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Why would a federal judge apply the law at the risk of facing a sentence to 20 years 
imprisonment under 18 U.S.C. §1519 (pg. 108 of the exhibits) for having covered up his or her 
support or toleration of the bankruptcy fraud scheme described in the 10-page Statement of Facts 
(5) concerning 12 federal cases (15). (This document may be downloaded with all its exhibits through 
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Joining_forces_for_effectiveness_15nov6.pdf.)  

That Statement shows that a 39-year veteran of the banking and financing industries, who 
is still employed precisely in the bankruptcy department of a mayor bank, filed with his wife for 
bankruptcy relief in January 2004. (16) In Schedule B they declared that at the time of filing they 
had only $535 in cash and on account. (24) But using their Statement of Financial Affairs, their 
1040 IRS forms for 2001-03, and the few mortgage documents that they had produced (40, 63, 
66), I showed that they had earned $291,470 in that period; and also received $382,187 through a 
string of mortgages.  

Actually, when in 1975 they bought a home, they took on it a $26,000 mortgage, their 
first one (67); yet 30 years later, they declared in Schedule A that they still live in the same 
home, that it is their only real estate asset, and that they owe on it $77,084! (23) Moreover, they 
declared in Schedule F that that they owed $98,092 on 18 credit card accounts (31), though the 
services bought with that money remain unaccounted for as do the goods given that the value of 
household goods declared in Schedule B, accumulated over at least 30 years of work, is $2,810! 
(24)…less than 1% of what they earned in the previous 3 years. 

The whereabouts of their $673,657in earnings and receipts plus $98,092 in credit card 
borrowing (62) are still unknown because the bankruptcy, the district, and the circuit judges 
denied the requests under 11 U.S.C. 704(4) and (7) and §1325(a)(3) (109, 110) for an investi-
gation of the debtors’ financial affairs. Then they disallowed or affirmed the disallowance of the 
claim of the only creditor requesting such investigation, thus removing both him from the case 
and the risk that he might expose them. Indeed, from these facts, as detailed in the Statement 
(6§II), one can draw the conclusion, as the creditor did, that there is a bankruptcy fraud scheme. 
It involves the debtors in concealment of assets to the detriment of creditors and a cover up by 
the private and the U.S. trustees and the judges for a quid pro quo benefit as yet undetermined. 

The judges supporting or tolerating such bankruptcy fraud: 
1. confirmed the debtors’ debt repayment plan providing for the discharge of 78% of their 

debt (51);  
2. denied every single document that the creditor requested them to order produced by the 

debtors? (115);  
3. denied the motion to disallow; 
4. failed to discharge their duty under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) by not referring the debtors to the 

U.S. attorney for investigation. (111) Had they done so, the debtors would have ended up 
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indicted, an ominous event that would have given them an incentive to trade up in a plea 
bargain by incriminating the judges and the trustees; 

5. disregarded the judges’ blatant contempt for due process (203; cf. 207) in order to affirm 
the motion to disallow (117, cf. 141)  

 
If based on these facts the Reader believes that the judges are supporting or tolerating a 

bankruptcy fraud scheme, I invite you to engage in a Watergate-like Follow the money! 
investigation of the judges’ web of financial and personal relationships. It is aimed to fight their 
coordinated judicial wrongdoing and put pressure on lawmakers to take the needed action, 
namely; to repeal the useless statute providing for judges to apply self-discipline upon 
misconduct complaints filed with them (28 U.S.C. §351 et seq. (212)) and pass the proposed 
Judicial Discipline and Auditing Commission Act (234).  

The investigation should focus its search on evidence of judges’ involvement in criminal 
activity. Under no interpretation of the doctrine of judicial immunity can such evidence be 
dismissed as relating to judicial acts or as disgruntlement of losing parties. What is more, it 
would be reported on by the media because it makes good copy, thereby causing public outrage 
and giving rise to a call on Congress for an investigation of coordinated wrongdoing in the 
judiciary and proper remedial legislation. (239) 

The case described above illustrates the type of case that would allow the investigators to 
look for both assets concealed by the debtors with the judges’ knowledge and those in the 
judges’ possession and in excess of their known income. If we then proved that the justices of the 
Supreme Court knew of their fellow judges’ criminal activity, but looked the other way (235), 
not to mention if they benefited from it, the public outrage, fueled by the demand for revision of 
cases by losing parties, would make Congress seriously consider new laws to bring integrity to 
the judiciary. This outcome is plausible now because the presumptive new Speaker of the House, 
Rep. Nancy Pelosi, who chastised the outgoing Congress as “dominated by a culture of corruption”, 
pledged that she would take action to make the incoming Congress “the most honest in American history”. 

Therefore, I respectfully submit to the Reader to: 
1. engage in a Watergate-like Follow the money! investigation of the judges’ web of 

financial and personal relationships in search of evidence of criminal activity; (251) 
2. spread the word to bloggers, citizens’ newspapers, and any other investigative journalists 

that if they joined the search and uncovered such evidence they could participate in a 
historic event that could bring down the top judges of the federal judiciary and in the 
process make a name for themselves either during their 15 minutes of fame or by winning 
a Pulitzer Prize, in other words, they could become the Carl Bernstein and Bob 
Woodward of the Internet era by unleashing the power of the new media on corrupt 
judges (237); and 

3. consider the Programmatic Proposal to unite those who complain about judicial corruption 
in order for all of us to be effective in eliminating it by engaging in specific and realis-
tically manageable activities that would enable all to achieve concrete objectives. (241) 

 
 



Dr. Cordero’s  model case for the Watergate-like Follow the money! investigation to force judicial integrity iii 

Table of Contents 
(To open the PDFs Adobe Acrobat Reader 7 or higher must be used, which can be downloaded from www.Adobe.com.) 

 
1. Statement of Facts providing evidence showing that a federal judgeship 

has become a safe haven for wrongdoing due to lack of an effective 
mechanism of judicial conduct control and calling for the formation of a 
virtual firm of lawyers and investigative journalists to help prepare pro 
bono a class action based on a representative case charging that Chief 
Judge John M. Walker, Jr., and Circuit Judge Dennis Jacobs of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit have engaged in a series of acts 
of disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts, and of systematic dis-
missal of judicial misconduct complaints forming a pattern of non-coin-
cidental, intentional, and coordinated wrongdoing that protects peers 
and other schemers involved in a bankruptcy fraud scheme (http://Judicial-
Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Statement_of_Facts_Table_of_Cases.pdf) .......................................Fm:5 

2. Table of 12 federal cases litigated during the past 5 years and providing 
evidence of judicial support or toleration of a bankruptcy fraud scheme 
(http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/docs/Table of cases.pdf)............................................Fm:15 

3. Petition for bankruptcy relief with Schedules A-J filed jointly by David 
and Mary Ann DeLano on January 27, 2004, docket no. 04-20280, WDNY 
(http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/DeLano_petition.pdf )....................................Fm:16 

4. Tables of the DeLano Debtors’ income as well as receipts through a 
string of mortgages and credit card borrowing (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/docs/670K_DeLano_income.pdf).....................................................................Fm:62 

5. The DeLano Debtors’ 1040 IRS forms for 2001-03, showing that during 
that 3-year period preceding the filing of their bankruptcy petition they 
earned $280,736 (although their own Statement of Financial Affairs that 
is part of their bankruptcy petition shows that during that period they 
earned $291,470 (Why do those figures not match?; http://Judicial-
Discipline-Reform.org/docs/1040_IRS_DeLano_forms_01_03.pdf) ..................................Fm:63 

6. Mortgage documents produced by the DeLano Debtors (http://Judicial-
Discipline-Reform.org/docs/mortgages_of_DeLanos.pdf) ..................................................Fm:66 

7. 18 U.S.C §1519. Destruction, alteration, or falsification of records in 
Federal investigations and bankruptcy........................................................................Fm:108 

8. 11 U.S.C §704. Duties of trustee.....................................................................................Fm:109 

9. 11 U.S.C §1325. Confirmation of plan [of debtor’s repayment of debts].................Fm:110 

10. 18 U.S.C §3057. Bankruptcy investigations..................................................................Fm:111 

11. Judge Larimer’s order of 10/17/05 denying in all respects Dr. Cordero’s 
pending motions, including the motion for an order of document production 
(http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/J_Larimer_WDNY_affirmance_21aug6)...............Fm:114 



iv Dr. Cordero’s  model case for the Watergate-like Follow the money! investigation to force judicial integrity 

12. Dr. Richard Cordero’s appellate brief of December 21, 2005, in Cordero v. 
DeLano, no. 05cv6190, in the District Court, WDNY, Judge David G. 
Larimer presiding, on appeal from In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, in Bank-
ruptcy Court, WBNY, Judge John C. Ninfo, II, presiding; (http://Judicial-
Discipline-Reform.org/NYCBar_FBC/headings_brief_05cv6190.pdf).............................Fm:117 

13. Judge Larimer’s decision of August 21, 2006, affirming in all respects 
Judge Ninfo’s decision disallowing Dr. Cordero’s claim against the 
DeLano Debtors and barring him from any further participation in their 
bankruptcy proceedings (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/NYCBar_FBC/JLarimer_decision_21aug6.pdf) ............................................Fm:203 

14. Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Issues on appeal of October 21, 2006, in Dr. 
Richard Cordero v. David and Mary DeLano, no. 06-4780-bk, in the Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/NYCBar_FBC/Appeal_issues_21oct6.pdf) ....................................................Fm:207 

15. Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (http://judicial-discipline-
reform.org/docs/28usc351_Conduct_complaints.pdf) .......................................................Fm:212 

16. Overview of the General Provisions of the Proposed Judicial Discipline 
and Auditing Commission Act (first draft) .................................................................Fm:234 

17. The Supreme Court Justices and the Chief Judges Have Semi-annually 
Received Official Information About the Self-immunizing Systematic 
Dismissal of Judicial Conduct Complaints, But Have Tolerated It With 
Disregard for the Consequent Abuse of Power and Corruption 
(http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/SCt_knows_of_dismissals.pdf)....................Fm:235 

18. Synopsis of an Investigative Journalism Proposal Where the Leads in 
Evidence Already Gathered in 12 Federal Cases Would be Pursued in a 
Follow the money! Investigation to Answer the Question: Has a Federal 
Judgeship Become a Safe Haven for Coordinated Wrongdoing? 
(http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Investigation_proposal.pdf) .........................Fm:237 

19. Summary of the Programmatic Proposal (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/docs/Programmatic_proposal_summary.pdf) .................................................Fm:239 

20. Programmatic Proposal to Unite Entities and Individuals to Use Their 
Resources Effectively in Our Common Mission to Ensure Integrity in 
Our Courts by Engaging in Specific Activities and Achieving Concrete 
Objectives (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/docs/Programmatic_Proposal.pdf)..................................................................Fm:241 

21. Contact information with detailed index to exhibits, organized by 
categories listed in the order in which the Follow the money! 
investigation may proceed (http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/docs/contact_info_by_categories.pdf) ............................................................Fm:271 


	http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/Follow_money/Model_follow_money_case.pdf
	See also:
	http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Programmatic_Proposal.pdf
	http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/no_judicial_immunity.pdf
	http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/readings_in_JudReform.pdf


		DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org
	2007-03-25T17:04:36-0400
	Brooklyn, NY
	Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.




