Sean Harrington
197m Boston Post Rd., West #151
Marlborough, MA 01752

29 November 2004

Amos Martinez, Ph.D.
State Grievance Board
1560 Broadway, Suite 880
Denver, Colorado 80202

RE: Olbrich, et al.
Dear Dr. Martinez:

Please allow this letter to serve as my personal thanks and gratitude for the very valuable time that
you spent in speaking with me several weeks ago. | also wanted to write because | am in need of
clarification of the letter that you sent to me date September 12", 2004.

Back on the 29" of April at about 11:30 (MST), I called and spoke with Marge Bennet regarding
new evidence that was made available to me concerning Tom Olbrich and my desire to seek
reconsideration on the matter. Marge conferred with her supervisor, Joanne Krause, who advised
me to file an, “Application for reconsideration.” Subsequent to that, | spoke with you and you
confirmed this policy concerning applications for reconsideration.

In August, | sent in a voluminous complaint replete with exhibits concerning Olbrich. Some time
thereafter, | spoke with Linda Caudillo, who informed me that the Complaint had been referred to
the “State Grievance Board,” rather than the psychologists or social worker board (I am unclear if
there is a difference).

More time passed, but | never received any letter indicating a disposition. In November, | followed
up with you and you confirmed that the Board did, indeed, meet, but declined to conduct an inquiry.
Specifically, you said that the prima facie statements in my Complaint, if true, would have been
enough to warrant an inquiry, but that the Board either didn’t believe all of my assertions to be true,
or was unable to find enough support for them in the documentary evidence that | provided. You
also offered to send out the [missing] letter of a “final agency decision,” necessary for appeal. 1 did
then receive a letter from you, but it was dated September 12", 2004 (‘though it referred to a
meeting that occurred on October 25" 2004). The letter did not indicate that | had applied for
reconsideration of the Olbrich matter (merely that the matter had already been dismissed in 2001).
Thus, I wonder if I could bother once again (and I do apologize for being burdensome!) to
reproduce that letter with the proper accurate date, some notation indicating that this is, indeed, a
final agency decision and that it is in response to my application for reconsideration on the Olbrich
matter. | also want to respectfully request that you include any findings that were made available to
you and that you can recall, such as what you explained to me on the phone relative to the prima
facie sufficiency of my allegations, and the insufficiency of the supporting documentation as well as
the fact that the reason the claims were dismissed against Ryan, Wilson, JCMH and CMHIFL is
because your office has jurisdiction over Olbrich, only. With this information, I believe that | may
be able to properly pursue an appeal.

...with kind regards,

Sean Harrington
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