Monday, July 17, 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 of July 12th 2006

Dear Mr. Morrill,

Thank you once again for your letter; it seems that we are in agreement with respect to my fathers letter dated December 28th 2004 and that Mr. Barnett did indeed receive said letter, which was an original document and that said communication was sent from and signed by my father.
That being said (and I admit to a limited understanding of the law & the legal system) this very letter should provide all of the authority and legal weight needed to accomplish what is being asked from it.
Said letter contained no expiration date, and it contained no statement that otherwise relieved Mr. Barnett with relation to the first two points of the letter (which were to copy the file to me and to communicate directly with me). 

To re-cap the “points” of my fathers very brief and simple letter;

1) Copy the file to my daughter. This is the FIRST request: I believe you will agree there can be no argument that this is clearly stated.
2) Communicate with my daughter. This is the SECOND request; to communicate with me; once again there is no other way to otherwise construe this.
3) Lastly, communicate with the attorney. The THIRD request is to communicate with Mr. Eric Hanson, the last and least important item.
It appears that your position (and that of Mr. Barnett) is that since Mr. Barnett acted on item #3, that this has somehow absolved Mr. Barnett of responding to or acting upon either of the first two requests.

We do not believe this to be fair, reasonable, nor do I believe that Mr. Barnett would have a chance in hell of winning a lawsuit relating to this matter if I were to pursue this in a Court of Law – I am in a position to demonstrate (e.g. copies of letters sent by me to Mr. Barnett) that we have repeatedly solicited Mr. Barnett with respect to this matter, yet he has failed to respond to me, and to said letter.
My (our) position is that my father instructed Mr. Barnett to do something, and Mr. Barnett has done his best to avoid responding to us. My fathers’ letter “stands” and is in no need of being re-written.
Thus, the pivoting factor here is not whether or not Mr. Barnett has “bypassed” me; rather it is his utter failure to communicate with me as requested and directed by my father.

Based on these points, I once again ask the Oregon State Bar to act upon my previous request to take disciplinary action against Mr. Barnett, for the reasons cited.
Let’s take a look at this matter from a neutral 3rd party standpoint. Would it not be considered prudent and reasonable (not to mention the least bit professional) for Mr. Barnett to at least have had the basic courtesy of sending me a “single sentence” response to at least one of my many letters and faxes ?

It just seems to make sense – it only seems prudent and reasonable to respond…

The frustrating aspect of this is that Mr. Barnett has WASTED an incredible amount of our time, after all, if he only would have given us a simple single sentence response, I would not have brought this matter to the attention of the Bar, and I would not be writing this 3rd letter to you – it just seems so simple… 
However, we do believe that Mr. Barnett has in fact mishandled my fathers’ case, and this is why he has avoided this matter, and this is what has forced us to bring this matter to your attention, his failure to respond in any fashion.
Please be further advised that after conversing further with my father on this matter, and in spite of the fact that we feel we have clearly demonstrated our position on this matter, and that we further believe our position to have sound legal standing…  In spite of all this, we feel that we are being held ransom by “rhetoric” - as such I have prepared an additional letter for my father to sign (please see enclosed), it will be mailed to him shortly, he will be signing it in prison and mailing a copy of it to the Oregon State Bar as well as to Mr. Barnett.
I believe that this letter (enclosed copy) will leave Mr. Barnett no other choice then to provide us with a copy of my fathers file forthwith.
Sincerely,

Aimee R. Dhondt

Enclosure(s) 1
