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Pday 14, 2002

it Jobhn C, Lambreog, #O0436-124
L5 Penirentiary Leavenworth

F.C3 Do 1000

Leavensworth, KS aalds- 1000

Dear Mr. Lanbres:

We have received your letker dated May 9, 2002, You mnquired why a complaint way
not opened against Rebert G, Benner. When a complamant les a complaint against
mete Lhan twe atkorneys. it is the Director’s policy to review the complaint 1o Jdetermine
whether only one or bwo fles shouald be opened, IF all of the abiommevs are allegad to
have done substantially Lhe sane thing and Jdiscipline aopears unlikely, then it 15 thas
Oftier's policy o open onlv one o two files. This pelicy 15 a reflection of the workload
and the limited resources of this Cifice.

Rovicw of rour initial complaine iIndicated that you complaired against tsea LA
atborieys who had prosecuted you, Robert G Renner and Joseph T, Walbran., Sunwe the
ennduct alleged apains: both allarneys was essentially the same and discrpiime wag
uniikely, the Cirector determined that only one file should be opened,

i have currently appealed the summary dismissal of vour complaint against
loszph T. Walbran. Shoold b desipnated Board member determine that summary
disrmissal Of vour complaint was not warranted, then you may re-file vour complaint
against Robert G, Fenner tor further consideration by the Tarecror.

1hank vou.
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WVerr fTuly vours,
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assie Hanson
Assistant Director
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