
PRTVATE & CONT]DENTIAL

Ou Reforence:?C 2004/0188,
reply to Nonhunberllnd House

6 Mor 2004

Ms NoeIc KlosterkorteFDit-Raw€

Dear Ms Klost€rkolter Dit-Rawi

Rc. Conplaint by yotr against Mr Stlnley F.rold Call,sher

Thant yon for ,our lofter of 3 May.

cilen what you say, I m lerfeclly bappl to invcstiSsle your conplaint, which I vill now do.

llowever, I nust say I lhink n is a pily, despile yonr reseryations, that Arden Chubers had
nol had the olportuily to do so {posibly duc lo the nGuddslandihe berlles ou ofi@9
espccially 6 I recoived a lefter agreeine ro do so ton Mr Cane. dared 4 Mav ltmigh well
hdve becn lhat tbey coold have eiven you satisfaclion dd. ifnot, vou could then have comc
to mq giling you llvo angs ofrbe ladder, so to sleak

We sill be in louch i. due coN.

Lu l,6l{

Conploinls Commiseond

Copy Arden Chmbes Mt D carter

Noëlle Rawé
Text Box
It does not look as though my complaint is going to be dealt with objectively:  as this suggests to me that the Bar Council is happy to turn a blind eye to its members' breach of professional guidance. 
Is this a case of "not wanting to bite the hand that feeds you"? 

Noëlle Rawé
Pencil

Noëlle Rawé
Pencil




