404, 158 Cal Eper Tl4,

17. DPAEACH OF IMPLIED COWTEACT: When an attorney uwndertakes the
representaclon of a cllent, the law Ifmplies a promise that the atiorney will
execiube the business entrusted to hils professional manageamrnt with that degree of
care, skitl and Jd11dpence which 1z commonly pocseessed and cxercidsed by attorneys
in peactice In che Jurisdiction. See, HOTCHINSOH va. SMITH, (Mias) &LT S 24 926,

1%, NEGLIGENT INVESTIGATION OF & CLIEMT'S CABE: Intervaces of abtoproey
negligernce may be drawm Erow & fallure to investigate a case adeduately and Mrom
a FATIATRE T AFPLY Ok T THDERSTAND PERTINENT STATUTES, court rules ur WHLL-NHAWN
CASKE LAW of Ehe jurisdiction 1o which the attorney practileecs.  Bee, NEMELD Vi,
DEERIRG (500 350 mWid 33. {epphasls added)

19, LIAKILITY POE HEGLIGENT PLEADINGS: Where an attorney has been ewmploved
by o ¢lient, he 15 liable Eor AWY loss or injury sustained by the client which Ts
prodimately caused by his negligent fellure proparly to £file ard serve pleadings
which are esuentlal to 8 proper presentation of the client's cause. Bee, HILL

BIRCEAFT b LEANLNG [OKF. ws. TYLER, 161 Ga App. 267, 291 3E! 6.

DISCIFLINARY EULES

MOQEL ©COPE OF FPEOFESSIONAL HESPOMSTIRILITY
(2 sgended 1375)

2. TR 6-10F Falling to Act {ompetently.
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ek

E

{4) A lawver zhall not:
(1) Handle a legal matter which he knows or should know that
he 1a not competent o handle, without assocdatleg wlth
him a lawyer who =2 competent €o handle 1k,

(2) Bandlie a legal wmabbar wikhomsk preparatlom adequaie in the
circumatances. (emphesis added)

(3) Meglect a legal miltier entpustied to him,

Ok 6102 Limfting Liabllity to Cllent.

[A) & lawvyer SHALL MOT attempr £a exauerate himsel! from or limit
his Tdabllity ta hils «[tent Tar his persoon] aalpractice.

DE F-100 Ferfurming the Duty of Public Frosecutor or Other

[ e

Covernment Lawyer. TYARA UANON 59 {emphasis added)

{4} & public presecuter or wther government lawyer SHALL ROT IRSTITIUIE
OF CAUSE TO BE INSTLTUTET CRIMINAL CHARCES WHEN HE KNWE OK 1T
L& OBVIOUS THAT THE CHARGES ARE WDT SUFFORTED BT PROBABLE CANSE.
[emphaslis added}

{B) & public preosacuter or other government Eawyar in GRIMINAL LITIGA-
TIOR shall make timely disclosure to counsel for the defendant,
or to the defendant 1f ke has no counsel, OF THE EXISTERCE OF
EYIDERCE, known to the groseculor o7 Oother govermment lawvwyer,
that tends to negate the guilt of the sccused, mitigate the degrees
of the offensa, or REIMICE THE FIINISHMENT.

DR /-10Z Representing a Client Within cthe Boumds of the Lew.

f4) In his representation of & clisnt, & lawver shell not:

(5) Knowingly make a false ctatement of law or fact.

U.5. DEFARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Priociples of Federal Proceacublon

{July 19BD}
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2], The Departoent of Justice instrtucts its attorney to
PROSECUTTIONS when Ehey helieve a frderal vifense has been committed AND THE
EVIDERCE 15 SUFFICIENT TO COWYICT, unless: 41) there io no substaotisl federal
Interest in the prosecuilon; (2} the suspect Is subject to effective progecution
In apather jurlsdiction; or (3) adegquate alternatives to prosecubtion exist. BSee,
Principles of Federal Preosecution, at 10,

22, Ditecting PROSELTTORS TO PRESENT TO GRAND JUBY ANY STBSTANTIAL
EYIDENCE TEAT DIRECTLY MEGATES INFEREMCE OF DEFEMDANT'S GUILT. See, Peinciples
of Federal Prozecukion, Chapter il.354.

FEDERAI, EBITE OF CIVIL FROCEMEE 11

23. The fallure of an attocrmey to make an obJjectively reasonable
lrvestigation of the facts uwndetrlyidng a clatim o the applicable law justiffes
the Ippositionm of Rule 1l sanctiobs. See, 16 HE HONGO, ING., 838 F.2d 21E, LT
{7th Cir. 1989).

ATTURREY WALBRARN ARND RERNEE DECEIVED
THE GREAND JUKY

4. Ay thils agency wnderstands frow Lawmbros' April 20, MMM complsint,
the Grand Jury did pot heve JURISDICTION to indict Lambros for viclations of Title
LE U.8.€. Bectivn ll4, 35 the slleged sesault 4id not occur on federal property.
See, TUMFLAINT, patagraphs 15 thru 2.

24, Lawbros believes the conduct of Attcrney Walbran and Eenner was
si "Ilugrant” i1 deceived the grand jury in 8 significant way infrimaing on theiv
abilicy to pxercise independent judgment. Lembros believes and has proven, that
both Awkorney Walbran or Eenner offered misleading information to the grand
Jury by not wiferiog all the elements of Ticle 18 U.5.4. bE4. Specifiecally by
not providing the JURISDICTIONAL ELEMERT.

6, Lamhros has sutfered ACTUAL PREJUDICE under the rule in BANE OF
MOVA SOOTIA vy, U.5., 101 L.Ed.2d 238 (1988).

27, Lambros has shown that the erroneous inertructilons piven the ptand
Jury influenced the decision to Indick or created a "prave doubt" that the declsiown
to indict wae free from the substantial influence of such o wielatiop.  See, U5,
ve. LARRAZOLD, &59 F.id L354, 1359 (9th Cic. 1949, T

7.
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2%, The Eighth Civeoit since 19768 has continvuelly ruled that Lembros
is prutecCed hy che Fifrh Anendesnt, that a dafendant be trded vpon charges
found by a graond |ury. EX FARTE BAIN, 121 U5 1 (15&7¥); STIROME we. U.5. & L.Ed.
24 252 (1940, See, U 5. ws. CAMP, 541 F.Xd 737 {19763 (To be sufficient. an
indictount must falely state all the eyzenkfal elementa of the offense.)l; Alao

—_——

it indicated CEAND JCRY was [nformed anly that a violatdon of the traffic eode
wags sutffircient te indict defendanc,; ond falled Eo s)llege the egsentdal element

of criminal intent. acd such defectiveness regquired dlsmlssal eveon thoogh Che
trial jury was properly lostrected chot gruss negligeace and actual koowledge
waere =2agential elements of Invwoluntary manslauphter. "1se Eackt, it 15 pousible
that defendant was indicted without any finding of neplipence by the prood foey.')

29, "that a cowrt CANNQT reroit o defendapt to he trled on charges
that are not made im the indictment against him," HTIRDKE v, B.3., 361 D,3. 213,
2L, B0 5.Ct. 270, 4 L.Fd.2d 252 (19003 (emphasis added). Thus, wheo at indictwent
falls to set forth an "essential clement of # crime," "[t]he coourt . . . hals]
M0 JURISDICTION to try “a defendsnt] under that count of the lodlctment."  See,
F.5. w=. HOOREA, Bal F.2d 1225, [*32-33 dath Cir. §9A8¢lndictment did aot incloda
conduct involwing intercstate coomerced

I¢. Lambros has proved the grand jury heard losufflclent evideoce Eo
auatain Lambros' indictment, as the slleged offensc DID NOT occur om federalf.s.
propetty, as pav criminal indictment CR=1=76=17, filled March 24, L974.

ATTORNEY RENNER AND WALBRKAN ILLEGALIY CREATED
KILTIPLE OFFENSES FROH SINGLE ACT
(Titrle 15 05C § L1LY

1l. Attarney Renner and Walbran DID MOT BESEARCH THE CLEAR 1AW FRIM
1958 which states that Ticle L8 USC % LIl was construed not to crecate muleiple
viienses Mrom single act cerely because wore than one federal officer waw alfected
Chwereby., Hee, LADNER ws. U.S., 79 S.Ct. 2009, 358 05 169, 3 L.Fd.2d 199 {1G5&)
(Single dischaege of shotgun would constitute only & single violation of this
gectklan penallizing assault ocn federal officer engeged oo offlcial duky, even
Eligugly mave than one Eederal oificer waz sffected thereby.)

31, The alleged single act of eriwinal Indictment CR=3=76=17 was illegally
made Ento cwu (27 goupbs By Attopneys HEKNER and WATHEAN. Akttorney Thompeon did oot
[nfarm lambros as to Ehe coreect law, thus nobt onderteking REASONARLE EESEARCH.

g,
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THE "BUT FOR™ RELOUIREMENRT
(Substituted for "proximate cause" do legal malpraccice}

33, Laabres bhays established within his=s compleint and this appeal letter,
BETDOND DOURT, cthat had it oot been Eot the neglizence of Attorneves' RENNER, WALBRAN
and THOMFSOM, B different and more fTavorable resule would have been achieved 1im
this underiying actlon.

3. The Srate of Hlunesoca Appeals Court atatea that ome clalming attorney
malpractice st shew that BUYT PO the attorney’'s negligence the client would have
been successful ipn the prasecubion ar DEFEMSE of the underlying acticn. Where It
iz cleiped that an attorney opegligencly f{ailed to appeal from an adverse judkment
in the underlying action, the glieot must show that the appeal would have resulbed
either in ocutright teversal ar [n a new crial. If he shows that a new trial would
hawa been crdered, bhe must show thar the new trial weuld probably have been success—
ful. Whether the appeal would have heen suvecessful i a QUESTION OF LAW whilch may
be deterwined by the court in rhe galpractice action on & summary judgment wotion.
ee, HYDUEE wa. CGHAKT, {Minm &ppy 351 MW2d B75.

35. Lambror heas proved thae it was lmposslble for Ehe GRAWD JURY tao
fodict him 1im Criminal Indictment GR—3-76-L7, ny the vislatien of Title 18 USC
Spetion 114 DID BOT OCCDR OF FEDERAL/D.S. PROPEKTY. THuS "WO JURISDICTION.™

SHIFTING THE RBURDEN

3. As in legal malpractice law, Lambras 1y now "SALFTING THE ETRDENR"
to the OFFICE OF LAWYERS PROFESSIONAL RESPOHSLIBILLITY wod Attoyneys' WALBRAN, RENNER.
and THOMESOM, fn gedlng forward with evidence to DYFRCOME LAMRENS' PRIMA FACIE CASE
BY PREOVING THAT LAMERDS COULD GF BEEN INDICTED AND FEXTEMCED in Criminal indictment
CR-3-76-17.

17. Where a elient shows that his lawyer's professional dspropriety
has caused his some loss, the lawyetr then has the burden of overceming the client's
prima farie cowe by showing that the client could oot have succeeded aotwithstanding
the impropriety. See, LOWE ve. CONTINEWTAL INS. DO, (L& App.) 437 5o.2d 921%, Cert.
denied [La.) 442 4Hol2d &G0, cert. denfed (US) &0 L.Ed.2d 4701, 06 H.0t. 19240
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EE: LETTER OF APPEAL - Attorney THIMFSON & WALERANR

ETHICAL VIOLATIONE ARE MOUT MONETARY AWARDS

38. All attprneys, by their ver¥ adpilssion, agree whether knowingly
ar nakt, Eo zuwbseribe €0 the CODE DOF FRDFERSIDNAT KESMOMSIBILITY &=z adDPtEd bj the
fmet[can Bar Assoclation as well as the cthical comsideracions.

3%. "The functions of the Ganons, the Krhical Consideratdone and the
DISCIFLIKARY EVLES are discuazed in the Preliminary Scatement of the Code which
grates that: . - .

The DISCIPLIMARY RULES, wuwnlike fthe Ethical
Conziderations, 8T MAMDATOEY IN CHARALTEE,
The DISCIPLIMARY EULES STATE THE __'H‘EH[HIII. LEVEL
OF CONTMICT BELMW WHICH M0 LAWTEER CAH FALL
WITHOTUT BEING SUEJECT TO DISCIPLIMARY ACTIUM.
. . &n enforcing sgency, in wpplyieg the
DISCIPLIMARY EULES, may find interprebive
guidange 10 the basie pripciples embodied in
the Cancns and in the objectives reflecbed

in the Ethigal Considerations.” {cmphasls
addud)

See, BANDELMAN vo, WELSS, 36E F.oSupp. 258, 262 foot oote & (5.D.NY 1973)

40. Lexbros outliced semne of the DISCIFLIMARY RULES wWichin paragraph
ewency [(H0) of this letter.

41. The Cancas of Ethlcs and Disciplinary Fules provide scapdards of
prufesslonal conduct of atternelys, and nat grounde for cdwdl ldabilivy-  Gee,
SULLIVAY vs. BIRMINGHAM, (Mass App) 1951 Adv Sheets 326, 416 HE24 SZE.

47. A Bule of Proceodure scating that an attorney wmay be subject Eo
"appropriate action” for SICHIRG A GROTKDLESS COMPLAINT [same as groumd]ews
indictment] refers to disciplinary proceedings and dosa aot provide Che basils
fer 8 clvil action sgainet an atturaey who violates tne Rule. See, BORDER LLTY
SAY. & LOAN ASS0C. vs. MO&N, |5 (hino 5t 3d 65, L5 Ohic BR 139, 472 HEZ4 350,

CONCLUS 0N

- -

4%, lamsbros has offered an extens[ve averview as bto common law obligatiovns

%
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April 9, 2002

Eamhros' letter to Edward J. Cleary

KE: LETTEE OF APPEAL. — Atcorney THOMPSOH & WALBEAN

andfor duties that Attavpoeys EENNER, WALBRAE, awd THOMESOH BARACHED. The reasoda
{for same 1s slople, Lachros believwesn that the facts contained within his February
15, 2002, CAMFLALINY zad chis APPEAL LEITER form & basis far & cause of action in
legal malpracblee, thus Lull(1lldiag the negligene beeach by Accorney BENNER, WALREAK,
ard THOMPSDN of certaln DLSCIPLINAKY RULEL.  See, IZ_:]-ththH[-. N B:L.M'IFH (Mo .ﬁ.pp:l

552 3W2d 730 {DLsciplinary reles aloene do not torm a basis tor a cause of action

In legal malpeacElae and a complalot alleglog Ehe negl [genc hireach hy atlommeys

vi cerfaln disciplinary rules, het Eafling to allegc what comeon law cbligations

or dutles were breoached, was properly dismissed.

4%, "Eut for" Attoerncys RENMER, WALDEAN, and THOMPSON, John Gregory
Lombreos could nat af teecn ronvicted of Criminal Indictment GR—3-76-17, 3a the
alleged crime BT BOT accur no FederalfD.s. Froperty as reguired witchin Title
1A [.5.0, Em:ti.un '|”l dAelther the (FAMD JUEY or the DISTRICT CODRT hed smbject—
mattar JURISDICTION.

45, Lawmbros I{ncorperates his February 15, 2002 COMPLAINT and EAHIBITS
within this APPEAL.

4. Thanking you in advance fer vour continued assfstence in leveling
the playing ileld in thia matter.

ha7. 1 Johm Gregory Lambros declares under the penalty of perjur» that
the foregelng s frue amd correct. Title 22 U.5.C. § 1746,

EXECUTER OF:  Aprll 20, 2007

el
- Grezory Lawbros, Pro Se
wR. Mo, 00436-124
IF.8. Penltentlapy Leavansrorth
., Kox 1000
Leavenwotth, Kangas  éGbH0GE-1000 UsSA
Heb gite: www. bhrazilboyroct.org

-t
[nlted States Senate
Lambros famb Ly

Boweobh Brazll Web sige

F—mall relegse Ea SUPpNTEETY i RewonbEb Brazll — filabal secwnrk (a0l countries pleqase)

file

-
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0L CUBER 24, 2, MOTION FUR EXTENSION UF TIME AND QCTOBER 30, 3801, DRDER HERE IN,

Crerober 27, 2001, LAMBROE subatied the Mollowing moations 2 che Eighth Cinsnt Cour of Appeals- a] "&PPEIT AT
LarBROS QU TORES THE IUDGMENT EMTERED BY U1K CLERE ON O TOBRER 17,2000, ARD REQUESTS LHE
CLLUIRE T SUDBMIT THE CCTOBER 17, 2008 TUHIMIMENT TO A FANEL OF TUYRE (31 JLIDIGES TO ACTT, KU 278"
Thes maizon iz oo [ 2% papes in leiegt, L) "PETITIRIM FOR REHEALLING [FRAP Hh WITIH A SUGGESTION FOR PETIT™OY
FOR REAEATRTNG Ef BARC (FRAPF 191" This mofion o owelee [22) PAgEs in cergla. - have also e luded the ane TROS Cver
lener ta the cowrt, There fre, Ltkare e a ol of fifteen ¢ 1975 pages 10 this sotal docasnent, with the pages wwnbermib i longhand io e
levweT npcht and carmer Trom |10 15, The doSwmncnts are in FIJF FORMAT. YOU MITRT HAVE ADDEF, ACRDBEAT READER
INSTALLED ON YOQUR COMFPUTER T4 ¥IEW AND PRINT THIS IMKLIMENT. THE FREY. ANBE ACROBAT
HREADEN ¥AY BE DOWNLIADED FREM ADDEE 5YSTEMS BY CLICKTNG HERE,.

Ebh'uwml:-:r 2, 2001, DRDEE ENY NG PETITION 20k REHEARING AND FUHR REFIEABIMG EN HANC, hy Liighth
farcsal Sudpess JAMES B, LOKEN, MORRIG 5. ARNONLD, and KERMIT E. BYE. Thas demuol fas conglesed e appeal process
o the Eiphth Cirouar Cowt of Appeals in LAMNIROSE ve FAULKEMER, £ ., Appeal file mumbe: OL-Z077 Ts docwntenl o a
weal of ot {1} page i IDF FORMAT YOU MUST HAYE AHNE ACROBAT READER INSTALLED ON YOUR
CORIMITER TOYTEW AND PRINT THTS DOHCUMFENT. THE FREE ADDRE ACROBAT READER MAY RE
MMIWNLOADED FROM ADOBE SYSTEMS BY CLIC KNG HERE,

YEMBE] : DR LING BEHEARING BY EIGHT ) CIRCUIT HERE IN PDF.

L]
=gy = r T r S L =1

.' LNITED STATES PAROLF COMMISSION-EREACH 0F LLS-BRAZTL FXTRADITIGN TREATY.

oy @, SO, e hfay L0, 2000, Appegl ooy 1 [ al5 dar Lhe Tenth Cereurt sn JOHN GREGUEY LAMBEGS v
WARDEN LW, K ER oo ke LINCTESY STATES PARCLE COMBISS 2, CCase Ma 00-31 LB, oh Agseal from the LS District Cown Fo

tlog DHserict of Kawsws, Clase K. 20-1[48-FOR, Thes is Laibros’ appest as 17 <he Liaced Sieces Parak L ommission DT hoooring and bocak g the
Lewar a5 por the Favradiion Trenss oeiween she U8, awd SHTLAZL 10 larcing Lambros b séree & 5,557 day semience shne he was NOT exoradied un ner
reqered 1 senes, a5 per the mulings by ot Brasilan Supreme Conpon Azef 20, 1992, Ciee Exbran A] This document is 26 woaal aapss in length.
YOU MUST AAVE ADMBE ACROBAT READER NSTALLED ON YOUR COMTUTER TE VIEW AND PRINT THIS THCTMENT. TEE
FREE ADUBE ACRDBAT READER MAY BE DOWNLOADED FRIM ADDNE SYSTEMS BY CLICEING UERE.

luge 1. Z00% OBDER ANC ILIGENE § - ireuin in "OHN GREC MERUS ¥

: ; . i ~ Uaye nomaer AL LE. The appeals court allpwed the [oeeer 2oun's
ruling to stanel. 1evetore, LAMEBROS = oo serving a OOMEECTTIVE 5,357 day senience that he WAS MOT EXTRADTTED ON. ‘Whot goad
are el iom erealies if the 1LE. Departtient ol Slate, LS Department of Justee, and the LS Tarnle Commission will nel obey zaoe 177 Thes
dacursens is 5 rotal pages in ength YOI YIEST HAVE ATHIBE ACROBAT HEADER INSTALLED ON YOUR COMPLTER TU VIEW AND
PRINT THLS LUK L MENT, THE FREE ADOBE ACROBAT READER MAY BE DOWNLOADED FROM ADUKE SVETEMS BY

CLICKING HERE.
. W MENILN PDE

ey TR . Fim— = - T = .. PR -

. MOTIONS AND GTHER LECAL PLEATNNGS

&?’ May 1v, 1%, Lumbrs Tobign to S Distier Coun Sor e Daancs oF Minnesata, Third Division. 145 o LamPrir,
Crinicial File Mo (R 4843, RE-SEMTEMCTNG OF LAMITRIM, Request to have Deparnams of State Emaloyees mven
olygruph tesiing snd ynesttoning.

ol 2l., vl Action File Mymber 3-915- 830, TRAVERSE ZHPLY WOTION — Tlis
pleading tells vou everything you always wanted t0 know about the right of sn American cidzen to bail in a
fnreign couniry.

F faly B, |99 hane e ke creminnd aecion WMITED STATES WV, SO GRECDRY LAMEBILDS. Cnmmal File Kumher
TR BB 08 s un Orncler in Show Cakse fequining the L5 Trobacsy in Brezil io ghew why a1 skodd nat e subject o 2anesitald
k21 failuge o comipiy with o Subpoane issued by the Federnl Mistracs Cour in M iomesioke.
EXHIBIT A. I

Ao W aranlnowG )l ot Faga Ik of 4%



