CEKTIFICATE OF IEEVICE

LAMBBOE wa. U.5.A., CEVIL M0, 99-C¥-28 {Judge Ropephmm): Crimicosl Bo.
&= 39-CR-82{5)

I hereby atate wunder the penslty of perjury that a truee and corTeck
copy of the [ollowing:

m. HWOTION TUE DIGCLAOSCEE DF DOCUMENTE YILED BT TMITED 3TATES DISTRICT COORT
JINCE RIAERT £&. EFNNEE TR THIC ACTION TROM AFRIL 20, 2041, ID FRERERT.
Dated: Ovcricber 20, 2001.

wag gerved on the followlng thise 23pd day of October , 2001, vis U.5. Heil
through the U.5. Fenltentlsary Leavenworth mailroomflegal maiibox, to:

L. CLEEK OF THE COURT
Digkrict of Minnescta
U.5. Federal Courthouse
316 ¥Yorth Eobert Sireet
5%t. Faul, Minnescks 55111
U.5. CERTIFTED MATL WO. 7001 =032 000033159 7=0088

foe (1} original and one (1} copy for FILING.

2-1- U+E+ httﬂme?'.-ﬂ ﬂffiﬂﬂ
flptrict of Minnesots
0,8, Tederal Courthouge, Suite SO0
300 Scuth 4th  Street
Minneapolls, Minnegota 55415

3. TIHTERNET RELEASE TO ALL "BOYCOTT BRAZIL" SUPPORTERS ARD HUMAN RIGHTS GROUPS
GLORALLY POR REVIEW, COMMENRT, AMD RELEASE. Web site: wew.bresilboyeott.oryg

b, Lapkrog family memberas.

—
GCregory Lambros
Reg. No. (H436=-124
U.5. Peultenclary Leavemworth
F.G. Box 1000
Leavaoworth, Eansss G804B-LG0Q  DSA

Web sice! www.brazilboycott.oryg




UNITED STATES DISTRILCT COURT
DISTRICT OF MHINNESOTA

JiEN CRESORY LAWKME *®
Petitioner, L] CIVIL FLOLE MO, 9973 (&K}
VE. L Criminal File ¥o. 4—B0-EX(0G)
MAITEDX STATES OF AMERICA, *
AFFIDAVIT TDEM
Respondant. *

JAMES M, BOSENRLM, 1.5, ODigeirick Chlef Judge.

HOTIOR P IHNSCLMURE DF  DOCIMENTS
FILED HT TNLTED STATER DISTRICT OCOURT
JUGE BIBEET . RENNEE IR THIS ACTION
FRM APRIL. 20, 200) TO FEE:ZEAT.

HOW COMES che Petitioner, JOHEN GEFGORY LAMBROZ, (hereimafter Movant)
and moves this Cowutrt wadey the Jirection of Unlced Statex Diestrict Chief Judge
James M. Ropenbaum, as per his DEDER dated September 14, 2001, filed September 15,
1001, to DRDER United States DIgtrtct Court Judge Robert G. Renner to dizcloze
all docuwente he has filed in thig acrion bo RECUIE HIMZIELF from all past,
currtant and fuvture legzl accion involving Movant LAMBROS, sz per Title 28 U.5.CLA.

§§ 455(8) and 455(bI (3],

FACTS -

L. Hovant filed hisz "MOTION TO VACATE ALL JUDCMEKTS AND ORDERS BY
THITED STATES DISTRIGCT COURT JUINGE ROBERT G. RENNER FUESUANT TO RULE 6Q{h) (6} OF
THE FEDERAL RVLES OF CIVIL PROCEMIRE POR VIOLATIONS OF TITLE 2% U.5.C.A. § 453"
oun April 20, 2001, the day he placed seme withio the legal mallbox at U.5. Feoleentl-
Ary Leavepworth.

2. On September 14, 2001, filed oo September 1%, 2001, Tnited States
Pistrict Chief Judge Jamseg M. Hosenbaum OERDERED the government to respond ko

Kovant LAMBROS' motlon to vacate all judgments and ordera by Monday, Octoher 22,

i.



2001 .

1. Movant LAMBROS has not received any other motions and/er filings
from thisg Court or Upnited Skatea Matrice Court Judge Rebert G. Réenpetr as to Judge
Renner'e affirmative, self-enforrcing obligation to recuze himself SUE SPONTE whan-
sver the propar grounds exiat nor Judge Repper's motion to transfer this action

to Chief Judge Ragenbaum, as per Title 78 M.5.C.A. § 435.

&, I RE BERNARD, 31 F.3d 842 {Sth Cir. 1954]), "Hetlen to dizqualify

judze must be decided by very judge whose lwpartiality is belng questioned. I8
0.5.C.4. § 455." 1d. at Head Note 2, page 042. "Under canoms of Judicial échles,
every Judiclal pfficer muat satisfy himwsslf that he is actually unbiased toward
partias and that his impartiality is not veaszonably subject to question. Id. at
Head Mote L, page BaZ.

g, N.5. ves. OLANDER, 584 F.2d 876, 881 (9¢h Cir. 15781, "It was mot

improper for judge Boldr to pase on the motion to disqualify. The lew Is cleat
that he oust determine wharher the affidavic ig sufficient, 1f truve, o require
that he recuse himself. Ooly if he finde it thus sufficient 15 he required to
have another ludge hear the metion. [2B D.5.C.A. § 455]." A4lgo gee, Head Hota 10,
page B77.

6. LEVITT ve. UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT EL PASG, B47 P 24 721, 276 (5th

Cir. L%88), "The judge can himgelf decide whethear the clait dsserted ig within

§ 45%. I1f he derides that it ik, then a Jdipinterested judge mest decide what the
facts are. See 13A C. Wright, A. Miller & E. Cocper, Federal Practice and Frocadu
§ 3550 (1984) and the capes cited there.” Id. at Ii6.

I. U.5. vs. BIBLA, 624 F.2d 864, 365 - Haad Fotew 5 & 7 [Jth Cir.

19803, "Statute perteining to & jwdge's diaqualificacion of himeelf includes mo
provision for referral of the questlon of recusal to ancther judge; 1T the judge

pitting on & ceae is aware of grounds for recusal under sald statute, the judge

2.
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has @ duty teo rTacuse himself or herself. 28 U.5.C.A. % 455." 14. st Hesd Mote

5, page BE5; "A party submitting a proper matipn god aflidavit to diaqualify the
Judge Rets two (2} bites of the apple; LI, after considering all the clrcumsrances,
the judge declines te grant recusal wnder statute pertaining to a judge's dis-
aualificatfon of himpelf, the judge STILL NUST DETERMIRE THE LEGAT, STPFICLEREY OF
THE AFFIDAVIT utider atatute pertaining to disquallfication oo the basls of ao
AFFIDAVIT #lleging personal bias or prejudice; and if that AFFIDAVIT is sufficlent
on its face, the motion must be referred o anwther Judge for a decermlnaticon of
its merits., 28 U.S5.C.A. §§ 144, 455, 455(a), (b}{1}." 1d. at Head Hote T, page
Ba5.

8. IN RE VIRGIMIA ELEC. & POWER CO., 539 ¥.2d4 357, 158, Head Hote &

(4th Cir. 1976), "Mo one judge may, 28 & matter of discretien, diaqualify orher
indges. 28 U.5.C.A. § 455."

3. 0.5. va. CERCEDA, 139 F.3d B47, BS5D, Hesd Motes & & €& {llth Cir.

19%8), "Judge 17 under affirmative, sell-enforcing obligation to recuse himself

gua sponte whenever proper grounds eslut, and 1z requirad to regolve any doubta

in favor of disqualifiration. 28 U.5.C.A. B 635{a)." Id. at Head Kote &, Page B30;
"Tudge's subjective knowledge may be relevant bo questlon of actual blag, but con-
cern undarlyieg recwasl statute 1s nol whether the judge 1s actuslly biased but simply
whethar it wight appear so. 28 U.5.C.A. ¥ 433(e)." Id. at Head Hote &, Page 530.

0. LILJEBERG ve. REALTH SERVICES ACQUISITION CORF., 100 L.Ed.1d 855

{19881, Vialatlion of Tirla 38 U.B.C.A. § 656(a) which requires Juwdpe ko DISQUALIFY

BIMSELF fn any procesding in which his impartiality might reasenably be questicned

POES NOT REQUIRE SCIENTER, althowzh Judge's lack of knowledpe of disgualifying

circumitances may bear oo duestion of remedy.

11. [N RE WIREROUMD BOXES AMTITRUST LITIGATION, V14 F.Bupp. E4H (D.

Minn. 198493, "iudge's impartislity wmust be Judged, for recussl purpoves, [(tom
prospective of ressonable, uninvolved cbperver in 1ight of FULL RECORD, and nakt

elmply im light of laclated incidenc. 28 U.3.C.A. § &55{a)}." T1d. at Head Nate 33
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"gather, the court's impartiality must be Judged from the perapective of a Tea-
sonable, wnibvelved obgerver "in Llight of the full rve¢ord, not simply 1o lighe
of an ipolaced incident.’ TIN EE FEDERAL SHYWALE CASES, 680 F.2d 1175, 1183-84

(8ch €ir.) cert. denied, 74 L.Ed.2d 383 (1982}." Td. at 63l.

12, IN RE FEDERAL FETWALE CAGES, 680 ¥F.2d 1175, Head Hota H (8th CIr.

1982}, "Claim of bimy of Judge must be evalwated in the 1ight of the FULL RECORD.
oot simpiy in the 1ight of an {salated incident. 28 U.S5.C.A. § 455(a}."
13, MOODY we, SIMHONS, 853 ¥P.2d 137, 138, Head Wotes 1 and 3 (3rd Cir.

1988, "Judga should have recuzed ab bime he acknowledged that his impartiality

could Iaaaunnh!? be duestioned; thua, judpge war not empowered to perform judicial

actions thareeftar.” 1d. a2t Head Mate 1; "Ooce judze has dizsqualifised himesalf, he
or 5he may entel no futrther orders in case; his power 13 limited to performiog

minieterinl duties necessary ko transfer of case to ancther judge.™ Td. at Head

Noee 1.

1d. FEWDRICK, vu. CARLHON, 995 F.2d 1440, lasl, Head Wore 3 (Beh Cir.

1993), "United States Attoruoey serves as counsel to pavermment in ALL PROJECTYTINS

btowght 1n hlg digtrice while he is in office and, rhecefore, he 1p PRUHIBITED FROM

LATFR PANSIDING OVER THOSE FROSECOTTONS AS JUDGE, 28 U.8.C.A. § 455(b3(3)."

15. T7.5. vs. GCREEWSFAN, 26 F.3d 1001 (I0th Cir. 1994} Becuzal oo
ground that Judge's impertizlity mwight reassonably be gqueationed 18 to be judged co
record; 1t is oot question of sicher governmant or defendaont bearing burden of
proof. 28 T.5.C.A. § 45%(a).

14. CHEEVES v, SOUTHERW CLAYS, INC., 797 F.Supp. L1570, Head Notes

11, b2, & 14 (M,D.Ga, L9927}, "Whenever 1t appesre that diaqualification of judge may
be cequired pursuant to the digqualifiretion of judmge statute, judige must either

withdraw from case or MAKR FULL DI3CLOSURE OM RECORD SO THAT FARTIES MAY CONSIDER

A WAIVER. 28 U.3.C.A. § 455{a)" Id. at Hesd Kote 11, Page 1371; ™Disqualification
of a judge statute concemplates voluneary digelosure by Judpe rather than compulsory

digeovery from judge. 28 U.5.C.A. § 455." 1Id. at Head Maka 12, Papas 1571=1572;

- 5.



_____

"Compuloory dizcovery procees eddressed to presiding jwdge in aid of motion to
digqualify rhar judge ie not avalilable to Iftlgant upon initial presentaticn of
motion or request for such discovery in district <ourt; digcovery of other persons
way be pureued in eppropriate casce. 8 U.5.C.A. §§ 14&, §35{a2, e)})." T1d. at Head
Hote 1&, Fage 1572,

17. USA vs. FELDMAN, 983 7,24 144 (9th Cir. 1992}, “When Judge datar-

wines that recusal is appropriate, judge hag oo diacration to recuse by subtect
patter or ooly a6 ko certeln issués and oot othera; rathes, recusal muet be from
whoele procesding, eptire stage of liclgation. 28 T.5.C.A. §F L34, 435, 455{di{1)."
Id. at Heed Hote 1, Pege L&&4.

18. P,5. ve. MOOD®, 977 F.24 1420, 1423 (1ith Civ. 1992}, “There is

no question that & federal judge may perform minfstarial act@ even after he has
diaqualified hims¢lf from a particulsr case. Ses IN RE CEMENT ANTITRUST LITIGATION,
673 F.2d 1020, 1024-25 {%th Cir. 1982){judge vho wes disqualified by reasco of &
financial interest coold resssigm a case).”

19. 2. va. CREFNSFAN, 26 PF.34 1041 (10th Civ. 19%4), Judge MOET

DOCIMENY EEASCHT FoR DECISTON O ERCUSAL MOTTONW 5o that it may be reviewed, 1f

necessary. 28 U.S.C.A. § 455(m}.
20. 1K BRE HALE, 98¢ F.2d LL76, L1748 (8th Cir. 1991), "A motion for

recusal tests in the 'pound dixctetion of the trisl judge and the atamdard of Teview

on appeal im whether the judys abused his or her dimeretion.' [28 U.5.C.A. 455(ap)."

2l EL FENIE da PUERTQ RICO wa. THE M/Y JUBAWNY, 386 F.3d 136, l4l (lst

Cir. 1994), "The proper appreach under subsectiom 455(e) EROUTEESR the crisl judge

:uplucmmmnmmmmmmurmur

THPFAFTTALITY and than leave entirely to the parties whather to walve disqualification
under sectlon 455€a)." Id. at lal.

r. GE0. WASEINGTUN BOME CWNERE AGSOL, wi. WIDNALL, 863 F.Supp. 1423,

1410 (D.Colo. 1994} "Recusal wnder $ 455 is to be judged on TEE IRCOND. It 13

not a queastion of either movents of oppocnenta bearing & burdean of proof. FRather

5. (s



racupal 1 gn action taken by the judge, and the JUDGE NOST DOCUMENT THE REASOND

FOX HIS DECISION 50 THAY ‘THE DECI3IOM MAYT RE REVIEWED, IF NECESSAKY, BEI AN

APPELLAYE OXMIRY. GCREENSFAN, 26 F.3d at 1007. The decisionm to récuse 15 coumiEted

to the soupd discrecten of the diletrict court.” Id. at 1430,

23,  MA3S. SCHOOL OF LaW AT ANDOVER va. AMER, BAR ASS'H, 572 F.fupp.

L3456 (E.D.Fa. 1994}, "When proceedings are brought under I8 U.5.C. & 455(a), a

judge KEED MOT ACCEFT AS TREIE THE MOTION'S FACTUAL ALLBGATIONS, BUT MAY CONTRADICT

THEN NTTH FACTS DRAWVN FROM HIS (WH FERSONAL EMNLEDGE. U.5, ws. PALISTRIERT,

779 F.2d 1191, 1202 (7th Cir. 1%85)}; @ee also U.5. ws. BCIARRIA, &51 P.2d 671, 425

a. 12 (3rd Cir. 1988). Id. at 1349.; "Judge's FATLURE TD INFURM PARTT DIKECTLY

of facts which ice own attoroey already knew did not give tlse to such questions
abowe Judge's {mpartiality as would warrant vecusal. 28 U.5.4.4. § &455(a)." 1d.

at Head Hote 1L, Page 1347.

QML O =

24, Movant LAMBROS belleves Judge Renner was teduived to docwment
the reasvonms [or hiz declglon ko recuse himself or mot to recusé Bimsedf in Ehis
getion before [perwapding this action to Chief Judge Rosenbasm, Hee, D5, vy,
GREEMSPAN, 26 F.3d4 1001, 1007 (10¢h Cir. 1994).

25. Movant LAMBROS 1s regquesting that a FULL EECORD be developed in
thin actisn.

26, Movant LAMBROS regquests thig coutt Foo ORDER thae raleace of all
documents filed by Tnlted States Pistrict Court Judge Robert G. Hemner in thie
action from April M, Z2H1L to present, a3 to hiz recusal.

7. I declare under pemalty of of perjury that the foregoing 1s truc

and correct, 88 per Title 28 U.5.C.h. § 1746,

EXECUT Cctober 20, 20061

--'"ﬁ'-::.—’-_

Gregory Lambros, Pro Gae

Beg. No. (Waio-124, U.%. Penirestfary Leavenwarth, E.0. Box 1000, Leavenworth,
Fangag GRHMGA=-1000 T0VSA; Web =aits: www.beaxilboycotc.org

&,

7,



