Tuesday, June 20, 2006
Oregon State Bar

PO Box 1689

Lake Oswego, OR. 97035

Attn: Scott A. Morrill – Assistant General Counsel

Re: Russell S. Barnett / Archie Crozier matter / your letter dated June 13th 2006

Dear Mr. Morrill,
Thank you for your letter, and for your time involving this matter.

I understand your explanation with respect to my father’s file not being released without my father himself sending a letter, and I further concur with your reasoning as to why this would not be prudent for Mr. Barnett to do.

However, in the 2nd paragraph of your letter, concluding with the sentence “Mr. Barnett has not heard from your father since” that statement is a PATENT LIE apparently told to you by Mr. Barnett.
In connection with the letters that I have already personally provided you copies of, my father himself has hand-written at least one request for his file. I am sure that you are well aware that it is not easy to get things done while in jail, as such it is quite difficult for him to make copies of letters that he has composed, nor did he think to do so.

Regardless of any “handwritten notes” my father may have sent, I will now please refer to your letter sent to me (the 3rd paragraph of your letter - first sentence), “Mr. Barnett is not comfortable releasing your fathers file to you, or……..” 
Enclosed please find a letter that I myself prepared for my father (at his request), which was signed by him and sent from him (in jail) dated December 28th 2004. Please note that within the body of this original letter, my father had in fact instructed Mr. Barnett to release a copy of his file to me (his daughter), and he further requested and instructed Mr. Barnett to communicate directly with me, this letter was also CC’d to Attorney Hanson at the bottom of the letter.  Mr. Barnett chose to avoid any communication with me, and instead directly spoke to Attorney Hanson, however by the time he spoke with Attorney Hanson; we had already concluded our relationship with Mr. Hanson. 
Please understand that we do not have a copy of this document signed by my father, we did not think that far in advance, and we did not think that Mr. Barnett would have IGNORED our requests in this fashion. Furthermore, this very same letter was re-sent as well as Faxed to his office on subsequent occasions, yet he has never responded to any of these communications.
Keeping that very information in mind, I would direct you once again to this same letter. The very first sentence clearly instructs and requests that Mr. Barnett please provide a copy of the file to me (his daughter), it further pleads to him “for the sake of expediency” that Mr. Barnett “please” communicate directly with me. 
I will reiterate, it is this very letter (dated December 28th 2004) that Mr. Barnett is referring to when he states that he spoke to Attorney Eric Hanson (the first Attorney).

That simple reality brings us back to my assertion that Mr. Barnett is PATENLTY LYING to you as well as to the Oregon State Bar with respect to this matter. This is the letter that put Mr. Barnett in contact with Mr. Eric Hanson, yet Mr. Barnett has failed to heed my fathers requests (e.g. please copy my daughter with my file and please communicate directly with her…)
To substantiate my claim even further, I will refer you to my letter sent certified mail, dated almost one year later (December 12th 2005) and I will point out that Mr. Barnett failed to respond to this certified mailing as well.
Mr. Barnett’s failure to respond to all of these communications has now occupied a full year and a half. It is a result of Mr. Barnett’s failure to respond to me (and my father) that that I directed my first communication to the Oregon State Bar, and it is to that end that we now formally request that the Oregon State Bar take disciplinary measures against Mr. Barnett.
I thank you again for your time,

Sincerely,

Aimee R. Dhondt
P.S.

I fully understand that Mr. Barnett is not going to be disbarred over this matter, but he has wasted a year and half of our lives. I have clearly substantiated that Mr. Barnett is in possession of my fathers’ original letter dated December 28th 2004. As such, what is Mr. Barnett’s explanation for ignoring us? 
I think Perry Mason would have a hard time getting Mr. Barnett out of this matter…
On second thought, perhaps the Oregon State Bar should exam my father’s entire file…
I believe that Mr. Barnett’s behavior in this matter is indicative of his performance (or lack thereof) throughout my father’s defense and the entire handling of his case, and his “file”… 
Enclosures (3)
