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Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability 
and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing 

Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting 
 

This study analyses official statistics, reports, and statements of the Federal Judiciary 

showing that its judges are unaccountable and their operation is pervaded by secrecy; conse-

quently, they risklessly do wrong in self-interest and to people’s detriment, which calls for reform.  

In the last 225 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, only 8 of its 

judges have been removed from the bench
14

. They hold all their adjudicative, policy-making, ad-

ministrative, and disciplinary meetings behind closed doors and never appear before a press con-

ference(Lsch:2§A). They act with impunity. The evidence reveals their motive, means, and op-

portunity(jur:21§§1-3) to engage in financial and non-financial wrongdoing(jur:5§3) by abusing 

power to deny due process, disregard the law, and decide by reasonless summary orders
66

. They 

have hatched a system of wrongdoing so routine, widespread, and coordinated(88§a-c) among 

themselves
213

 and between them and insiders
169

, e.g., running a bankruptcy fraud scheme(65§§1-

3), as to have turned wrongdoing into their Judiciary’s institutionalized modus operandi(49§4).  

The presentation(97§1) of this evidence and of the findings of its further investigation 

(100§§3-4) can outrage(83§§2-3) the national public and set off a Watergate-like(4¶¶10-14) gen-

eralized media investigation(ol:55). Its findings can cause the public to demand official investiga-

tions of the judges and the top politicians(77§§5-6) conniving with them. The official investiga-

tors, exercising their subpoena, search & seizure, contempt, and penal powers and holding public 

hearings, will be able to make even more outrageous findings. A more deeply outraged public 

will force politicians to undertake reform that will treat judges as what they are: public servants 

hired to perform a service and accountable for their performance to their masters, We the People. 

Public support for the investigation of the Federal Judiciary will embolden journalists and 

officials to investigate state judiciaries and hold their judges accountable. Public demand for 

judicial reform(158§§6-7) can include the establishment of citizen boards of judicial account-

ability and discipline(160§8). Such boards can constitute the first mechanism through which the 

people conduct ‘reverse surveillance’(Lsch:2) on their government. The ensuing new People-

government relation can foster the formation of a Tea Party-like national civic movement(164§9) 

that turns government effectively ever more of, by, and for the people: the People’s Sunrise. 

Journalists, politicians, and advocates of honest judiciaries thinking strategically by 

applying dynamic analysis of harmonious and conflicting interests(Lsch:14§§2-3) can be 

rewarded by disseminating and further investigating the evidence presented here. They can: 

a) cause one or more justices to resign, as they did J. Fortas in 1969(92§d), and win a Pulitzer Prize; 

b) run on a winning platform that promises to hold all public servants accountable; and  

c)  be recognized as the People’s Champions of Justice who brought down Judges Above the Law.  

Dr. Cordero offers(Lsch:1; ol:54) to present(Lsch:9) the evidence of judges’ wrongdoing 

and show how you and your colleagues can join his professional team(ol:119) to further investi-

gate(ol:115) it; and how to develop the novel news and publishing field of judicial unaccounta-

bility reporting through a multidisciplinary(jur:131§b) academic(128§4) and business(119§§1-3) 

venture. The latter can begin with two unique stories(ol:55) involving top officers(63), an inves-

tigative plan(66), and the potential to dominate the mid-term election campaign(70) and beyond.  

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it! 
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Prefatory:ii Abstract of the study 

ABSTRACT OF THE STUDY  

 
Exposing Judges' Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing 

Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting 

This study* analyzes official statistics of the Federal Judiciary, legal provisions, and other 
publicly filed documents. It discusses how federal judges’ life-appointment; de facto unimpeach-
ability and irremovability; self-immunization from discipline through abuse of the Judiciary’s 
statutory self-policing authority; abuse of its vast Information Technology resources to interfere 
with their complainants’ communications; the secrecy in which they cover their adjudicative, 
administrative, disciplinary, and policy-making acts; and third parties’ fear of their individual 
and close rank retaliation render judges unaccountable. Their unaccountability makes their abuse 
of power riskless; the enormous amount of the most insidious corruptor over which they rule, 
money!, as well as other social and professional benefits make doing wrong to grab them tempt-
ing; and millions of in practice unreviewable cases make the temptation ever-present. These are the 
means, motive, and opportunity for judges to do wrong and for their wrongdoing to be inevitable. 

Judges do wrong in such regular, widespread, and coordinated fashion as to have turned 
wrongdoing into their institutionalized modus operandi and the Judiciary into the safe haven for 
judicial wrongdoers. Their abuse of power entrusted to them by We the People is a betrayal of 
trust. Engaging in it and giving priority to covering it up to protect themselves and their peers 
injure in fact people’s rights, property, liberty, and life; and deprive the People of their funda-
mental human, civil, and due process right of access to fair and impartial courts. Exposing the 
existence, scope, and gravity of their wrongdoing to the national public will cause such outrage 
as to enable the media and voters to force legislated, rather than voluntary, judicial reform, lest 
politicians be voted out of, or not into, office; this is realistic, as the Tea Party precedent shows.  

The exposure is started by the study, whose publication will pioneer the news and pub- 
lishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting. It can be continued at a presentation by the 
author held at a law school attended by its members and those of business, journalism, and IT 
schools, civil rights advocates, and the media. The evidence of judges’ wrongdoing will 
introduce the call for ‘reverse surveillance’ over them by We the People, as opposed to the mass 
surveillance over the People by the NSA with judges’ rubberstamping approval revealed by 
Edward Snowden. The presentation can give rise to the formation of a multidisciplinary team of 
students, professors, journalists, and civil rights advocates to conduct reverse surveillance through 
a Follow the money! and IT Follow the wire! investigation. The team can organize the first of a 
series of multimedia conferences to report to the national public its findings and expose judges’ 
pattern of disregard of the law. It will announce the formation of a multidisciplinary academic 
and business venture to promote 1. the establishment of local chapters to surveil, report, and ad- 
vocate reform a) based on transparency, accountability, discipline, and judges’ and the Judiciary’s 
liability to their victims, and b) implemented with the aid of citizen boards; 2. the creation of a 
for-profit institute to conduct IT research, educate, publish, etc.; and 3. the submission of articles 
on judges’ abuse of power and secrecy for publication in a volume that can lead to a periodical.  

Such reform will be of historic proportions although it will only implement foundational 
principles of our republic: We the People are the only source of sovereign power, who entrust a 
portion of it to each public servant and to whom each is accountable, for none is beyond our 
control or above the law. The reform can begin in the Federal Judiciary and extend to Congress, 
the Executive Branch, the states, and the rest of the world. A new We the People-government 
paradigm can emerge: the People’s Sunrise. Those who are instrumental in its emergence can 
become recognized here and abroad as the People’s Champions of Justice. Dare trigger history! 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/13-11-7DrRCordero-HCStroebele.pdf
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

Section A(jur:21) discusses the means, motive, and opportunity enabling federal judges to do 
wrong. They wield their decision-making power with no constraints by abusing their self-
disciplining authority to systematically dismiss 99.82% of the complaints filed against them. 
This allows them to pursue the corruptive motive of money: In CY10 they ruled on $373 billion 
at stake in personal bankruptcies alone. While all bankruptcy cases constitute 80% of the cases 
filed every year, only .23% are reviewed by district courts and fewer than .08% by circuit courts. 
Such de facto unreviewability affords judges the opportunity to engage in wrongdoing, for it is 
riskless and all the more beneficial in professional, social, and financial terms. Yet Congress and 
journalists abstain from investigating their wrongdoing for fear of making enemies of life-
tenured judges. Hence, federal judges enjoy unaccountability. It has rendered their wrongdoing 
irresistible. They engage in it so routinely and in such coordinated fashion among themselves 
and with others as to have turned it into the Federal Judiciary’s institutionalized modus operandi. 

Section B(jur:65) describes DeLano, a case that can expose one of the gravest and most per-
vasive forms of wrongdoing: a judge-run bankruptcy fraud scheme. The DeLano bankruptcy judge 
was appointed and removable by his circuit judges. The appeal was presided over by Then-Circuit 
Judge Sotomayor. She and her peers protected their appointee by approving his unlawful denial 
of, and denying in turn, every single document requested by the creditor from the debtor, a 39-year 
veteran bankruptcy officer, an insider who knew too much not to be allowed to avoid accounting 
for over $⅔ of a million. The case is so egregious that she withheld it from the Senate Committee 
reviewing her justiceship nomination. Now a justice, she must keep covering up the scheme and 
all her and her peers’ wrongdoing, just as she must cover for the other justices and they for her.  

Section C(jur:81) explains how judges cover up their wrongdoing through knowing indifference 
and willful ignorance and blindness; and how their standard “avoid even the appearance of 
impropriety” can support a strategy: DeLano exposed, an outraged public will cause a justice to 
resign, as it did J. Fortas, and the authorities to investigate judges and undertake judicial reform.  

Section D(jur:97) deals with exposing judges’ unaccountability and wrongdoing through the use 
of DeLano at a multimedia presentation targeted on opinion multipliers, broadcast to the public, 
and intended to launch a Watergate-like generalized media investigation of wrongdoing in the 
Judiciary guided by the query, “What did the President and judges know about Then-Judge 
Sotomayor’s concealment of assets and other judges’ wrongdoing, and when did they know it?” 
and aimed at demanding that the President release the FBI vetting report on her. The presentation 
will be an Emile Zola I accuse!-like denunciation to pioneer judicial unaccountability reporting. 

Section D4(jur:102) proposes a Follow the money and the wire! investigation of the DeLano-J. 
Sotomayor story. It implements the strategy of judicial unaccountability and wrongdoing expo-
sure, not in court before reciprocally protecting judges, but journalistically. It can be cost-effec-
tive thanks to the leads extracted from over 5,000 pages of the record of DeLano, which went 
from bankruptcy court to the Supreme Court. It can be confined to, or expanded beyond, the 
Internet, D.C., NY City, Rochester, and Albany; and search for Deep Throats in the Judiciary. 

Section E(jur:119) Proposes a multidisciplinary academic and business venture to promote 
judicial unaccountability reporting and reform. From informing the public and assisting victims 
of judicial abuse tell their stories, it should lead to the creation of an institute to conduct IT re-
search; train reformers; advocate a legislative agenda; call for citizen boards of judicial 
accountability and an IG for the Judiciary; and become a champion of Equal Justice Under Law. 

Section F(jur:171) Offers to present at law, journalism, business, and IT schools, media outlets, 
and civil rights entities the evidence of judges’ unaccountability and wrongdoing; call for the 
formation of a multidisciplinary team of professionals to conduct further investigation and devel-
op the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting; and dare trigger history! 
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April 21, 2016 

Mr. Elliot Wilcox trialtips@trialtheater.com 

Editor, Trial Tips Newsletter 

Post Office Box 2493, Orlando, FL 32802-2493 
 

 

Dear Mr. Wilcox,  
 

I read your article “The Ten Critical Mistakes that Trial Lawyers Make…” and believe 

that I will derive substantial practical benefit from them. So I wanted to thank you. Through 

them, I formed an idea of the kind of person and lawyer that you are: a principled one who 

strives to practice law in a responsible and realistic way by ‘doing what you said you would do… 

after convincing yourself of the strength of your case…the case that you do have…, aware of its 

potential impact on your reputation…and intent on doing more than you are expected to do’. 

This is a proposal to you, which I make with a corresponding sense of responsibility and 

realism: To join forces to give practical meaning to the principles of safeguarding the interest of 

clients and upholding due process and the rule of law by bringing to the national public in the 

context of the presidential campaign the relevant findings of my study of judges and their judi-

ciary Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: Pione-
ering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*. Indeed, 1. the judges of 

the Federal Judiciary, the models for their state counterparts, hold all their administrative, adjudi-

cative, policy-making, and disciplinary meetings behind closed doors*
>29

 and no press confer-

ences
71

. 2. Chief circuit
22a

 judges abuse their statutory
18a

 self-disciplining authority by dismissing 

99.82%(*>jur:10-14) of complaints against their peers; with other judges, they deny up to 100% 

of appeals to review such dismissals(jur:24§b), granting themselves impunity. 3. Up to 9 of 

every 10 appeals are disposed of ad-hoc through no-reason summary orders
66a

 or opinions so 

“perfunctory”
68

 that they are neither published nor precedential
70

, raw fiats of star-chamber power. 

4. Justices are unelected yet life-tenured, as are district and circuit judges; the latter appoint 

bankruptcy judges for renewable 14-year terms
61a

 with no consent of elected representatives.  

5. In the 226 years since the creation of their Judiciary in 1789, only 8 federal judges
13

 have been 

impeached and removed
14

. 6. A single federal judge can hold unconstitutional what 535 

members of Congress and the President have debated, voted, and enacted, a source of chilling 

retaliatory power
17a

. 7. Judges are influenced by the most insidious corruptor, money!(jur:27§2). 

The proposal applies strategic thinking(*>ol:317§1) to cause any and all presidential candi-

dates to realize their interest(ol:311, 362 infra) in denouncing judges’ wrongdoing and encouraging 

journalists(ol:319) to investigate two unique national stories, i.e., the President Obama-Justice 

Sotomayor story(ol:191§A) in connection with his justiceship nomination of Judge Merrick Gar-

land and the refusal of Republican senators to even meet with him; and the Federal Judiciary-

NSA story(ol:192§B) in the context of Microsoft suing the government over permanently secret 

orders of surveillance and the suit of Former CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson and Judicial Watch 

against DoJ for hacking her computers(ol:345§1). Mindful of your likely reluctance to openly de-

nounce or expose judges’ wrongdoing, I am proposing that you only use your superior connec-

tions to discreetly network me with presidential candidates and journalists so that I may make a 

presentation(ol:352) to them at a video conference or in person; I offer to make it first to you and 

your colleagues. Can you imagine a more practical way of ‘doing what you said you would do’ 

upon being sworn in as a lawyer and ‘more than expected’ than by helping inform We the People 

of how judges wrong them; and of enhancing your reputation by contributing to judicial reform 

(jur:158§§6-8), becoming a Champion of Justice(ol:201§K)? I look forward to hearing from you. 

    Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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April 28, 2016 
 

Do you suspect that communications from and to you have been intercepted? 
If you have had experiences similar to those described below,  

this is a call to join forces to exercise our First Amendment right to 
“freedom of speech, of the press; the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and  

to petition the Government for a redress of grievances”*>jur:130fn268 

 

A. Probable cause to believe that communications about 
exposing judges’ wrongdoing have been intercepted 

1. I am a lawyer, a doctor of law, and a researcher of court statistics, reports, statements, etc.(*>jur: 

iii/fn.ii), which I have cited hundreds of times in my 880+-page study of federal judges and the 

Federal Judiciary –the models for their state counterparts– titled and downloadable as follows:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 

Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting* 
 

2. I have proposed the pinpoint, profit-making(*>ol:326§F) investigation of judges’ wrongdoing 

through a unique national query(ol:191§A) based, among other things(ol:194§E), on the articles 

in The New York Times, The Washington Post, and Politico(jur:65fn107a,c) that suspected the 

first nominee of President Obama to the Supreme Court, Then-Judge, Now-Justice Sotomayor, 

of concealing assets. Such concealment is undertaken to evade taxes and keep the illegal origin 

of taxable assets hidden; it is a crime(ol:5fn10). The evidence(jur:65§§1-3) shows that her asset 

concealment is enabled by, and only part of, wrongdoing coordinated among federal judges and 

between them and insiders of the judicial and legal systems(jur:81fn169). Thus, her investigation 

would be a Trojan horse that would reveal wrongdoing so routine, widespread, and coordinated 

as to constitute the judges’ and the Judiciary’s institutionalized modus operandi(ol:190¶¶1-7).  

3. I have sent that proposal to over ten thousand people, yahoogroups, and pertinent websites. 

Given the evidence in the study of how widespread dissatisfaction with the judicial and legal 

systems is, and a current public mood dominated by the Dissatisfied with the Establishment, one 

could reasonably expect many recipients to contact me to express interest in my proposal. Yet, 

only a handful has done so. Neither under the circumstances, statistical analysis, nor related 

events is this a normal reaction. This article argues that under those three considerations, there is 

probable cause to believe that the communications that I sent or that were sent to me were 

intercepted and their delivery was prevented. It calls on victims of judges’ wrongdoing and on 

advocates of honest judiciaries to join forces to expose such wrongdoing by implementing a 

strategy that takes advantage of the public mood and the presidential campaign that feeds off it. 

 

B. Interception and secrecy as the government’s modus operandi 

4. Interception and disclosure of wire, oral, or electronic communications, and the intentional ac-

cess to a protected computer without authorization are acts prohibited as federal crimes and puni-

shable with up to 20 years in prison under Title 18 U.S. Code §§1030 and 2511(ol:5a/fn13, 14).  

 

1. NSA and judges can issue companies secret orders of interception 

5. The documents of the National Security Agency (NSA) leaked by Edward Snowden(ol:17) have 

revealed that the NSA, which reports to the President daily, broke the law to intercept the 

communications of private and public parties, including 35 heads of state and government, with 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel and Brazil President Dilma Rousseff among them as well as 
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U.N. Secretary Ban Ki-moon. This supports probable cause to believe that the government is 

once more intercepting communications, such as mine, to safeguard its own interests. 

6. The NSA has an interest in intercepting communications calling for the exposure of judges’ 

wrongdoing: It depends on judges, such as those of the secret federal court set up under the 

Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act(ol:20fn5 >50 U.S.C. §§1801-1811), to have its secret 

requests for secret orders of surveillance rubberstamped, up to 100% in a year(ol:5afn7).  

 

2. Microsoft sued the government over its orders’ permanent secrecy 

7. In mid-April 2016, Microsoft sued the federal government over secret requests, such as those by 

the NSA, for secret orders of surveillance that those who must execute them, such as Microsoft 

and other Internet Service Providers, must keep secret forever. It is arguing that such permanent 

secrecy even after the abatement of the emergency that warrants the order’s request and execu-

tion without due process notice and opportunity to defend to the surveillance target defendant 

prevents any control on the government and, as a result, leads to government abuse of power.  

8. Secrecy is the petri dish for corruption(jur:49§4), for it places wrongdoing beyond public con-

demnation, rendering it private, blameless, acceptable to those in on it, whom it renders unac-

countable and whose wrongdoing it turns into riskless acts to gain irresistible, wrongful benefits, 

inevitably leading to their performance through abuse of power(jur:88§§a-c). “Sunlight is the best 

disinfectant”, as Justice Brandeis put it: information is needed to rid the government of corruption. 

 

3. Unauthorized access to CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson’s computers 

9. CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson revealed the fiasco of the Fast and Furious gunrunning operation 

of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms of the Department of Justice (DoJ), which sold 

weapons, including military assault rifles, intended to be followed all the way to druglords in 

Mexico. But the Bureau lost track of them; one was used to murder an American border patrol.  

10. DoJ Attorney General Eric Holder tried to cover up Fast and Furious by refusing to comply with 

congressional subpoenas for documents, submitting them with whole pages redacted so that they 

no longer made sense. As a result, he became the first sitting member of the cabinet in American 

history to be held in contempt of Congress. Having lost the trust of Congress, he had to resign.  

11. Likewise and much to the chagrin of the Obama administration, Reporter Attkisson reported on 

the Benghazi attacks, where the American ambassador to Libya and three other American 

officers were killed by Islamic militants while the Secretary of State was Hillary Clinton.  

12. Rep. Attkisson(ol:215) had three independent computer experts examine her home and work 

computers. They attested to their having been hacked and roamed through. She, represented by 

Judicial Watch, has sued DoJ for information concerning the hacking of her computers 

(ol:216fn2); and reportedly has demanded $35,000,000 in compensation. 

 

4. The government sued Apple to get backdoor access to an iPhone 

13. In order to gain access to the messages on the phone of one of the terrorists that committed the 

massacre at San Bernardino, California, the federal government sued Apple to force it to crack 

on its behalf the encryption system that protects the privacy of messages on its iPhones. Apple 

refused to comply, arguing that the public interest in the privacy of emails trumped the interest of 

the government in particular cases and that cracking the encryption would set a dangerous 

precedent, give the American government as well as foreign ones a backdoor access to all 

messages on all iPhones, and lead to abuse of power. After the government managed to crack the 
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encryption with the help of another company, it withdrew its suit. 

14. Instead of just after a crime, how far ahead of any crime or even suspicion of it will the govern-

ment enter through that backdoor to read all contents of iPhones…and eventually of all phones 

and computers? Power is by nature expansive; it will only stop its advance if opposed by an equal 

power or is pushed back by a stronger one(jur:81¶174). Such can be the power of We the People, 

the sovereign source of all public power, when informed by the free flow of communications. 

 

C. Statistical considerations: the normal distribution of a series of values 
and the abnormal number and contents of replies 

15. Probable cause to believe that there has been interception of my communications derives from 

the statistical abnormality(ol:19fn2 >ws:46§V) of my non-receipt of replies from the thousands 

of people to whom I wrote(cf. *>Lsch:1), except for some five replies, and the statistical oddity 

that all those replies were negative, expressing the repliers’ lack of interest in my proposal.  

16. Normally, the reactions of the subjects to whom an attitudinal questionnaire is submitted –like the 

people to whom I sent my proposal– line up on a continuum from an extreme of very few ‘not 

liked any bit of it’ rising toward the most numerous ‘balanced bunch’ and descending toward the 

other extreme of very few ‘liked every bit of it’. When the series of values measuring the 

intensity of their reaction and the number of those so reacting are plotted on an X,Y graph, they 

produce the bell-shaped curve called a normal distribution of values(ol:19fn2 >ws:59¶124). 

17. Instead, the replies that I received produced a flat floor line with a hiccup at the end. But there is 

neither a logical nor a psychological cause to believe that normally only people who disliked a 

proposal would be motivated enough to bother to write to let the proponent know that they 

disliked and rejected it rather than outright delete the email or shred the letter of proposal. Only 

the interception by an outside agent who managed to gain access to all the replies, examined 

them, and prevented the delivery of those that liked and accepted the proposal can explain that 

abnormal one-sided delivery to me of only replies that disliked and rejected my proposal. 

 

D. Interception by companies’ suspending email and cloud storage accounts 

18. Probable cause to believe in interception is found in the sudden, unexplained, arbitrary suspen-

sion between October and December 2014 of my email and cloud storage accounts by Dropbox, 

Google, and Microsoft. It is utterly improbable that these three, at the time independent, 

companies acted independently and only coincidentally to suspend my accounts. Their doing so 

was contrary to their commercial interest in advertising themselves through the accounts that 

people open with them, which bear the companies’ names in the domains of the accounts, e.g., 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/rqw00v30ex3kbho/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf?dl=0, 

Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@gmail.com, and Ric.Cordero@hotmail.com(*>ggl:1 et al.).  

 

1. One of the 5% most viewed Linkedin profiles loses most of its contents 

19. A company’s commercial interest in encouraging Internet traffic with its name attached to it is 

shown by Linkedin’s congratulating me for my profile being among the 5% most viewed among 

its more than 200 million profiles(*>a&p:25-27). So how is it possible that last week, I checked 

my profile and noticed that my photo and most of its information about me were not there? I had 

to repost them. Do you see them at www.linkedin.com/pub/dr-richard-cordero-esq/4b/8ba/50/? 

 

2. Microsoft prevents again the signing in to an email account 
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20. After Microsoft suspended my Hotmail account, I created this other Microsoft account: 

Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@outlook.com. But since last week, my attempts to sign in have been 

met with the following notice, which you will likely receive if you go to www.microsoft.com 

and try to sign in as RicCordero@verizon.net. So I can neither access the emails sent to my 

Outlook account nor upload to my Microsoft DriveOne cloud storage account the updated 

versions of my study of judges and their judiciaries. 

Sign in 
Something went wrong and we can't sign you in  

right now. Please try again later. 
Microsoft 

 

3. The dramatic drop in the number of daily subscribers to my blog 

21. I built a new website using WordPress in September 2015 and started to post my articles there; 

www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org. Although I did not advertise it, readers found it and I 

began receiving at Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net automatically generated email notices 

of their having subscribed to it.  

22. At the beginning, it was only a handful a day. But the phenomenon of referential chain reaction 

increments that occurs throughout cyberspace must also have occurred with respect to my blog-

like website: One reader who liked my articles referred them to two or more other readers, who 

did the same, thus giving rise to an exponential growth rate. As a result, by Monday, April 11, 

there was a daily average of 53 new subscribers with an upward trend. But thereafter the daily 

average plummeted. In fact, only 8 readers subscribed last Sunday, April 17, although normally 

the highest number of readers subscribe on Saturdays and Sundays.  

23. One cannot reasonably assume that for the third(ol:19fn2; ggl:1) time and only coincidentally 

companies, this time Microsoft and Verizon, have caused a negative flow of emails to me, 

whether in their content or number, concerning my proposal for exposing judges’ wrongdoing. 

Rather, such flow is probably caused by interception of emails to and from me. But since such 

interception only hurts those companies’ commercial interest in self-advertisement, it occurs 

either without their participation or by them upon orders of a third party. The latter can reasona-

bly be assumed to be those who have the most to lose from judicial wrongdoing exposure: judges 

(cf. jur:71§4); the politicians who recommended, endorsed, nominated, and confirmed them(cf. 

jur:77§§5-6) and now protect them as ‘our men and women on the bench’; and others who 

benefit from maintaining a good relation with judges in exchange for favorable rulings.  

 

E. Another query for investigation during Election 2016 of judges’ wrongdoing 

24. Based on these and other instances of actual, attempted, and probable government interception 

and access, I have posed the following query(ol:192§4) for professional investigation: 

To what extent do federal judges abuse their vast computer network and expertise –which 
handle hundreds of millions of case files(Lsch:11¶9b.ii) through PACER, Public Access to 
Court Electronic Records– either alone or with the quid pro quo assistance of the NSA to:  

 

1) conceal assets –a crime under 26 U.S.C. §§7201, 7206(ol:5fn10), unlike surveillance– by 
electronically transferring them between declared and hidden accounts(ol:1; ¶2 supra),  

2) cover up judges’ wrongdoing(ol:154¶3) by intercepting the communications –also a 
crime under 18 U.S.C. §2511(ol:20¶¶11-12)– of their exposers; and  

3) prevent exposers from communicating to join forces, thus infringing upon their rights “to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances”(jur:22fn12b; ol:371)?  
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1. From collection of metadata to unconstitutional interception based on 
contents and undertaken in the interest of covering up wrongdoing 

25. The findings of the investigators of that query can have a farther-reaching impact than Snow-

den’s revelations. His leaked documents pointed only to illegal dragnet collection of communica-

tions metadata of scores of millions of people, such as their telephone numbers, call duration, 

date, etc., but not the contents of the intercepted communications. Even so the public was out-

raged by the breach without warrants of communications privacy, its scope, abuse potential, etc.  

26. The public would be more intensely outraged if verifiable findings pointed to the government 

committing communications interception based on their contents, which constitutes breach of 

privacy as well as abridgement of freedom of speech and the press. Public outrage would reach 

its paroxysm if the interception were spurred by the unjustifiable motive, not to protect any 

alleged ‘national security interest’, but rather to advance judges’ crass interest in covering up 

their wrongdoing and the government’s in avoiding judges’ retaliation by executing their im-

plicit threat “If you let them take any of us down, we bring you with us!”(jur:22§31; ol:266¶13).  

27. Such findings can lead to a test case representative of many other cases of government content-

based interception of the communications of advocates of honest judiciaries, victims of wrong-

doing judges, and journalists critical of public officers. They can support discovery through a suit 

under the Freedom of Information Act and the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. §552, 552a, to ascertain the 

identity of those who sought and those who implemented interception orders, the latter’s text, 

target, justification, objective, etc. An outraged public could impact the elections significantly. 

 

2. Strategy for launching the investigation and informing the public  

28. To launch the investigation, I offer to make presentations(ol:197§G) at video conferences and in 

person, generally, to IT experts, journalists, lawyers, students and their professors, business 

people, and other potential members of a multidisciplinary academic and business venture 

(jur:128 §4) and advocates and victims, and, particularly, to any or all presidential candidates. 

29. They and their top officers, e.g., their respective chief of staff and campaign strategist, can be 

interested in drawing support(ol:311, 362) from the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of the 

dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, part of the Dissatisfied with the Establishment(¶3 

supra). Since the candidates are covered by the national media and the public pays attention to 

them, they are in the best position to denounce(jur:98§2) contents-based interception and judges’ 

wrongdoing. They can cause their campaign research teams, and encourage the media, to con-

duct pinpoint, profit-making investigations of the unique national queries of J. Sotomayor(¶2) 

and the Federal Judiciary-NSA. After exposure of the nature, extent, and gravity of the wrong-

doing, informed discussion and adoption of judicial reform measures(jur:158§§6-8) can begin. 

30. If you have had an experience similar to those described above, please email me to all my ad-

dresses
†
. Kindly use the headings of this article as those of a template, providing information 

under applicable ones. If necessary, add headings. If you want a presentation for you and others, 

let me know. You can also network with your acquaintances so that they may network me with 

campaign officers for me to make a presentation on how their candidate can attract that huge 

untapped voting bloc and eventually nominate replacements for wrongdoing judges(ol:312¶10). 

31. If we think and proceed strategically(Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C; ol:8§E), we can earn material and moral 

rewards(ol:3§F), including the highest one: to be nationally recognized as We the People’s 

Champions of Justice(ol:201§§J,K). Time is of the essence. So I look forward to hearing from you.  

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School   tel.(718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net 
 

May 4, 2016 
 

Athena Roe, J.D. 

President, National Association for Probate Reform and Advocacy  

1729 Alamo Avenue, Suite A,  harjustice007@gmail.com 

Colorado Springs, Colorado 80907  tel. (719) 502-0798 
 

 

Dear Ms. Roe and Advocates of Honest Judiciaries,  
 

I received your request for comments on the NAPRA writings and submit some of general interest.  

 

A. Mistaken references to courts, agencies, and jurisdiction; and consequences 
 

1. The letter dated April 29, 2016, that asks NAPRA members to endorse its accompanying “2016 

Investigative Agenda for Congress” states the following:  
 

Our 2016 Investigative Agenda for Congress covers the entire field: 
 

Colorado, New Jersey, California, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Florida, New Mexico, Wyoming, and every respective state in America 
[sic] Article III Agency Courts known as Probate Courts attempts [read 
‘attempt’, plural] and successes [read ‘succeed’] to divert your 
inheritance and by pass [read ‘bypass’] Congress 

 

2. To start so late in the year to draft, and ask for comments, on the year’s agenda, gives the 

impression of procrastination. Compare it with the impression of a methodical, ahead-planning 

organization in the process of developing “NAPRA’s 2017 Agenda”. 
  

3. For an outside entity to set the “Agenda for Congress” sounds presumptuous. Would the Presi-

dent himself dare do that? An entity with both a sense of realism about its position relative to that 

of Congress and sensitivity to the impact of words, can ‘respectfully request that Congress do X’, 

just as tactful lawyers in their Request for relief section ‘respectfully request that the court grant 

Y’. NAPRA can present to Congress “Our Program for Probate Reform and Advocacy”.  
 

4. It is not stated what “field” is referred to. If the field is probate, qualifying it with the adjective 

“entire” is perplexing, for the NAPRA letter and the Agenda mention ‘inheritance’, but not what 

some state laws include in the term ‘probate’, namely, guardians and wards. 
 

5. The “field” cannot be ‘the whole nation’ because the explaining paragraph that follows the colon 

perplexingly singles out some states and makes a reference to “every respective state”, itself of 

unclear meaning, restrictively, which means that not all the other states are referred to.  
 

6. The phrasal noun “every respective state” can be modified and joined by the restrictive phrase in 

either of these grammatically correct and semantically meaningful ways: 
 

…and every other state in America that has Article III Agency Courts known as 
Probate Courts…[where the reader is expected to read “America Article III “ as 

“U.S. Constitution, Article III”;  

or 

…and every other state with a state court corresponding to the federal Article III 
Agency Courts known as Probate Courts… 

 

7. Substantively, however, both ways are unacceptable. The following are the provisions in the U.S. 

Constitution that deal with courts:  
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Article I  
Section 1. All legislative Powers… 

 

Section 8. The Congress shall have Power To… establish…uniform Laws on the 
subject of Bankruptcies throughout the United States;…constitute Tribunals inferior to 
the supreme Court;…. 

 

Article II  
Section 1. The executive Power… 

 

Section 2. …the Congress may by Law vest the Appointment of such inferior 
Officers, as they think proper, in the President alone, in the Courts of Law, or in the 
Heads of Departments. 

 

Article III  
Section 1. The judicial Power of the United States, shall be vested in one su-

preme Court, and in such inferior Courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain 
and establish. The Judges, both of the supreme and inferior Courts, shall hold their 
Offices during good Behaviour, and shall, at stated Times, receive for their Services, a 
Compensation, which shall not be diminished during their Continuance in Office. 

 

Section 2. The judicial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law and Equity, arising 
under this Constitution, the Laws of the United States,..;—to Controversies…;—
between Citizens of different States [this is the basis for diversity jurisdiction];…. 

 

8. There are no “Article III Probate Courts”. Probate is a subject matter left to the states. 

Hypothetically, if “Probate Courts” were established, they would in all likelihood be established 

by an act of Congress under Article I to hear cases under state probate law since there is no 

federal probate law. They would join the other courts established by Congress under Article I. 
 

9. Such courts are known as legislative courts, e.g., the U.S. bankruptcy courts, which are sub-units 

of the district courts, and whose judges are not judges protected under Article III by lifetime 

tenure and the prohibition against diminution in salary. Rather, Congress entrusted their 

appointment for a renewable term of 14 years to the respective circuit judges under 28 U.S.C. 

§151; so they are Article II-appointed judges that serve in an Article I legislative court.  
 

10. Other Article I courts are the U.S. Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims, which reviews 

decisions of the agency-like Board of Veterans Appeals, 38 U.S.C. §§7251 et seq.; and the U.S. 

Court of Federal Claims, which adjudicates claims against the U.S., 28 U.S.C. §171. 
 

11. Within federal departments and offices, there are also administrative tribunals and agencies that 

are quasi-judicial bodies. Among them are: 
 

a. the Board of Veterans’ Appeals, the agency in the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 

that hears appeals from decisions on entitlements to veterans’ benefits; 
 

b. the Merit System Protection Board, an agency that hears appeals from decisions taken 

against federal employees by their respective employing federal entities; 
 

c. the Board of Immigration Appeals, which hears appeals from decisions of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service; 
 

d. the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, which hears appeals from decisions of the 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. 
 

12. The mistaken NAPRA term “Article III Agency Courts” conflates Article III courts, such as the 

district, circuit, and supreme courts, with administrative tribunals, agencies, and courts set up 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf


ol2:402 Dr R Cordero, Esq: comments on drafting & arguing an application for action by DoJ and Congress 

under Article I, whose decisions are appealed to Article III courts. 
 

13. What is “known” is ‘the domestic relations and probate exception to diversity jurisdiction’ in the 

federal courts. It originates in the tradition – in neither the Constitution nor statute– of leaving 

these matters to state courts. Consequently, federal courts: 
 

a. may not hear cases involving divorce, alimony, or child custody (as stated in, and 

reaffirmed since, In re Burrus, 136 U.S. 586, 593-594 (1890)); and  
 

b. may not probate wills or administer estates (In re Broaderick’s Will, 88 U.S. (21 Wall.) 

503 (1875); Markham, Allen Property Custodian v. Allen, 326 U.S. 490 (1945). In 

Marshall v. Marshall, 126 S. Ct. 1735 (2006), the case involving Former Playboy Center-

fold Model Anna Nicole Smith, Justice Ginsburg, writing for the Court, stated at 1748: 
 

Thus, the probate exception reserves to state probate courts the 
probate or annulment of a will and the administration of a decedent’s 
estate; it also precludes federal courts from endeavoring to dispose of 
property that is in the custody of a state probate court. 

 

14. When an organization shows that it has a mistaken understanding of the terms in its name, it 

renders suspect everything that it states or does thereunder. NAPRA’s confusion about courts, 

agencies, and jurisdiction detracts from its credibility, image of competence, and basic knowl-

edge of its field. Its above-mentioned letter and agenda contain many other similar, grave 

mistakes of substance and grammar. They should be withdrawn from its members; they should 

not be submitted either to Congress or the U.S. Department of Justice (DoJ). They will not attract 

their attention or command their respect. They can only inflict a reputational harm on NAPRA. 
 

15. What follows illustrates what I can do for you, the NAPRA “grassroots coalition of non-profit 

and other volunteer organizations dedicated to helping families…who have been victimized…in 

probate courts”, and other advocates of honest judiciaries and their respective organizations and 

initiatives. You and they may obtain my consulting, drafting, and advocacy services on retainer.  

 

B. Why letters sent by the thousands to AGs and Speakers end up shredded  
 

16. A letter devoid of facts, illustrative cases, and analysis has no informative value. A conclusory 

one consisting of sweeping generalizations accusing of corruption every probate court, judge, 

lawyer, and estate administrator in the country can hardly be convincing. Where it ignores that a 

search warrant must be applied for by an officer showing probable cause for a reasonable 

impartial observer to believe on objective, factual grounds that there is criminal activity; and 

disregards the risk of suits for abuse of power and defamation, but demands an unfocused 

investigation starting anywhere and covering the 50 states, it can scarcely be persuasive.  
 

17. Letters of such tenor are only a cry of pain from disappointed expectations in dealings with 

others. Thousands of them are sent to the Attorney General (AG) and the Speaker of the House 

of Representatives by those with, as you put it, “hundreds of thousands of stories not only in 

Colorado, but across America”. Neither the AG nor the Speaker has time to read all of them. Nor 

can they be reasonably expected simply to read one and order a full blown investigation of the 

alleged problem decried therein or even refer each to the competent officer for review by his 

office. That requires a letter to reach a minimum level of credibility, harm, and potential benefit. 

Thus, the AG and the Speaker silence most hurt criers by simply shredding their letters. 
 

C. An application composed of a pithy cover letter, a statement of 
the problem, and some key supporting materials  
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18. A one-page cover letter can be drafted that pithily argues your case for action on a problem af-

fecting a large constituency(cf. *>ol:362). To increase the chance of anybody reading that cover 

letter, it should be contained on one single side of a page, with your signature appearing there 

(Lsch:1). This lets the reader know at a glance that the writer is not a rambler, but rather a real-

istic person aware of the reader’s limited time so that if she reads what is in front of her eyes she 

will get a good enough idea to decide what action to take: Less text is more likely to be read.  
 

* All (blue text references) herein are keyed to my study of judges and their judiciaries, titled 
and downloadable as follows. There such references are active internal hyperlinks. By 
clicking on them, you can effortlessly bring up to your screen the referred-to supporting and 
additional information, thus facilitating substantially your checking it:  

 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  

Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  
 

19. The letter should be accompanied by a 6 to 9-page statement of facts, analysis, and proposal for 

concrete, realistic, and feasible action(ol:255). It should have 2-4 key supporting materials at-

tached to it and others referred to in footnotes to show the depth of your knowledge, the breadth 

of the problem beyond your personal experience of it, and your research of the literature on it.  
 

20. This three-part set will constitute an application, highly professional in substance, grammar, and 

appearance. It will result from strategic thinking(Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C; ol:8§E). This requires a 

keen understanding of the circumstances enabling the problem and the harmonious and conflict-

ing interests competing for maintaining things as they are or changing them. So, it should em-

phasize the benefits that the addressee of the letter or his or her boss, e.g., the AG, the President, 

or a party, will derive from taking the requested action. To that end, a strategy should be outlined 

for exposing the problem and bringing about reform through the pinpoint, cost-efficient investi-

gation of one or two test cases(ol:191§§A,B). If the applicant is a group, such as the NAPRA 

“grassroots coalition”, its member entities should be identified to show that a sizable 

constituency can have an appreciable political impact if the requested action is or is not taken. 
 

21. It follows that the application must present an informative, convincing, and persuasive argument 

for the requested action; otherwise, it will be shredded. It must make you, the applicant, stand out 

of the pack of hurt criers and portray you as a professional knowledgeable about the problem’s 

causes; the parties and their interests against and for action based on subjective and objective 

considerations, such as their values and prejudices and their education and wealth; obstacles to 

and opportunities for action; with a realistic cost-benefit analysis and sense of magnitudes (any 

talk about $100 trillion casts doubt on the talker’s grasp of what $1 trillion is and everything else). 

 

D. The addressee: the officer likely to read and act on the letter 
 

22. No AG or Speaker opens the correspondence addressed to her. No top officer ever does. All 

correspondence is opened by low level officers who visually scan it, get some idea of its subject 

matter, and send it on to the office that they think will be able to handle it. In that office, nobody 

will feel bound to take ownership of the letter because it was not addressed to anybody there. 

Nor does the top officer take the call of everybody who writes her. When a sender calls to in-

quire about his letter, he will reach only an operator or assistant, who will try to guess who would 

handle a similar one. Even so, he will be transferred to a lower office and likely on and on. 

Writing to the AG or the Speaker is ineffective: protocol that loses sight of procedure in practice. 
 

23. Strategic thinking makes it much more advisable to identify the chief of the specific office within 

the addressee entity who will actually decide whether to consider your application further or 
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shred it. You have to give that officer a motive to use your application to advance his or her 

noble or pet interests…for nobody works as hard as when they work for themselves. Thus, the 

application should be addressed to the chief of the DoJ-FBI bureau or office, and the chairperson 

and the ranking member(jur:70fn132f) of the congressional committee with jurisdiction over the 

problem’s subject matter, and to the committee members, particularly those who introduced or 

are sponsoring a bill somehow related to your problem(jur:77fn158b). Those are the officers 

likely to read the application and decide what to do with it (hereinafter the office or officers). 
 

24. Identifying those officers requires research: of the addressee entity; its hierarchical ‘tree’ of of-

fices and assigned subject matters; and what the officers have written or stated in speeches about 

their mission or policy in harmony with those of the AG, the President, or their party. The open-

ing paragraph of the cover letter and the introduction of the statement can quote a pertinent sen-

tence or term of that ‘inside information’ as a bridge between the officer and a brief mention of 

the applicant’s proposal; their last paragraph can circle back to it for supportive association with 

the action asked of the officer to start implementing the proposal(jur:81fn167b; ol:215). 
 

25. Indeed, the officer must be persuaded to commit some of his limited manpower and investigative 

resources to problem expositive and reformative action. He must be convinced that by so doing, 

he can advance his own project or career rather than put them at risk, and bring a public relations 

benefit to his boss or party because a large constituency of voters will gain from his action(cf. ol: 

311¶1). In government, every decision is political. After all, elected and appointed officials are 

there to serve those who may reelect them, rather than comfort every crier with a personal story. 

Whether the officer proceeds opportunistically or on principle, if he does what you requested 

him to do or something in that vein, you obtain a positive result from your application to him. 

 

E. Taking the initiative to prosecute and argue the application live 
 

26. On the first Monday at least ten days after mailing the application, at 9:00 a.m. (as opposed to 

Friday at 4:59 p.m.), the applicant will know the name and office of the officer who probably has 

read at least the cover letter and who can reasonably be asked to take the call. If an assistant 

answers it, she may have read it or know the colleague who is likely to have been assigned the 

type of letter described by the applicant in a well-rehearsed one sentence pithily stating the 

problem and his request for action(cf. ¶27 infra). No rambling! The applicant’s first goal is to 

talk then or at an appointed time with the officer who has actually read his application and has 

ownership of it, and get her feedback. But he must also endeavor to talk with the officer with the 

authority to shred it or order further review by her office and even recommend it to her boss for 

adoption as an institutional project or to the committee for holding hearings on it. All along, the 

applicant should offer to argue his case live via video conference or in person because a face to 

face presentation will allow him to talk to several people simultaneously, address their concerns, 

detect who is a potential ally and foe, and adjust his strategy and argument accordingly.  
 

27. Thus, I would like to ask you, Ms. Roe, whether you have contacted the member of your legisla-

ture who you told me might be willing, and have the necessary connections, to network me to any 

and all presidential candidates and their top officers so that I may make a presentation on how it 

is in their campaign interest(ol:311, 362) to draw support from the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped 

voting bloc of people dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, such as probate victims. 
 

28. I am willing to discuss your, the NAPRA coalition’s, and other advocates’ retaining my services. 

You and they may share and post this letter widely. So I look forward to hearing from you all.  
 

    Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr.Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School  tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net 
 

May 8, 2016 

Mr. Gregory Allan 

Editor, The Lawful Path 

editor@lawfulpath.com  
 

 

Dear Mr. Allan, 

Thank you for your informative and helpful email. 

 

A. Avoiding Joinedwords by switching to LibreOffice 

1. The attachment shows(Int:1) Word 2010’s Save As options. Which one comes closest to HTML? 

2. I do not want to change to LibreOffice because I have thousands of Word documents, with which 

I need to ensure the compatibility of everything that I write from now on.  

a. Can I compose the text in LibreOffice and subsequently either save the file in Word or 

copy the text composed and paste it to a Word document? 

b. Do I need a flat-text editor to do the copying/pasting and, if so, how do I get such editor? 

B. The interception of my email and cloud storage accounts 

3. Google disabled my account and email address Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@gmail.com on cir. 

20oct14 without any warning or explanation(*>ggl:1 et seq.; http://1drv.ms/1NkT7D8 >ggl:1 et 

seq.) I have neither sent emails from that address nor included that address in my bloc of email 

addresses since then. I send emails only from my Verizon and Yahoo accounts. When emailing 

from Verizon, the return address is Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net(Int:1 bottom). Thus:  

a. How is it possible that you and other people have indicated to me that my former Google 

address Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@gmail.com appears in the Reply To: line of my emails 

to them and that their replies to me bounce? 

b. How can I prevent that disabled gmail account to appear in my emails’ Reply To: line? 

4. If you read the email “Do you suspect that communications from and to you have been inter-

cepted?”(Int:10), you probably have an opinion whether the following series of temporally 

closed impairments to my email and cloud storage accounts result from decisions taken by inde-

pendent companies coincidentally or on the peremptory order of one third party. They have acted 

contrary to their commercial interest in being advertised by addresses with their names on them: 

a. When I try to reply from my account Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net to a replier 

like you or to a sender, e.g., a donation-seeking presidential candidate, I am prevented 

by a notice indicating that my reply has been determined to be spam(Int:2). 

b. I cannot access my Microsoft Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@outlook.com account, because 

of the note “Something went wrong and we can’t sign you in right now. Please try again 

later”(Int:3), which I have received for the last three weeks. Microsoft blocked 

Cordero.Ric@hotmail.com and Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@hotmail.com addresses 

without warning on circa 31dec14(Int:4). 

c. My cloud storage account at OneDrive by Microsoft does not allow me access to it(also 

Int:3); so the link to my study(infra) stored there does not work anymore, 

https://onedrive.live.com/redir?resid=8E3D78595FC3EBB8!364&authkey=!AAhy1nCb

QFfNxNc&ithint=file%2cpdf (Int:5). 
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d. My Dropbox cloud storage account was disabled on circa 22sep14(Int:6) when that com-

pany was still independent from Microsoft; the link to my study stored there does not 

work either, https://www.dropbox.com/s/rqw00v30ex3kbho/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_ 

Advocates.pdf?dl=0  (Int:7,8). 

e. I cannot retrieve my emails at Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@AOL.com, because I cannot get 

access to the account; and when I try to reset the password, it does not allow me to(Int:9). 

f. Since May 6, I cannot send my Communications Interception email(Int:10), because 

Verizon blocks it as spam(also Int:2; see my letter to the CEO of Verizon, *>ol:371). 

 

C. Exposing government interceptions by informing and outraging the national 
public through presidential candidates and the media covering them 

5. I trust that you, as editor of Lawful Path, are interested in safeguarding our First Amendment 

“freedom of speech, of the press; the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 

the Government for a redress of grievances”(*>jur:130fn168). I am trying to do so by informing 

the national public about the probable cause(int:10§§A,B) to believe that government officers 

engage in freedom-abridging interceptions of the communications of those, such as me, intent on 

exposing the wrongdoing(int:15) of judges held unaccountable by the politicians who recom-

mended, endorsed, nominated and confirmed them to justiceships and judgeships(int:14§1) and 

who connivingly protect(jur:21§§1-3) them as ‘our men and women on the bench’. The intercept-

tions are not conducted in ‘the national security interest’, but rather in judges’ and politicians’ crass 

personal and class interests(jur:65§§1-3), as shown in my study of judges and their judiciaries:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  

6. The public will be outraged at contents-based communications interceptions with politicians’ con-

nivance to cover up unaccountable judges’ wrongdoing that deprive the people of their property, 

liberty, and the rights and duties that determine their lives, more outraged than at interceptions of 

only communications metadata revealed by the Snowden leaks. The strategy(int:14§2) is to make 

presentations to presidential candidates on how their providing this information before or at the 

nominating conventions will earn them support from the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of 

people dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who are part of an electorate dominated 

by The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. The public will be so outraged as to demand that 

candidates and all other politicians call for, and conduct, nationally televised hearings akin to 

those of the 9/11 Commission and the Senate Watergate Committee. This requires us to: 

a. network our colleagues and acquaintances so as to be put in touch with the candidates, 

or more realistically, their respective chief of staff and campaign strategist, in order to  

b. present to them how by providing this information as proposed(ol:311,362), they can 

a. launch a Watergate-like, generalized media investigation(ol:194§E) of wrongdoing-cov-

ering contents-based interceptions that cost-efficiently starts with the two unique nation-

al stories of P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and the Federal Judiciary-NSA(ol:191§§A,B). 

7. Time is of the essence. To set in motion this inform and outrage strategy for protecting our free-

doms through judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform(jur:158§§6-8), I respectfully propose 

that we join forces. I offer to make presentations to you, your colleagues and acquaintance at 

video conferences and in person; you may publish this letter. I look forward to hearing from you. 

   Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr.Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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After you sign in, you can contact support by entering some info into an online form. When we receive your info, the
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School   tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net 
 

May 17, 2016  
 

Thinking strategically and collaborating realistically to take advantage of 
voters’ dissatisfaction and the two main parties’ flexibility by arranging 

presentations to the presidential candidates and others aimed to make 
judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform a key issue of Election 2016 

 
Dear Att. Zena Crenshaw, Att. Andy Ostrowski, and Advocates of Honest Judiciaries, 
 

In your recent emails you, Att. Crenshaw and Att. Ostrowski, wrote respectively: 
 

In the spirit of developing a party platform, I must emphasize that I have several 
friends and business acquaintances who are accomplished establishment law-
yers or law professors….I submit that it is the lack of reasonable coordination, 
cooperation, and support between these two camps that destine us to remain on 
the fringe of public policy debate and reform more than anything else…I’m 
hearkening back to our need to collaborate, coordinate, and strategically 
challenge persistent U.S. legal system abuse (emphasis in the original). 

 

During my campaign, I talked about these issues [with] media and party 
operatives...the Scranton Times editorial board [and] a national group…. 

 
A. The strategy of forming a team and holding presentations 

to pursue judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform 

1. In the spirit of thinking and proceeding “strategically”, and curing the “lack of reasonable 

coordination, cooperation, and support between” us, Advocates of Honest Judiciaries, I would 

like to request that you put me in touch with those with whom you ‘emphasized’ you have a 

relationship, namely, “several friends and business acquaintances who are accomplished 

establishment lawyers or law professors”.  

2. I am trying to: 

a. form a team of professionals, including graduate students and journalists,(*>jur:128§4), 

in order to conduct a multidisciplinary academic and business venture(jur:119§1) aimed 

at judicial wrongdoing(jur:5§3) exposure and reform(jur:158§§6-8), and want to make 

‘recruiting’ presentations(*>ol:197§G) thereon to them; and 

b. network through colleagues and acquaintances and those of them so that they may 

arrange my holding a presentation to any and each of the presidential candidates, or more 

realistically their respective campaign manager and campaign strategist, on how(*>ol: 

311, 362) they can draw electoral support from the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc 

of people dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who form part of an electorate 

dominated by The Dissatisfied With The Establishment –just as Donald Trump has 

untapped a bloc of millions of blue collar people who had never before voted –.  

* See my study of judges and their judiciary, which is titled and downloadable as follows:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  

 

B. Making the presentations appeal to the presidential candidates’ political 
interests and journalists’ personal and commercial interests 

3. These presentations will apply strategic thinking(*>Lsch:14§3;   ol:52§C;   ol:8§E) to pursue 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
http://www.judicial-discipline-reform.org/
mailto:contactus@njcdlp.org
mailto:crenshaw-logal@njcdlp.org
http://www.njcdlp.org/


* http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf ol2:417 

judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform. One of its principles is “nobody works as hard as 

when they work for themselves”. So the presentations will give presidential candidates and other 

campaigners advice on how they can advance their own interests rather than ask them to help our 

cause. They will assume on their part no interest in ensuring honest judiciaries, only in:  

a. being elected, for which they need to attract known and untapped voting blocs; and  

b. setting in motion a process whereby the largest number of judges are impeached or forced 

to resign for having failed to abide by the injunction of their own Code of Conduct Canon 

2(jur:68fn123a) to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”.  

1) This failure forced U.S. Justice Abe Fortas to resign on May 14, 1969(jur:92§d). 

2) The new president and his or her party will be able to nominate and confirm the 

largest number of federal judges. The latter will be handpicked to support their 

appointers’ legislative agenda if challenged; and their life tenure will allow them 

to continue to do so for a generation. This will amount to “packing the court”, 

what President Roosevelt failed to do after a conservative Supreme Court stroke 

down as unconstitutional one after another of his New Deal laws(jur:23fn17a).  

3) All politicians, and especially presidential candidates and presidents, can be 

deemed most interested in any means that holds out the prospect of having their 

legislative agenda upheld by the courts: Where would Obamacare, the President’s 

signature legislature, be if the Supreme Court had held it to be unconstitutional? 

4. On the part of the journalists and media outlets covering the presidential candidates, the 

presentations will only assume their personal and professional interest in winning a Pulitzer Prize 

and the commercial interest in revealing and reporting on a judges’ wrongdoing scandal because 

“scandal sells copy”, which grows their audience and increases their advertisement income. 

 

C. Advocates’ strategic need to turn presidential candidates and journalists 

into their ‘friends’ against their common ‘enemy’, the judges 

5. The above strategy is the product of another strategic thinking principle: The enemy of my enemy 

is my friend and I will contribute to strengthening his capacity to defeat our common enemy. 

 

1. Presidential candidates can cause an issue to be reported nationally 

6. No advocate individually, not even all of us collectively, can bring to the attention of the national 

public the issue of judges’ unaccountability and consequent riskless wrongdoing, and cause such 

profound public outrage as to insert that issue into the national debate and launch its inves-

tigation by the media or the authorities, i.e., Congress, DoJ-FBI, and their state counterparts.  

7. But a presidential candidate can. Through one single denunciation(jur:98§3; jur:xlviii) of judges’ 

wrongdoing(jur:5§3) in general –as opposed to exposing any wrongdoing judge in particular–, a 

candidate can set the journalists covering him or her to a fact-checking mode that gives rise to a 

media investigation of judges’ wrongdoing, a Watergate-like generalized one because on compe-

titive grounds no media outlet can afford not to jump on the scandal investigative bandwagon.  

8. An investigation of judges’ wrongdoing is realistic if neither the media nor the authorities are 

asked to ‘go out there and investigate thousands of judges’, but instead are led to pinpointedly 

and cost-efficiently investigate(ol:194§E) the two unique national stories of President Obama- 

Justice Sotomayor and the Federal Judiciary-NSA(ol:190§§A,B). These stories can operate as 

Trojan horses into the circumstances of unaccountability(jur:21§§a-d), risklessness(10-14), secrecy 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
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(27§e), money(27§2), and coordination(88§§a-c) enabling judges’ wrongdoing to be so routine, 

widespread, and grave as to function as their and their judiciaries’ institutionalized modus 

operandi(49§4). The revelation of a never-ending series of instances of wrongdoing and of the 

systemic nature of wrongdoing will provoke an ever intensifying scandal, emboldening more and 

more professional and citizen journalists to investigate, and insiders to become whistleblowers 

and Deep Throat(jur:106§C)informants, and to extend their investigation to the state judiciaries. 

 

2. Advocates cannot create a party or cause 
legislators to investigate ‘their’ judges 

9. By contrast, there is no realistic chance that advocates can form a party or movement between 

now and the nominating conventions this summer to turn the issue of unaccountable judges’ 

riskless wrongdoing into a dominating one of the election in November. Advocates cannot even 

field enough candidates. Presumptive presidential nominees, though supported by millions of 

voters and donors and their parties’ experienced national and local machinery, find it a serious 

logistical, financial, and manpower challenge to build a campaign in each of the 50 states.  

10. It is also unrealistic to expect enough candidates to be elected to force the other legislators to dis-

cuss, let alone vote on, investigating the very judges that they recommended, endorsed, nominated, 

confirmed, appointed, and supported in their races, to judgeships and justiceships. To expect them 

to turn against ‘their men and women on the bench’ betrays a faulty understanding of the in-the-

same-boat appointers-appointees relation, and a conceited idea about one’s powers of per-

suasion and messianic role in overturning the merchants of influence in the temple of injustice. 

11. Considering the formation of a party for more than a nanosecond shows disregard for the fact 

that for over 245 years our country has been dominated by only two parties…which accommo-

date a wide spectrum of views, including the novel ones of Trump and Sanders. Not even the Tea 

Party became a third party. What Att. Ostrowski rightly said about the difficulty of “getting the 

issue of judicial reform injected into the presidential campaigns”, is even more pertinently ap-

plied to forming a party: “I don’t think the prospects of that are great from a small group of os-

tensibly malcontent disciplined lawyers and disgruntled litigants”. Forming a party is not a strate-

gy; it is unformed wishful thinking. Hence the importance of realistically applying Att. Crenshaw’s 

call to “collaborate, coordinate, and strategize” to networking our way to those candidates and the 

journalists covering them, all of whom have already attracted the attention of millions of voters.  

 

D. Strategically cooperating to network with your friends for a presentation 

12. We can think strategically and proceed opportunely. Now, during the remainder of Campaign 2016 

and until Election Day, when voters, especially the dissatisfied, can take decisive action, we can 

use the forces at play to our advantage. We can make presidential candidates and journalists our 

unwitting and implicit ‘friends’ who can reach the national public with a message in their own 

interest that nevertheless advances our interest in exposing the common ‘enemy’, the judges. 

13. You can proceed strategically by hedging your bets: Form a party, if you are so inclined, while 

affording me the access that you, Att. Crenshaw, “emphasize you have [to] friends, business ac-

quaintances, accomplished establishment lawyers, and law professors” and that you, Att. Os-

trowski, have had as a candidate to “media and party operatives…and a national group that sup-

ports independents”. You can arrange for me to contact them either individually or simulta-

neously by organizing a presentation by me to you and them at a video conference or in person. 

So you can share this email with them. I look forward to hearing from you. Time is of the essence. 
 
 

Dare trigger history(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School   tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net 
 

May 12, 2016 
 

Athena Roe, J.D. 

President, National Association for Probate Reform and Advocacy (NAPRA) 

1729 Alamo Avenue, Suite A,  harjustice007@gmail.com 

Colorado Springs, Colorado 80907  tel. (719) 502-0798;  
 

 

Dear Ms. Roe and Advocates of Honest Judiciaries,  

You asked me what I want. This is what I want for me and for all advocates of honest judiciaries.  

 

A. Networking to arrange a presentation to presidential candidates 
on how it is in their interest to denounce judges’ wrongdoing 

1. On Tuesday, August 11, 2015, you took the initiative to contact me by phone. You told me that 

you were working on the issue of probate court corruption with judges abusing parties. Hence, I 

emailed you my Auditing Judges article describing how parties can work together to detect 

across their cases patterns of wrongdoing involving their judges as well as lawyers, assets eva-

luators, accountants, and other insiders(*>ol:274), which patterns are more convincing than an 

unsubstantiated self-serving allegation by one party of ‘a corrupt judge’ in his or her personal case. 

* See my study of judges and their judiciaries, titled and downloadable as follows:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting* 

 

2. You said that you were working with a Colorado senator on probate reform and that she might 

have the contacts to party leaders and operatives necessary to do what I wanted, namely, to be 

networked with any and each of the presidential candidates, or more realistically their respective 

campaign manager and campaign strategist, so that I could present to them how they could draw 

electoral support from the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of the dissatisfied with the judi-

cial and legal systems, who have turned out to be part of an electorate dominated by The Dissa-

tisfied with the Establishment. Since then I have asked you by email repeatedly whether you con-

tacted the senator about networking me for that purpose, but I have failed to receive any reply. 

 

B. Stressing the need for advocates to proceed in a professional way 
to belie judges who dismiss them as mere ‘disgruntled losers’ 

3. On Friday, April 29, you sent your National Association for Probate Reform and Advocacy press 

release, followed by a cover letter and a petition for Congress to investigate state probate courts 

to be signed by NAPRA members and others, and asked for comments from all, including me.  

4. On Wednesday, May 4, I commented on those writings’ “Mistaken references to courts, 

agencies, and jurisdiction; and consequences” in terms of a diminution in NAPRA’s credibility 

and public esteem. My comments were, as I always strive to make them, constructive, 

painstakingly professional, and highly respectful of you and your organization.  

5. What was embarrassing was the mistakes, not my comments. I trust you prefer to have other ad-

vocates of honest judiciaries point out your mistakes rather than have them show indifference to 

state and federal officers’ shredding your petition because of its mistakes and, worse yet, become 

more convinced that advocates are to be disregarded offhand as disgruntled losers. When that 

happens, we all become losers. This is illustrated by the Federal Judiciary’s treatment of pro ses. 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
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1. A case filed by a pro se in a federal court is weighted as a third of a case 

6. In the Federal Judiciary, “a death-penalty habeas corpus case is assigned a weight of 12.89” 

cases(jur:43¶81), whereas a pro se case is weighted as a third of a case(jur:43fn65a >page 

40).Hence, a pro se case is given some 39 times less attention than a death penalty case regard-

less of the pro se case’s nature, the issues at stake, and the pro se’s identity and status. The case 

is so weighted because in the Case Information Sheet the “pro se” box was checked. The injus-

tice suffered by the pro se, what he risks, and the merits of the case do not figure in that weighting. 

7. The overwhelming majority of pro ses are lay people. They represent themselves because they 

cannot afford a system of justice that has become unaffordable for the average person. They are 

also distrustful of lawyers, who can easily take advantage of them. Knowledge is Power and 

without honesty becomes a means of abuse. But knowledge does not make all lawyers abusive. 

8. Neither of those reasons can deny the fact that pro ses’ lack of knowledge of the law and 

inability to ‘think like a lawyer’ result in briefs and oral arguments of substandard quality. It is 

not excusable for pro ses to dispense with common sense and fail to realize that they cannot im-

provise themselves as lawyers by, at best but not even always, reading some passages of the law 

and barely discussing it as they plunge into a rambling account of all the injustice done to them 

and of every minute detail of ‘the corruption’ of the judge and everybody else in sight. Their igno-

rance of the law results in even their statement of facts being replete with ‘facts’ of no legal 

relevance whatsoever so it is ineffectual at achieving its purpose: To establish “the elements of 

the cause of action” and the opposing party’s disregard for legal and procedural requirements. 

9. A piece of paper holds anything written on it. Just because the paper does not object to state-

ments of the law with no authority for lack of legal research, what is written on it need not make 

it a legal brief. What pro ses write about the law mostly makes no sense. It is the sound of pain. 

10. If their statement of facts, which they know for having lived through them, is substandard, then 

their argument of the law, which they do not know, is as a rule of execrable quality. Their pain is 

real, frequently due to injustice, often from justice viewed only from their biased perspective. A 

lawyer, knowledgeable about the law and emotionally detached from the facts, can offer a ba-

lanced view of both parties’ rights and duties. The reason is obvious: It does make a difference to: 

a. go to college and earn a bachelor’s degree;  

b. prepare for, take, and pass the Law School Admission Test;  

c. go through three grueling years of law school, taking at least 36 law courses, including 

Legal Research and Writing, and exposing yourself to the criticism of the professor 

and other 50-75 classmates ready to test what they think and ‘pick your brains with a 

pick’, so you learn to think like a lawyer: opposing counsel is always on your mind; 

e. prepare for, take, and pass the two-day, nerve-racking bar exam; and  

f. practice as a lawyer, with judges and opposing counsel challenging everything you say. 

11. When pro ses pretend that by improvising themselves as lawyers they can match wits with 

lawyers or even defend themselves adequately, they prove the axiom: Ignorance is foolhardy.  

 
2. Judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform lawyers held by similarity 

of performance in as much contempt as pro ses 

12. Thus, when a federal judge sees a complaint written by a pro se, she gives it the perfunctory 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
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attention that the official weighting of it based on experience with that type of party authorizes 

her to give. The weighting works as a self-fulfilling expectation: Because upon a case being filed 

by a pro se in the In-take Office it was officially considered not be worth a case, not even half a 

case, but merely a third of a case, the judge will do a quick job of disposing of it as worthless: a 

nuisance case because it is a shrill cry of pain with no rhyme or reason in law. The pro se loses. 

13. But when a judge, any judge, or any public officer, never mind a member of Congress or the De-

partment of Justice with little or no jurisdiction over state probate courts, sees the organizing 

lawyers of a probate reform organization make material mistakes of law, it is not only their orga-

nization that loses credibility and public esteem, it is also all lawyers engaged in judicial wrong-

doing exposure and reform who lose any chance of being taken seriously. This is especially so 

when many of those lawyers are already tainted by disciplinary sanctions and even disbarment.  

 
C. Our credibility as advocates depends on holding each other to the highest 

standard of competence and professional responsibility as lawyers 

14. It is a disservice to the members of your grassroots coalition to approve their decision to “no 

longer copy our emails to other organizational lists-but only to NAPRA's active members”. That 

only misleads people with the mentality of victims into retreating inside a cocoon of pro se igno-

rance woven from a deceptively silky thread of mistakes from which they emerge unprepared to 

avoid falling into the beaks of real and imagined birds of prey at the court, Congress, DoJ, etc.  

15. Instead, you should set the example by appreciating the embarrassment caused by my well-

meaning criticism; determining yourself to address its cause and become the best lawyer and or-

ganizational leader you can be; and to that end and in the meantime, accepting the help, even if 

only on retainer, of a professional like me, whose competence and professionalism you and your 

fellow members can assess by examining the more than 900 pages of Vol. I and II of my study of 

judges and their judiciaries. My resume is at *>a&p:16,17; cf. a&p:25-27; Prefatory:i-iii. 

16. Therefore, the response to your question “What do [I] want?” is also what you should want for 

yourself, the NAPRA members, and all other advocates of honest judiciaries: I want us to force 

each other to perform to ever higher standards of competence and professional responsibility.  

17. That begins by our addressing each other by our professional titles. It should serve as a constant 

reminder that we are not a bunch of guys commiserating over a board of keys at our digital bar 

about how the judiciary is riddled with ills, how corrupt judges have abused us, and how we 

lawyers are distrusted by the public, though we ‘didn’t do it and haven’t done nothing wrong’.  

18. Rather, we should conceive of ourselves as a group of principled and ambitious professionals 

who by dint of very hard individual and collective work came to be reluctantly acknowledged by 

even the judiciary and the rest of government as the best and the brightest judicial wrongdoing 

exposers and reformers, and earned national recognition from a grateful We the People as they 

bestowed upon us the most valuable and lasting moral reward: the title of Champions of Justice.  

19. In that vein, I am still interested in meeting the Colorado senator that could put me in touch with 

any of the presidential campaigns so that I can make a presentation to them(ol:311, 362). To that 

end, I offer to present(ol:352) via video conference or in person first to her, her colleagues, you 

and NAPRA members how to strategically think and proceed to expose judges’ wrongdoing and 

advocate judicial reform(jur:158§§6-8) by informing and outraging the national public through 

presidential candidates pursuing their own interests. So I look forward to hearing from you. 
 

    Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr.Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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May 21, 2016  

Mr. Donald J. Trump 

Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 

725 Fifth Avenue 

New York, NY 10022 
 

 

Dear Mr. Trump, 

1. This is a proposal for you to nominate to the Supreme Court, not just one of your 11 candidates, 

but rather many justices and judges, thus packing(*>jur:23fn17) the Federal Judiciary with 

jurists handpicked to uphold your legislative agenda’s constitutionality for a generation. Where 

would Obamacare, the Civil Rights Act of President Johnson, or the Social Security Act of 

President Roosevelt be if they had been declared unconstitutional? Laws are but ink on paper 

until they are upheld by the lower courts and the Supreme Court. To ensure that the courts do not 

undo what you were voted in to accomplish, you can appeal to the electorate to which you have 

given a voice and that represent your base constituency: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. 

2. Among them is a huge(supra ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of people dissatisfied with the 

judicial and legal systems because judges are held unaccountable(jur:21§1) by the Establishment 

politicians who recommended, endorsed, nominated, confirmed them to, and protect them on, the 

Judiciary as ‘our men and women on the bench’, so they risklessly engage in wrongdoing(*>ol: 

154§1) since there is no downside to doing wrong, only an upside: They get anything they want. 

3. This is illustrated by The New York Times, The Washington Post, and Politico(jur:65fn107a), 

which suspected Then-Judge, Now-Justice Sotomayor of concealing assets(65§§1-3); the analy-

sis(fn107c) of her statements to the Senate bear this out. She was President Obama’s first jus-

ticeship nominee, shepherded through the confirmation process in the Senate by both Sen. Chuck 

Schumer, whom Retiring Sen. Harry Reid has named to succeed him as Senate Democratic 

leader, and the other Democratic senator from New York, Sen. Kirsten Gillibrand(jur:77§§5-6).  

4. You can take on judges safely, for they have no immunity(ol:158) under the Constitution, where 

Nobody Is Above the Law, and are most vulnerable to news pointing to their failure to abide by 

the injunction in their own Code of Conduct(jur:68fn123a) “to avoid even the appearance of 

impropriety”. Journalists can easily meet that standard of showing, which forced Justice Abe For-

tas, nominated by P. Johnson for the chief justiceship, to resign on 14may69(jur:92§d). You would 

nominate replacements for justices and judges forced to resign by an outraged public or removed. 

Your denunciation(jur:98§2) of judges’ wrongdoing would be a masterstroke, allowing you to:  

a. inform the public on verifiable research(jur:21§§A-B) of the nature, extent, and gravity of 

judges’ wrongdoing, provoking national outrage over Unequal Judges Under No Law, to: 

1) set in motion a Watergate-like generalized media investigation, cost-effectively pin-

pointed on two unique national stories(ol:191§§A,B) that galvanize public attention; 

2) set again the subject of the national debate because you are the one who senses and 

can ‘treat’ the pulse of We the People, the masters also of judicial public servants;  

3) announce the presentation of the findings of your own investigation at the Republi-

can Convention so that you fire up the public with inspiring expectation of Justice; and 

4) turn the Convention into a reality show that irresistibly attracts every Republican, 

Democrat, Independent, and all victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of 

honest judiciaries, whereby you become the People’s Champion of Justice;  
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b. demand nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing, akin to those held by the 

9/11 Commission and the Senate Watergate Committee. The latter led to the unthinkable, 

the resignation of President Nixon on 8aug74, and the imprisonment of all his White 

House aides(jur:4¶¶10-14). These can become known as ‘the Trump hearings’ on wrong-

doing judges; and lead to the unimaginable, the resignation of all the justices for partici-

pating in, or condoning their peers’, wrongdoing to the detriment of all parties, for judges 

who show contempt for the law by breaking it for their own benefit cannot be reasonably 

expected to respect it and submit themselves to the constraints of due process and equal 

protection when applying it to any party. You can taint with suspicion of a cover-up any 

presidential candidate and other Establishment politicians who oppose these hearings;  

c. tarnish P. Obama, the Democratic Senate leadership, and the Democratic brand itself, and 

embarrass them, Justice Sotomayor, and her current(jur:71§4) and former peers by your 

requesting that they release the secret FBI vetting reports on Nominee Sotomayor for the 

district, circuit, and supreme courts, and those of the other justices and peers(jur:105fn213); 

and call their bluff by offering to publish your IRS returns if they release those reports; 

d. burnish your credentials as the only candidate who, as the only Establishment outsider, 

could have taken on federal judges, and who can take on any center of entrenched power, 

any domestic lobby, and even foreign entities so as to bring relief to, as your Campaign 

Manager, Mr. Lewandowski, put it, the people “tired of the way things are”;  

e. open your website(supra ol:311) to We the People so that it becomes: 

1) the place for people to submit their complaints against judges and their conniving 

and coerced helpers(supra ol2:395), and search them for patterns of wrongdoing;  

2) the precursor of judicial reform(jur:158§§6-8), which can be your legacy even if you 

do not win the presidency, with boards of citizens for receiving and processing com-

plaints against judges and holding them liable as an outgrowth of your website; and 

3) the center with innovative, interactive, and competitive features for people to give and 

receive vital information about your campaign, their lives, terrorism, etc.,(supra ol: 

362), and to gratefully donate to your campaign, which desperately needs money;  

f. earn $100s of millions’ worth of free media coverage as the media conduct their, and re-

port on your own, investigation(ol:194§E) of J. Sotomayor as a Trojan horse into the cir-

cumstances of secrecy, unaccountability, coordination, and risklessness enabling(ol:190¶1-

7) judges’ wrongdoing to be so routine, widespread, and grave as to be the judges’ insti-

tutionalized modus operandi for expediency and illegal benefits(jur:49§4); judicial power, 

money(jur:27§2), and in practice unreviewable cases(jur:28§3) are their means, motive, 

and opportunity for doing wrong; scandal sells copy and attracts ever more media outlets; 

g. emerge as the untarnished outsider, who can do without the endorsement of Establishment 

politicians while forcing them to choose between going down with their party, abandoned 

by ever more people outraged by the scandal tainting it, or joining you in building a move-

ment of the Dissatisfied with the Establishment and its Judicial and Legal Systems; and 

h. allow you to point to the need for the constitutional convention called for by 34 states 

(jur:136§3) so that you become the Architect of the New American Governance System. 

I respectfully request an opportunity to present this and supporting strategies to you and your staff. 

 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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May 25, 2016  

Why the letter to Presidential Candidate Donald Trump proposing that he 
denounce judges’ wrongdoing is not partisan, but rather pragmatic as it 

applies the strategic thinking principle THE ENEMY OF MY ENEMY IS MY FRIEND; 

thus it can be supported by all those dissatisfied with the judicial and legal 
systems of the Establishment regardless of their political affiliation 

 

1. I and Judicial Discipline Reform are apolitical and non-denominational. We pursue one single 

issue on behalf of all victims of judges’ wrongdoing and advocates of honest judiciaries: judicial 

wrongdoing exposure and reform. Such wrongdoing is neither more likely nor more tolerable if the 

judge or the victim is Democratic, Republican, or Independent. It is unacceptable regardless of 

party affiliation. It is a denial of what We the People, the sovereign source of all political power, 

demand of all our public servants, including judicial public servants: government by the rule of law 

where Nobody is Above the Law and everybody is entitled to Equal Justice Under Law. 

2. Anticipating the possibility that a reader might think that I was endorsing one candidate, I added a 

title to the letter and began it by stating the above principle that presides over its intent and content. 

That principle indicates that we are taking advantage of a position that a candidate has taken which 

can advance out common cause, that is, judges’ wrongdoing exposure and judicial reform. The 

candidate and we converge on a result, even if we strive to attain it driven by different motives. 

That does not make us endorsers of every position that he has taken.  

3. The letter makes reference to two previous letters sent to all candidates. They appear in their 

generic form at *>ol:311, ol:362 of my study of judges and their judiciaries referred to in the letter. 

This third letter does not have a generic version because it cannot have one due to its content:  

a. It is addressed to the one candidate who, as an Establishment outsider, can denounce judges’ 

wrongdoing because he has never been a member of the Senate that confirms judges. 

b. As a Republican, he is the only candidate who can denounce the wrongdoing of a sitting 

justice, J. Sotomayor, nominated by a Democratic president, and suspected of concealing 

assets by The New York Times, The Washington Post, and Politico(*>jur:65fn107a,c). 

4. It would defy basic understanding of politics to believe that either Sen. Sanders or Former Sen. 

Clinton, both Democrats, could possibly consider denouncing a justice nominated by Democratic 

President Obama. By so doing, they would, as I put it in the letter, “taint the Democratic brand 

itself”. Thereby they would inflict on themselves a political harm of incalculable severity. It would 

hardly be offset by the listed benefits of denouncing judges’ wrongdoing, in general, and Justice 

Sotomayor’s, in particular. Therefore, the letter is not partisan, it is pragmatic. The gist of it is this:  

All presidential candidates can see in judges their enemies since they can 
declare the laws of their legislative agenda unconstitutional. If the Supreme Court 
had declared Obamacare unconstitutional, the signature legislation of President 
Obama would be but a footnote in the chronicles of his presidency.  

By denouncing their wrongdoing, candidates can cause judges to resign. Then 
they can nominate judges that will uphold their legislative agenda. Under the 
circumstances, you are the only candidate who can denounce one justice in 
particular and thereby cause judges in general to be investigated. 

If you denounce them, you will reap substantial benefits…and so will we, for 
judges are also our enemies since they have victimized us and with their 
wrongdoing deny us honest judiciaries. So we will help you denounce judges and 
you will help us by bringing about as a result profound judicial reform.  

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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May 31, 2016  

Further developing the probable cause to believe that government officers 
cover up their wrongdoing by intercepting with the assistance of Email 

Service Providers the communications to and from people dissatisfied with 

the Establishment’s judicial and legal systems, and therewith persuade a 
presidential candidate that substantial electoral benefits can be reaped by  

making judges’ wrongdoing a key issue of Election 2016 

 

A series of odd behaviors of means of communications have already been described in 

detail(*>ol:19§D, 374§A; †>ol2:395, 405); see also my letter to the CEO of Verizon (ol:371). 

They provide a pattern of oddity that supports probable cause to believe that emails among 

victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of honest judiciaries are being intercepted. 

 

A. New email problems strengthen the foundation for the question  
“Do you suspect interception of communications to and from you?” 

1. That question was recently posed(ol2:395) and can now be restated as follows to guide the 

consideration of intervening events that confirm the pattern of oddity and thereby strengthen the 

probable cause to believe that there is such interception: 

a. whether the email problems earlier and herein described stem from either glitches in 

word processing and emailing programs or the interception by a third party of communi-

cations –illegal under federal law(ol:5a/fn13,14)– among victims and advocates; and 

b. whether the motive for such interception is to hinder the distribution of my study(supra, 

title page) on exposing judges’ wrongdoing(*>jur:5§3) and advocating judicial reform 

(jur:158§§6-8), and detract from my professionalism and credibility, all done in an effort 

to prevent victims and advocates from joining forces and forming the proposed team of 

professionals(jur:128§4) that should embark on the multidisciplinary academic and 

business venture(jur:119§1) on judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform. 

2. There is precedent for suspecting such interception: Former CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson has 

sued the U.S. Department of Justice for $35 million for hacking her personal and work com-

puters in search of files dealing with her investigative reporting on the attacks on the American 

embassy in Benghazi, Libya; and the fiasco Fast and Furious gunrunning operation of its Bureau 

of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms(ol:346¶131), which eventually led Attorney General Eric 

Holder to be held in contempt of Congress and to resignation. There is also the illegal dragnet 

collection by the National Security Agency (NSA) of metadata of communications of scores of 

millions of people(ol2:395§B), revealed by the secret documents that Edward Snowden leaked. 

 

B. Background facts relating to word processing and emailing 

3. I have always used a version of Word to compose text, save it as doc or docx, and copy and paste 

it in the email body of the email programs of Yahoo, AoL, Google, Microsoft Hotmail and 

Outlook, Verizon, and Cantab, the email program of the University of Cambridge in England. 

4. In January 2015, I installed Word 2010 on a Hewlett Packard computer running Windows 7 

Premier. I used it the same way to email. When Windows 10 was released, it was downloaded 

and installed automatically in June 2015. Never did joinedwords appear. However, the problem 

of joinedwords in Word 2010 has been known since its release; http://answers.microsoft.com/en-
us/office/forum/office_2010-word/word-2010-randomly-deleting-spaces-between-words/34682f6f-

7be2-4835-9c18-907b0abd5615?auth=. 
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5. It was not until 10 months later, in October 2015, when joinedwords began to appear without any 

relevant event having taken place shortly before. Even so, they never appear in the text that I 

paste in the body of an email page, i.e., inline, or that I send. They appear only in the emails from 

me that addressees receive or that I see in the threads of the addressees’ replies that I receive. 

a. What can explain that during this 10-months period joinedwords did not appear? 

b. Are Internet and computer forensic experts likely to have the know-how and the 

hardware and software necessary to answer that question and similar ones asked below? 

 

C. Despite using formatting features available in email programs 
to compose emails in Rich Text, joinedwords have reappeared 

6. The email composers of AOL, Google, Verizon, Yahoo, Microsoft, Cantab, and similar Email 

Service Providers (ESP) all enable by default the composition of emails in Rich Text directly in 

them. To that end, they offer a panoply of buttons to choose from different fonts, colors, indents, 

spacing, bullet and numbered lists, upload photos, links, etc. In addition, many emails that 

request readers’ feedback and information, such as surveys and job applications, give readers the 

option to copy text from their word processors or even upload files. No requirement is made that 

text copied from word processing files must have been saved in Rich Text rather than other 

formats, such as doc, docx, and odt (open document text), before pasting it inline. 

7. It follows that, far from being a deviation from, it is consistent with, current emailing standards 

and practice to compose in Word or LibreOffice text with a variety of formatting features, 

photos, links, etc., and paste it inline. ESPs do not offer as an option the composition inline with 

an HTML capable composer; hence, its use could create incompatibilities. 

8. If there were any incompatibility between a word processor, such as Word or LibreOffice, and an 

emailing program, joinedwords should appear upon pasting doc, docx, and odt text inline. But 

they do not. This excludes any glitch. It is most unlikely for two word processors to have the 

same glitch and for the latter to have only one and the same manifestation, namely, joinedwords. 

The same applies to their and the emailing programs’ spell checkers. 

9. Nevertheless, to proceed methodically by ruling out any incompatibility between the word 

processor and the email program, I have composed text in Word and LibreOffice, saved it as 

Rich Text, and pasted it inline. No joinedwords appear upon such pasting, spell checking the text 

pasted, and saving it as email draft before sending it, just as they do not appear when the text has 

been saved as doc, docx, or odt. But they do in the emails received and in the threads of replies. 

After I began using LibreOffice, some recipients of my emails let me know that my recent emails 

did not have joinedwords. I thought that the problem had been solved. But it has not. 

a. What caused joinedwords to disappear very briefly and to reappear? 

 

1. Joinedwords: either a glitch-determined accident or malware-caused 
interception intentionally disrupting communications  

10. Let’s assume arguendo that joinedwords are caused by a glitch in the most widely used word 

processing and emailing programs, yet not widely known on the Internet:  

a. Does it affect your emails too or those that you receive from any of the other hundreds of 

millions of people who use those programs?  

b. Do glitches also cause the series of other odd behaviors of emails to and from me, 
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including the latest ones described next, or does a pattern of oddity justify probable cause 

to believe that there is intentionality behind those behaviors? 

11. Assume instead that joinedwords are caused intentionally by a third party interested in protecting 

or ordered to protect from exposure judges’ wrongdoing so coordinated, pervasive, and profita-

ble that it has become institutional schemes(ol:119§2a4, 173¶96). That party could allow my 

emails to go out correctly so that I would not take corrective action before sending them, only to 

subsequently mar them with joinedwords to make them very difficult for recipients to read and 

discredit me as a sloppy writer who did not know how to write or spell check my writings.  

12. That constitutes interception of communications, whether the party hacked into my computer to 

install joinedwords-causing malware that manifests itself when my emails are in transit or gets 

access to my emails at an Internet node, where the malware acts on my emails before they 

continue on their way to their addressees. 

 

D. Additional odd behaviors in my cantab, AOL, and Yahoo email accounts 

confirm the pattern of oddity pointing to intentionality and interception 

1. Emails do not reach some of my accounts 

13. I used to receive at Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@cantab.net replies to my emails concerning judicial 

wrongdoing exposure and reform. But emails have practically ceased reaching that account other 

than those that I send there from Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net and those sent there by a 

few mass mailers, e.g., advertisers of Continued Legal Education courses.  

14. My cantab.net account is provided by the University of Cambridge in England. Though it is free, 

as most emailing accounts are, Cambridge does not have a commercial interest as AOL, Yahoo, 

Google, Microsoft, Apple, and similar ESPs do. Nor is it subject to U.S. law or to any order from 

an official American third party, such as the National Security Agency (NSA; cf. ol:192§B). 

15. I do not send emails from my cantab.net account. I simply paste my cantab address together with 

other addresses of mine in the To: line of emails that I send from my other accounts, particularly 

either of my verizon.net accounts. The purpose is to make it easier for recipients to press Reply 

All and thus increase the chances that their replies may reach me at least at one of my accounts. 

However, I do send emails from Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@AOL.com, in fact hundreds of them. 

Yet, I do not receive any replies in that account other than copies of my own emails.  

 

2. The format of some of my email addresses has been 
changed so that emails sent to me there have bounced 

16. A recipient has stated that he copied the block of my email addresses, which I provide in two 

places of my emails, pasted it in the To: line of his reply, and sent it to me. But the emails sent to 

my AoL and cantab addresses bounced. He forwarded to me the email with the bounce notice. 

Upon examination, I found that the addresses were incorrectly formatted thus: Dr.Richard.Cor 

dero_Esq@aol.com, though this address does not have any underscore; it only has dots: …o.E…; 

and Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@cantab.com, but the extension of that email address is .net. 

a. Assuming the facts as stated, can such bounce-causing email format changes occur acci-

dentally rather than intentionally; if the latter, who else could have made those changes? 

b. How can the changer be identified? 

17. This format change is similar to the unwanted insertion unbeknown to me of my former 
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Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@gmail.com address -which Google suspended without warning in 

2014-  in some Reply to: line of my CorderoRic@yahoo.com account, although I have been 

unable to find any setting in Yahoo where any Reply to: address can be set as default. Original 

emails and replies sent to that suspended gmail address bounce, of course. 

a. How is that suspended gmail address getting into the replies of recipients of my emails? 

 

3. In the Yahoo inbox, [No Subject] replaces the subject line that I used 
to email me from Verizon; when the email is opened, it has the line 

18. From Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net I sent emails that included my corderoric@yahoo. 

com address in the To: line and carried the subject line “Proposal that Donald Trump denounce 

judges’ wrongdoing and reap substantial benefits therefrom”(ol2:422). However, they appear in 

my Yahoo inbox with [No Subject] in the Subject: line. But when I open those emails, their 

Subject: line has “Proposal that Donald Trump…”(infra screenshots). I hardly believe that such 

odd behavior is the result of a glitch in Yahoo, which without any warning or explanation did not 

allow me to send any email at all for more than a week. In fact, the emails from other senders do 

not have in their Subject: line [No Subject]. An email that does not have a subject line in the 

inbox is more likely to be ignored and deleted, rather than opened, by the recipient than one that 

does, never mind a subject line reasonably calculated to pique the curiosity of the recipient. 

a. How can it be determined whether my emails appear in the inbox of other recipients with 

[No Subject] replacing my subject line? 

b. Is this replacement limited to my emails sent to yahoo.com accounts or does it occur in 

my emails sent to other or even all other ESPs? 

c. Who is making such replacements and on whose orders? 

 

E. Offer to make presentations on exposing interception of communications 
and making it an issue of Election 2016 that leads to judicial reform 

19. The letter that I sent Candidate Trump and his top officers(ol2:422) and emailed you all proposes 

that he denounce judges’ wrongdoing and thereby reap significant electoral benefits while simul-

taneously launching a journalistic and official investigative process that can inform the national 

public of, and so outrage it at, such wrongdoing as to stir up the public to demand that politicians 

take a position on the issue and call for nationally televised hearings, akin to those of the 9/11 

Commission and the Senate Watergate Committee; this can lead to judicial reform inevitably.  

20. We can form a team assisted by computer and Internet forensic experts to pursue the probable 

cause to believe that there has been interception of communications by or on behalf of judges in 

the crass class interest of covering up their wrongdoing and protecting their gains therefrom(ol: 

192§B). We can use the findings to convince Mr. Trump that he would benefit electorally by de-

nouncing the interception by judges and ESPs of communications due to their contents, thus pro-

voking deeper outrage than that caused by Snowden revealing the collection of only metadata. 

21. You, victims, and advocates can help implement this plan of action born of strategic thinking to 

achieve through Election 2016 what is indispensable but we cannot do alone: turn judicial wrong-

doing into a national issue that leads to exposure and reform. Thus I offer to make a presentation 

(ol:197§G) to you and your colleagues and acquaintances of this proposal at a video conference 

or in person. Time is of the essence. So I look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible. 
 
 Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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June 6, 2016  

Luis Pagan, Esq. 

Luis Pagan Group 

 

Dear Mr. Pagan,  
 

Thank you for your comment on my letter, attached hereto, to Mr. Donald Trump proposing 

that he denounce judges’ wrongdoing and reap significant electoral benefits therefrom.  

 

A. The action that I have taken 

1. You are on the right track: I delivered that letter to Mr. Trump as well as to his Campaign 

Manager Corey Lewandowski, Campaign Chairman and Chief Strategist Paul Manafort, and 

General Counsel Michael Cohen, Esq., by hand at the reception of the Trump Tower here in New 

York City on Monday, May 23. I have not yet received any reply.  

2. I encourage you to take action consonant with your approval of the letter. Justice requires the 

diligent work of Champions of Justice; lassitude is submission to the workers of injustice. 

 

B. The action that you can take to inform and outrage the national public 

3. Indeed, you can share and post the letter as widely as possible, and help organize a presentation 

on the letter to Mr. Trump and his top officers.  

4. Thereby you can contribute to setting off a process of informing the national public of the nature, 

extent, and gravity of judges’ unaccountability(*>jur:21§§1-3) and consequent riskless 

wrongdoing(jur:5§3). That can lead to what now is unthinkable but an outraged public can 

render inevitable: substantial judicial reform(jur:158§§6-8).  

5. The denunciation by Mr. Trump, the only Establishment outsider, can jump start the process of 

informing the national public and set off a Watergate-like(jur:4¶¶ 10-14) generalized media 

investigation of federal judges and the Federal Judiciary, the models for their state counterparts.  

6. However, the participation of an informed and outraged national public is indispensable to 

generate enough pressure on judges to resign(jur:92§d) and on politicians to officially 

investigate, never mind remove, the very people that they recommended, endorsed, nominated, 

and confirmed to judgeships and justiceships and whom they now hold unaccountable as ‘our 

men and women on the bench’.  

 

C. What you can accomplish by taking action  

7. Your effort is promising, for there is a huge(*>ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of victims of 

wrongdoing judges and all the other people dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems. They 

belong to an electorate that Mr. Trump has help give a voice and that listens to him: The 

Dissatisfied With The Establishment.  

8. By taking action, you can: 

a. help inform a sizable segment of the national public about the letter and make it receptive 

to the denunciation that Mr. Trump may make;  

b. help induce a critical mass of an informed and outraged public to in turn take action to: 

1) demand that he make that denunciation; 
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2) ask that he turn his website into a public depository for complaints against judges, 

where people can deposit them so that anybody may search them for something 

invaluably probative: patterns of wrongdoing(ol:311; cf. ol:274); and  

3) call for nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing. 

9. To help reach the national public you can email the letter to, in general, those on your emailing 

list, and in particular, groups, such as those listed below.  

 

D. Bringing the letters to colleagues to network for a presentation 

10. You can also bring the letter to the attention of your colleagues, friends, acquaintances, party 

leaders, and bar and plaintiff/defendant associations to the end of networking me with others 

who may in turn network me with Mr. Trump or his top officers so that I may make a presen-

tation(ol:190, 202) to them on the benefits that he can reap by denouncing judges’ wrongdoing.  

11. Mr. Trump’s attack on the federal judge, J. Gonzalo Curiel, presiding over the Trump University 

case reveals that his state of mind is propitious for that presentation. However, an attack on a 

judge for his or her exercise of discretionary power requires proof that the decision was grossly 

unsound, unreasonable, illegal, or unsupported by the evidence. A decision is not abusive simply 

because the appellate judges did not like it and would have decided otherwise. Such an attack 

rarely leads to recusal or disqualification; most often it only provokes controversy that backfires. 

Even the application of the strategic thinking principle “The enemy of my enemy is my friend”, 

which underlies this approach to Mr. Trump, must be realistic, defendable, and principled. 

12. By contrast, wrongdoing is inexcusable, particularly if committed by a U.S. Supreme Court 

justice(ol:194§E). In fact, no politician can afford to be seen defending a judge that has failed to 

“avoid even the appearance of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a), let alone one suspected of concealing 

assets(jur:65fn107a,c). This discretion-wrongdoing distinction shows the kind of substantive 

knowledge of judges and their judiciaries, and strategic thinking that warrant the presentation. 

13. So that you and yours may determine whether I deserve to be networked and have my 

presentation vouched for, I offer to present first to all of you at a video conference or in person. 

 

E. Acting promptly with a view to the Convention and becoming Powerful 

14. Time is of the essence to implement the strategy that begins with a denunciation by Mr. Trump 

now and builds up to a climax of expectation that irresistibly attracts all party members and The 

Dissatisfied of any and no political persuasion to a historic Republican Convention. There he can 

turn the issue of judges’ wrongdoing into a key one of both the presidential campaign and 

Election Day…and beyond by ‘pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial 

unaccountability reporting’. 

15. Meantime, KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. Hence, I invite you to learn as much as you can about 

judges’ wrongdoing exposure and judicial reform advocacy by reviewing my study of judges and 

their judiciaries, which is titled and downloadable as follows 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  

I look forward to hearing from you 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 

Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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February 20, 2017  
Yahoogroups to which the articles  

in this study can be sent 

as a way of taking action in support of 

judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform advocacy 

 
By emailing the letter to a group you multiply your effort because your email is 

automatically forwarded to all its members. The names of these groups will also suggest 
terms that you can Google to find not only more groups, but also websites that protest 

against, or aim to expose, judges’ wrongdoing and to which you can also post the letter. 
To subscribe to some groups, the email may have to be sent to …owner@... rather than 
…subscribe@.... The error return email that you will receive will provide the necessary 
information from which you can determine that such is the case; otherwise, just replace 
owner for subscribe in the email in question and send it again. 

Can you, advocates of honest judiciaries, divide among yourselves this list? There 

is work to go around several times. But time to act is getting shorter very fast. 
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June 7, 2016 
 
Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 
Dear Mr. Trump, 

1. On May 23, I delivered at the reception of Trump Tower a letter(†>ol2:422) for you with 
materials proposing that you denounce federal judges’ unaccountability and consequent riskless 
wrongdoing, and reap benefits from so doing, i.e., attracting the attention and support of the huge 
(id.>ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of all the people who are dissatisfied with the judicial and 
legal systems. They form part of the dominant sector of the electorate to whom you have given a 
voice and who represent your key constituency: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment.  

2. Your criticism of the exercise of discretionary power by Judge Gonzalo Curiel, who presides over 
the Trump University case, offers the opportunity to denounce judges’ unaccountability that 
enables wrongdoing and abuse of discretion(*>jur:5§3): You can argue that judges have granted 
themselves absolute immunity from prosecution, thus elevating themselves above the law; and 
are held unaccountable in practice by the Establishment politicians who recommended, endorsed, 
nominated, and confirmed them to the Federal Judiciary and protect them there as ‘their men and 
women on the bench’. So the judges are in practice irremovable: In the last 227 years since the 
creation of their Judiciary in 1789, the number of impeached and removed federal judges –2,217 
were in office on 30sep13– is 8!(jur:22fn13, 14) As a consequence, they do wrong 
risklessly(jur:65§§1-3) and even exercise their discretion abusively: Those who can do the most 
–impeachable wrongdoing– can do the lesser –reversible discretion-abusing decisions–. 

3. You need not prove that Judge Curiel himself has engaged in wrongdoing, not even that he has 
abused his discretionary power, for which you would have to meet the exacting requirement of 
proving that his decisions were grossly unsound, unreasonable, illegal, or unsupported by the 
evidence. Convincing appellate judges in any case that a peer in the court below and friend of 
theirs for years, who knows of their own wrongdoing and abuse, abused his discretion is an 
uphill battle; it is rendered in this case all but impossible because the appellate judges as well as 
all the other judges have closed ranks as a class behind one of their own under attack.  

4. Instead, you only need to show the appearance(jur:68fn123a), rather than prove based on 
evidence, that the Federal Judiciary and its judges, of whom J. Curiel is one, engage in wrong-
doing involving illegal activity so routinely, extensively, and in such coordinated fashion that 
they have turned wrongdoing into their institutionalized modus operandi; abuse of discretion is 
only part of the mindset that develops in people who know that they can get away with anything 
they want. The wrongdoers’ mindset has been fostered by policy adopted by the Supreme Court 
itself. In Pierson v. Ray(jur:26fn25), it stated that judges’ “immunity applies even when the 

judge is accused of acting maliciously and corruptly”. In Stump v. Sparkman(26fn26), the Court 
even assured judges that “A judge will not be deprived of immunity because the action he took 

was in error, was done maliciously, or was in excess of his authority”. Such assurance has created 
the mindset of impunity. Once on the bench, forever there no matter what. Unaccountable judges 
exercise abusively, not merely discretion, but even power over people’s property, liberty, and all 
the rights and duties that determine their lives. They wield absolute power, the kind that 
‘corrupts absolutely’(27fn28). Abuse of discretion is an institutional uninhibited mental reflex. 

5. As a result, federal judges abuse discretion for their own benefit. Indeed(*>Lsch:21§A): 
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a. Chief circuit judges abuse judges’ statutory self-disciplining authority by dismissing 
99.82%(jur:10-14) of complaints against their peers; with other judges they deny up to 
100% of appeals to review such dismissals(jur:24§b). By judges immunizing them-
selves from liability for their wrongdoing they deny complainants their 1st Amendment 
right to “redress of grievances”, making them victims with no effective right to complain. 

b. Up to 9 of every 10 appeals are disposed of ad-hoc through no-reason summary orders 
or opinions so “perfunctory”(jur:44fn68) that the judges mark them “nor for publication” 
“not precedential”(jur:43§1), raw fiats of star-chamber power. They are as difficult to 
find as if they were secret; and if found, meaningless to litigants and the public, for 
most often their only operative word is: ‘affirmed!’ They are blatant abuse of discretion.  

c. Circuit judges appoint bankruptcy judges(jur:43fn61a), whose rulings come on appeal 
before their appointers, who protect them. In Calendar Year 2010, these appointees 
decided who kept or received the $373 billion at stake in only personal bankruptcies 
(jur:27§2). Money! lots of money! the most insidious corruptor. About 95% of those 
bankruptcies are filed by individuals; bankrupt, the great majority of them appear pro se 
and, ignorant of the law, they fall prey to a bankruptcy fraud scheme(jur:42fn60).  

d. That scheme was covered up by Then-Judge Sotomayor, e.g., DeLano(jur:xxxv, xxxviii), 
which she presided over. Whether it is one of the sources of assets that The New York 

Times, The Washington Post, and Politico(jur:65fn107a,c) suspected her of concealing 
(65§§1-3) is a query that you can raise at a press conference(jur:xvii) to launch(jur:98§2) 
a Watergate-like generalized media investigation(ol:194§E) of her and the Judiciary.  

6. Not all judges are wrongdoers; but they need not be such to be participants in illegal activity that 
requires their resignation(jur:92§d) or impeachment. When they keep silent about the wrongs 
done by their peers, they become accessories after the fact; when they let their peers know that 
they will look away when the peers do wrong again, they become accessories before the 
fact(jur:88§§a-c). In both cases, they breach their oath of office(ol:162§§5-6), show dereliction of 
their collective duty to safeguard institutional integrity, and contribute to denying due process 
and equal protection of the law to all parties. Thus, the question is properly asked of every judge: 
What did he or she know about their peers’ wrongdoing and when did he or she know it? 

7. You can defend your criticism of unaccountable judges by showing that they engage in 
institutionalized wrongdoing as part of their history, policy, and mindset of impunity, which pro-
vides probable cause to believe that judges abuse their discretion. What is more, a) you can turn 
your defense into that of the national public, for ‘if judges can treat me unfairly, though I am a 
presumptive nominee, represented by the best lawyers, and able to appeal to the Supreme Court, 
how much more abuse do they heap on you?’; then b) invite the public to upload their com-
plaints about judges to your site(cf. infra 362), search them for patterns of wrongdoing supportive 
of motions for disqualification, remand, new trial, etc., and demand hearings on judicial wrong-
doing and reform(jur:158§§6-8); c) approach the deans of Columbia or NYU law schools to pro-
pose a course to research(ol:60, 112-118; jur:131§b) judicial unaccountability and reform as an 
independent third party working to the highest academic standards(jur:128§4); d) pioneer judi-
cial unaccountability reporting as a business venture(jur:119§1); e) thus turning your criticism of 
J. Curiel, which Establishment N. Gingrich called “your worst mistake” and Sen. Collins asked 
for you to apologize to the judge, into a master strategic thinker’s move to pack(infra 422) the 
Judiciary and emerge as the Champion of Justice of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. 

8. I respectfully request an opportunity to present this strategy to you and your officers. 

 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,   
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The Two Unique National Stories 

A. The P. Obama-J. Sotomayor story and the Follow the money! investigation 

What did the President(*>jur:77§A), Sen. Schumer & Gillibrand(jur:78§6), and federal 
judges213b know about the concealment of assets by his first Supreme Court nominee, 

Then-Judge, Now-Justice Sotomayor –suspected by The New York Times, The Washington 
Post, and Politicojur:65fn107a of concealing assets, which entails the crimesol:5fn10 of tax evasion 
107c and money laundering– but covered up and lied(ol:64§C) about to the public by 

vouching for her honesty because he wanted to ingratiate himself with those petition-
ing him to nominate another woman and the first Hispanic to replace Retiring Justice 
Souter and from whom he expected in exchange support for the passage of the Oba-
macare bill in Congress; and when did they know it and other wrongdoing?(ol:154¶3) 
 

This story can be pursued through the Follow the money! investigation(jur:102§a; ol:1, 
66), which includes a call on the President to release unredacted all FBI vetting reports 
on J. Sotomayor and on her to request that she ask him to release them. That can set 
a precedent for vetting judges and other candidates for office; and open the door for 
‘packing’ the Federal Judiciary after judges resign for ‘appearance of impropriety’.  

 

B. The Federal Judiciary-NSA story and the Follow it wirelessly! investigation  

To what extent do federal judges abuse their vast computer network and expertise –
which handle hundreds of millions of case files(Lsch:11¶9b.ii)– either alone or with the quid 

pro quo assistance of the NSA –up to 100% of whose secret requests for secret 
surveillance orders are rubberstampedol:5fn7 by the federal judges of the secret court 
established under Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act– to:  

 

1) conceal assets –a crime under 26 U.S.C. §§7201, 7206ol:5fn10, unlike surveillance– by 

electronically transferring them between declared and hidden accounts(ol:1); 
and 

 

2) cover up their interception of the communications –also a crime under 18 U.S.C. 
§2511(ol:20¶¶11-12)– of critics of judges to prevent them from joining forces to 

expose the judges?, which constitutes a contents-based interception, thus a 
deprivation of 1st Amendment rights, that would provoke a graver scandal than 
Edward Snowden’s revelation of the NSA’s illegal dragnet collection of only 
contents-free metadata of scores of millions of communications. 

 

See the statistical analysisol:19§Dfn2 of a large number of communications critical of 
judges and a pattern of oddities(ol2:395, 405, 425), pointing to probable cause to 
believe that they were intercepted.  
 

This story can be pursued through the Follow it wirelessly! investigation(jur:105§b; ol:2, 
69§C). 

 
 

Request for an opportunity to present to Mr. Trump and his officers the 
proposed investigation by the media(ol:194§E) and law school students 

(ol:60, 112-120; jur:131§b) of these two unique national stories. 

 
Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 

ol2:440
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June 13, 2016  
 

The need for victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of honest judiciaries 

to adopt, and take action to implement, a strategy reasonably calculated to 
advance their common cause by distributing nationally the proposal that 

Presidential Candidate Trump denounce such wrongdoing in his own interest of 

gaining the attention of the media and the Dissatisfied With The Establishment 
 

 

A. Trying to expose judges’ wrongdoing by appealing to the American 

Convention on Human Rights, the United Nations, and similar entities 

 

1. Before any effort is made to appeal to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights to ex-

pose federal judges’ wrongdoing, one should try to find a single case that in any way could serve 

as precedent for the proposition that an investigation or report by it can be reasonably expected 

to cause a judiciary of any member state, never mind a major one like the U.S., to reform itself or 

be reformed by either of the other two branches of government or any other national entity.  

2. What provision of the treaty underlying the Commission would empower it to issue subpoenas to 

compel the appearance of witnesses at depositions, the production of physical evidence, such as 

documents, or entry to premises to inspect? What provision would authorize it to issue search 

and seizure warrants? It is inconceivable that the Commission could force the chief justice of the 

Supreme Court of the United States to appear and answer questions under oath, lest he be held in 

contempt of the Commission and fined by it or sent to jail until he was willing to answer. If he 

filed a motion to quash, would any federal judge deny it? Since the Commission does not have 

jails of its own, would it count on ordering U.S. marshals to take custody of the chief justice and 

deliver him to a federal jail? The same holds true for any associate justice or lower court judge.  

3. Without power of subpoena and contempt to conduct compulsory discovery, e.g., as provided for 

under the Federal Rules of Criminal or Civil(*>jur:47fn79) Procedure, the Commission could 

proceed by issuing letters rogatory based on comity to apply for the voluntary compliance by the 

judges with requests to produce self-incriminating answers or evidence…and wait for months or 

years until it realized that nobody was paying any attention to them. On what basis would it 

claim that answers were self-serving and check them? In what way would any Commission in-

vestigation be different from what any domestic or foreign journalist could do by using only in-

vestigative journalism means and techniques and writing a news piece, like the Panama Papers?  

4. The Federal Judiciary would never allow a report from the I-ACHR to curb its independence. In 

the same vein, neither the Executive nor Congress would rely on such a foreign third party report 

to take action against the mighty, life-tenured federal judges. The latter have arrogated to 

themselves total immunity from prosecution even for malicious and corrupt acts(jur:26§d); and 

the politicians who placed them on the bench hold them unaccountable. As a result, in the last 

227 years since the creation of their Judiciary in 1789, the number of impeached and removed 

federal judges –2,217 were in office on30sep13– is 8!(jur:22fn13,14) 

5. If ever the Commission dare take jurisdiction, investigate, and issue a negative report demanding 

any action whatsoever, the report would be dead on arrival. On the issue of jurisdiction, see the 

pertinent comments relating to a similar appeal to the International Criminal Court(ol:285§A). 

On the deferential treatment that the Judiciary receives from the other two branches in abdication 

of their duty to exercise constitutional checks and balances on each other, see jur:92§d; 49§4. 

6. An appeal to the Commission is wasteful of effort, time, and money, and reflects dimly on one’s 

knowledge of institutional competence and practice. (Cf. ol:301 on suing bar associations) 
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B. The information on the cost to taxpayers of judges’ wrongdoing is 
in the study; it only needs to be read and skillfully used 

7. KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. If one had read my emails and references to the study, one would 

have found the official statistics and reports(ol:392§E) from which it can be ascertained that 

judges’ wrongdoing costs taxpayers dearly(jur:66§§2-3; 43¶82) and that the victims that it makes 

are so numerous that they have become a huge(ol:311§1) untapped voting bloc.  

8. If with the evidence and arguments in over 940 pages*
†
 of professional legal research, analysis, 

and writing one cannot convince members of the public that judges’ wrongdoing harms them, 

with what knowledge or skills will one persuade members of a legislature or Congress that they 

should investigate for wrongdoing the very people that they recommended, endorsed, nominated, 

confirmed, and appointed to judgeships? Anyway, such persuasion effort is counterintuitive: The 

other representatives(ol:356) have nothing to gain from investigating ‘our men and women on 

the bench’. Far from it, such an investigation can end up incriminating those representatives who 

made them judges, for at the very least the representatives knew about the judicial candidates’ 

wrongdoing and willingness to ‘play the power game’(ol:381¶16), but vouched for their honesty 

and made them judges(jur:77§§5-6). Likewise, the judges know about the representatives’ 

wrongdoing and will always warn them, “If you take me down, I’ll bring you with me!”(ol:265§1) 

9. Asking victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of honest judiciaries to work for one’s per-

sonal benefit of being elected does not redound to any benefit of the victims or advocates. The 

asker has no chance of delivering. Asking is self-interested and giving a misallocation of resources. 

It follows that running for a legislature or Congress is a matter of personal ambition. It is not rea-

sonably calculated to advance our common cause of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform. 

 

C. The strategy of proposing that Trump denounce a class of people with the 
mindset of impunity who risklessly engage in wrongdoing: federal judges 

10. By contrast, an out-of-the-legislature/Congress strategy(ol:256) –just as an out-of-court strategy 

(ol:158)– centered on a denunciation by Mr. Trump(
†
>ol2:437) is reasonably calculated to advance 

our cause: He has criticized a federal judge, thus showing not to be too afraid of retaliation to do 

so. However, one judge criticized for allegedly abusing his discretion in one case can be deemed 

a rogue judge or one who erred once. The proposal is for Mr. Trump to denounce a wrongdoing 

class(jur:5§3; ol:154¶3): unaccountable(ol:265) judges with the mindset of impunity. He can 

cause its exposure by pointing out two unique national stories(ol2:440) involving judges to the 

national media covering him so that on competitive grounds every news outlet must jump on in-

vestigative(ol:294§E) bandwagon(jur:4¶¶10-14), which can focus national attention on the issue. 

11. Moreover, an informed and outraged public can compel politicians, lest they be voted out of, or 

not into, office, to condemn judges’ wrongdoing and call for nationally televised hearings on it. 

This is a promising strategy given a current electorate dominated by The Dissatisfied With The 

Establishment. We need to reach through Mr. Trump and the media(ol:319) the dissatisfied with 

the judicial and legal systems to cause them to become aware of, and assert, their voting power. 

12. .As for us, victims and advocates, our pursuit of this issue is guided by the strategic thinking(*> 

Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C) principle “The enemy of my enemy is my friend”. We must decide which 

issue is most important to us and who can contribute the most to advancing it. Then we must 

work with that person, regardless of his or her position on other issues. There is never a perfect 

contributor. But there is always one issue that outrages and energizes us to advance it in our and 

the public interest, with the contribution of that person as an ally of results. Mr. Trump’s 

contribution can be effective even if he makes the denunciation only in his electoral interest, not 
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because he may have any interest whatsoever in an honest judiciary. But that can be the result. 

 

D. Resorting to insults betrays a lack of the necessary skill set and temperament 

13. Legislatures and Congress are dominated by lawyers. To persuade them to act the way one 

wants, one must be able ‘to argue one’s case’. One must talk and keep one’s interlocutor talking. 

If one cannot do that, one is in the wrong place for lack of the skill necessary to do the job.  

14. Personal attacks are not persuasive. They are a sure way of antagonizing those who are attacked, 

terminate any talk with them, and drive potential partners away, for they may be the next target. 

Insults do not gain sponsors for the current or future bills. They only make enemies with resent-

ful long memories. Insults are an avowal of lack of the necessary temperament to charm and win 

over. They are an admission of want of capacity to do what is essential to be successful in a body 

that takes decisions by majority vote: horsetrade support for each other’s bills and pet projects.  

15. Life is a give and take, and insults are not something that one gladly takes. So the giving fails. 

There is no deal. One is a failure. What is there for victims and advocates in supporting one who 

is likely to fail and attack them in the process? Insult-prone people are better left alone. 

 

E. Take action to advance the cause of judicial wrongdoing exposure & reform 

16. Merely making a statement of fact about wrongdoing and abusive judges, never mind simply 

whining to commiserate with one another about our suffering, will not accomplish anything. It is 

necessary to think strategically and take action accordingly(ol:8§E; jur:xliv¶C). We all should 

contribute to advancing our common interest in judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform by 

taking advantage of the opportunity that Mr. Trump represents. Thus, I respectfully invite you to: 

a. share the letter(
†
>ol2:437) to Mr. Trump –without any addition, deletion, or any other 

modification– as widely as possible by sending it to your emailing list and posting it to 

yahoo- and googlegroups and blogs; see a list of yahoogroups at ol2:433;  

b. network(ol:231) with your colleagues, friends, and acquaintances who can network with 

theirs so as to reach Trump campaign officers, e.g., Campaign Manager Corey Lewan-

dowski, Campaign Chairman and Chief Strategist Paul Manafort, and General Counsel 

Michael Cohen, Esq., to persuade them to invite me to present to them how it is in their 

own(ol:317¶28) electoral interest for Mr. Trump to denounce judges’ wrongdoing and 

thus draw the attention of the media and The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, espe-

cially its huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal 

systems, including victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of honest judiciaries;  

c. download
†
 and print the letter to distribute it at political rallies to the attendees, in 

general, and to each member of the campaign staff and officers, in particular; and 

d. organize a presentation to professors, students, and officers at journalism, law, business, 

and Information Technology schools and similar entities(ol:197§G) so that I may present 

to them the letters
‡
, the evidence of judges’ unaccountability and wrongdoing(jur:21§§ 

A,B), and the way for them to pioneer the multidisciplinary academic(ol:60; 112-120; 

255) and business(jur:119§1; ol: 271-273) field of judicial unaccountability reporting.  

17. Let’s not miss the opportunity to make of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform a decisive 

issue of the nominating conventions and the presidential campaign(ol2:422). Time is of the es-

sence. I offer to make a presentation at a video conference or in person to you and your colleagues. 

 
Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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June 24, 2016  
 

Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 
Dear Mr. Trump, 

1. This is a proposal for you to apply a principle that you stated in an interview some 25 years ago 
to the effect that ‘you always think how things can go wrong, because if they go right, they take 
care of themselves, but if they go wrong, you want to know that you anticipated that event and 
did everything possible to prevent it and now are better prepared to make things right’. 

2. Things can go wrong for your campaign due to lack of money and the dwindling support shown 
by polls. To run a campaign you may need $1 bll., of which you only have $1.3 mll. Since 
neither your party nor big donors are opening their pockets, you can either pay the difference 
from yours or implement this proposal for innovatively addressing both problems: At the end of 
a long primary season, people are weary of stretched-out hands requesting money. So you can 
offer them your ears and invite them at rallies and in emails to voice their complaints on your 
website. Complainants form that part of the electorate that you have identified and are your base: 
The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. The most dissatisfied are those who, like you recently, 
feel they were treated unfairly by judges, not to mention those who feel they had their rights, 
duties, and property mishandled: the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems. They consti-
tute a huge untapped voting bloc: More than 100 million people are parties to over 50 million 
cases filed in the federal and state courts annually(*>jur:8fn4,5); to them must be added the 
parties to the scores of millions of pending cases and cases deemed wrongly or wrongfully decid-
ed; plus the millions of closely related people who have also become dissatisfied: family, friends, 
peers, supporters, employees, etc. All are passionate in their quest for vindication and justice. 

3. They will be receptive to your invitation to your website both to fill out a standardized case des-
cription form(infra ol:281) and to post their court papers so that anybody may search them for the 
most probative evidence, i.e., a pattern of wrongdoing(ol:274), unlike a suspect claim of abuse in 
only one’s case. Thereby you would apply the marketing psychology principle that when people 
feel they have been given to, e.g., attention and hope of help, they feel grateful and prone to give 
back, e.g., money, volunteered work, and word of mouth support. While on your site, they will 
be more responsive to your donation pitch. They may donate small amounts, similar to those that 
The Hopeful Young gave Sen. Sanders, which added up to scores of millions, even surpassing 
the big donations to Sec. Clinton. You can thus grow your support, for those who post to your 
site will identify themselves and those closely related to them as potential voters for you, whom 
you can enter into your database, keep giving to(ol:362), and mobilize on Election Day. 

4. Although you sue often, you are not afraid of criticizing judges. You can cause them to resign or 
be removed by denouncing(ol2:437) their unaccountability and riskless wrongdoing(ol: 311), thus 
launching media and official investigations of the Federal Judiciary in two unique national 
cases(ol2:439-440; jur:xxxv-xxxxviii) and provoking an institutional crisis that leads to reform, 
which becomes your legacy even if you lose: the supremacy of We the People in a new 
American governance system(ol2:423¶¶gh). If you win, you can nominate replacement judges 
supportive of your legislative agenda(ol2:422). To detail this proposal and explain how you can 
investigate(*>ol:194§E) the stories I respectfully request a meeting with you and your officers. 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,   
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July 17, 2016 
 

Resorting to Donald Trump out of pragmatism, not partisanship,  
to expose unaccountable judges, who engage risklessly in wrongdoing  

for their benefit while disregarding the constraints of due process of law 
and abusing you and We the People 

A. A study about judges and their judiciaries identify 
the circumstances that enable their wrongdoing 

1. I have researched, analyzed, and written a study of judges and their judiciaries, which is titled 
and downloadable as follows:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  

2. KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. Hence, I invite you to read in my study as much as you can about 
the circumstances of unaccountability, secrecy, coordination, and risklessness(*>ol:190¶¶1-7) 
that enable judges to engage in wrongdoing(jur:5§3; ol:265) for their material, professional, and 
social benefits(ol:173¶93) while disregarding due process of law(jur:5§3) and abusing their 
power to dispose of all our property, our liberty, and all the rights and duties that determine our 
lives…and get away with it. 

a. Federal judges engage in wrongdoing because they: 
1) are life-tenured;  
2) can retaliate against politicians who investigate them by declaring their legislative 

agenda unconstitutional(jur:23fn17a);  
3) instead, are protected by the politicians, who recommended, endorsed, nominated, 

and confirmed them, as “our men and women on the bench”; so they 
4) are allowed to dismiss 99.82%(jur:10-14) of the complaints against them, which 

must be filed with their chief circuit judges(jur:24§§b-d); and 
5) are the only ones to whom you can appeal to review their own decisions, so they 

review them in their own interest(jur:28§§a-b) or deny review at will(jur:47§c). 
b. As a result, federal judges are in practice irremovable: While on 30sep15 the number of 

federal judicial officers was 2,293(jur:22fn13), in the 227 years since the creation of the 
Federal Judiciary in 1789, the number of its judges impeached and removed is 
8!(jur:22fn14)  

c. If your bosses could neither be removed from their life-appointment positions nor have 
their salary reduced(jur:22fn12) and had all the power to decide over all your 
money(jur:27§2) as an employee and a person, would you be afraid that they would abuse 
that power for their benefit, regardless of the harm to you? Those are the positions and 
power that federal judges have; they abuse them in reliance on the fact that no adverse 
consequences will come to them therefrom. Is that outrageous in ‘government, not by men 
and women, but by the rule of law’(ol:5fn6)? 

B. Advancing the cause of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform 
advocacy by applying a principle of strategic thinking 

3. Exposing judges’ wrongdoing and advocating judicial reform is guided by the strategic thinking 
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(Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C; ol:8§E; jur:xliv¶C) principle “The enemy of my enemy is my friend… 
and I will help him prevail so as to help myself”. It leads to alliances forged between people 
with harmonious interests even if with different motives who can converge on the same result.  

4. The application of this principle has currently found expression in my letter(‡>ol2:437) to Mr. 
Trump, who publicly and repeatedly criticized the federal judge presiding over the lawsuit against 
Trump University. In that letter, I propose that he denounce judges’ wrongdoing, as opposed to 
judges’ exercise of discretionary power and reap significant electoral benefits therefrom.  

a. Proving abuse of such power is most difficult since discretion is a matter of opinion 
involving a wide leeway. Wrongdoing is indefensible. One only need show, rather than 
prove, that a judge has failed to abide by his or her duty to “avoid even the appearance of 

impropriety”(jur:68fn123a). That can force a judge to resign(jur:92§d). 

C. Giving priority to the cause of judicial wrongdoing exposure 
and reform and choosing a candidate that can advance it 

5. There is never a perfect candidate. But there is always one cause that outrages and energizes us 
the most. It is not productive to do nothing until we can advance all our causes simultaneously.  

6. Therefore, we all have to decide which cause is most important to us and who can contribute the 
most to advancing it the way we advocate. Then we must work with that person accordingly, in 
spite of what we may think about that person’s position on other issues. 

7. If judges’ wrongdoing exposure and judicial reform is that cause for you, I encourage you to 
share my letter widely so that many informed and outraged people may demand that Trump 
denounce such wrongdoing and the media investigate two unique national stories of it(ol2:439). 

D. Choosing between a 1-2 term Trump presidency subject to checks and 

balances v. 2,293 life-tenured judges subject to no accountability 

8. Trump is not expected to be interested in an honest judiciary at all. He is only assumed to be 
interested in winning the election and becoming president. That does not diminish the impor-
tance of the fact that he has what we, victims of wrongdoing judges and advocates of honest 
judiciaries, sorely lack, which explains why we have made no progress in our common cause at 
all: He is avidly covered by the national media. We do not have access even to the local media. 

9. Thus, Trump can solely in his electoral interest denounce judges’ wrongdoing as proposed 
(ol2:437). Nevertheless, he can thereby set in motion a Watergate-like generalized media investi-
gation of judges’ wrongdoing(ol2:439). By exposing its nature, extent, and gravity(jur:5§3, 
65§§1-3), that investigation will provoke such outrage as to stir up the national public to demand 
that politicians, lest they be voted out of, or not into, office, call for, and conduct, nationally 
televised hearings on such wrongdoing. Their findings will so deeply aggravate public outrage 
that they will render judicial reform inevitable, regardless of who is president at that time.  

1. What do you prefer?  

a. A flawed presidential candidate, perhaps even a president for four, at the most eight years, 
though subject to the checks and balances of Congress, the Judiciary, the media, public 
opinion, and the constraints of other world leaders and international treaties; or 

b. 2,293 federal judges who are in effect irremovable and not subject to any checks and 
balances. Consequently, they risklessly engage in wrongdoing. Federal judges are not only 
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human beings and as such flawed; they are also unaccountable wrongdoers(jur:88§§a-c). 
10. Hence the strategy of informing and outraging the public concerning judges’ wrongdoing. It is 

born of pragmatic, strategic thinking, not of partisanship. You too can think strategically and 
contribute to its implementation. 

E. The need to take action to advance our common 
cause of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform 

11. Merely stating facts about wrongdoing and abusive judges, let alone simply whining to 
commiserate with one another about our suffering, will not achieve anything. It is necessary to 
think strategically and take action accordingly(ol:8§E; jur:xliv¶C). We should contribute to 
advancing our common interest by taking advantage of the opportunity that Mr. Trump presents. 

12. Therefore, I respectfully invite you to: 
a. share the below letter(†>ol2:437) to Mr. Trump as widely as possible by emailing it to all 

your friends, relatives, colleagues, acquaintances, and your emailing list, and posting it to 
yahoo- and googlegroups and blogs; see a list of yahoogroups at †>ol2:433; 

b. subscribe to my website at http://www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org, and encourage 
them to do likewise so that you all can GAIN POWER THROUGH KNOWLEDGE;  

c. network(ol:231) with friends, relatives, colleagues, and acquaintances of yours who can 
network with theirs so as to reach Trump campaign officers#) to persuade them to invite me 
to present to them how it is in their own(ol:317¶28) electoral interest for Mr. Trump to 
denounce judges’ wrongdoing and thereby draw the attention of the media and The 
Dissatisfied With The Establishment, especially its huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of 
the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems;  

1)  Campaign Chairman and Chief 
Strategist Paul Manafort 

2) General Counsel Michael Cohen, Esq. 
3) VP Nominee Gov. Mike Pence 

4) Ms. Ivanka Trump 
5) Mr. Donald Trump, Jr. 
6) Mr. Eric Trump 

d. download† and print the letter to distribute it at political rallies to the attendees, in general, 
and to each member of the campaign staff and officers, in particular; and 

e. organize presentations to professors, students, and officers at journalism, law, business, and 
Information Technology schools and similar entities(ol:197§G) so that I may present to 
them the letter, evidence of judges’ unaccountability and wrongdoing(jur:21§§A,B), and 
the way for them to pioneer the field of judicial unaccountability reporting through a multi-
disciplinary academic(ol:60; 112-120; 255) and business(jur:119§1; ol:271-273) venture.  

13. I offer to first make a presentation at a video conference or in person to you, your friends, 
relatives, colleagues, and acquaintances. 

14. Let’s not miss this window of opportunity for turning judges’ wrongdoing into a key issue of the 
presidential election, which is the occasion when politicians are most vulnerable and responsive 
(ol2:422) to We the People. Time is of the essence. 

15. It is by taking action that you too can become one the nationally recognized Champions of 
Justice of a grateful We the People.  

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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July 25, 2016 
 

Mr. Tamir Sukkary, M.A.  E-mail: tsukkary@att.net 
Adjunct Professor of Political Science  Phone: (916) 606-9617 
American River College, San Joaquin Delta College, and Sierra College  
Divorce Corp. Director Joe Sorge, CPPA Connie Valentine,  
CJE Executive Director Kathleen Russell, FAC Executive Director Peter Sheer, 
and other members of the coalition for auditing the Commission on Judicial Performance 
California and other states 

 
 

Dear Professor Sukkary, Mr. Sorge, Ms. Valentine, Ms. Russell, and Mr. Sheer♦,  
 

Thank you for bringing to my attention your work and that of your broad coalition to 
audit and reform the California Commission on Judicial Performance (CJP). 
 

A. The likely impact of letters requesting the auditing of judicial performance 
 

1. You requested that I and other organizations similar to mine, i.e., Judicial Discipline Reform, 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org, write and submit to CJP a letter in support of your work. 
 

2. Neither my letter nor that of other organizations outside California is going to carry any weight 
with the Honorable Freddie Rodriguez, Chair of the Joint Legislative Audit Committee, and his 
peers. The reason for this is that we are not part of their constituency; worse yet, we did not 
contribute to their election and will not contribute to their reelection. As a result, what we say 
and do not say is totally irrelevant to them.  
 

3. Letters to judicial performance commissions asking that they actually investigate judges and do 
so transparently in the public eye are most unlikely to be effective. They provide no incentive to 
persuade legislators to investigate the very people that they recommended, endorsed, nominated, 
campaigned for, and voted into, judicial office. Judges are their appointees, especially so in 
California, where according to your own statistic only 8% of judicial races are contested. 
Appointers do not turn around to investigate, incriminate, and punish their own appointees, 
thereby admitting that their bad judgment or deficient vetting process led to their appointment of 
incompetent or dishonest judges, who are the kind of people whose company they keep. 
 

4. Indeed, legislators and judges are all of the same ilk, people who know how to play the game of 
power. They know each other’s wrongdoing(*>jur:88§§a-c). For the legislators, those who now 
are judges constitute ‘our men and women on the bench’. The legislators could end up 
incriminated if they opened an investigation of any judge. The former hear the scream of the 
latter: ‘If you take me down, I bring you with me!’ Hence, letters to them asking in effect that 
they risk going down together with their judges are not reasonably calculated to be effective. 
 

* All (blue text references) herein are keyed to my study of judges and their judiciary, which is 
titled and downloadable as follows: 

 

Exposing  Judges’  Unaccountability  and  Consequent  Riskless  Wrongdoing:  
Pioneering  the  news  and  publishing  field  of  judicial  unaccountability  reporting* † 

 

5. In the same vein, if you are not among the main donors of Chair Rodriguez and his peers, and 
you can neither otherwise than with money enhance or by negative publicity hinder their 
reelection chances, your letters will be nothing but ink smudges on white paper. 
 

6. Legislators have long known that the CJPs that they established and fund with public money are 
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a cover-up for judges’ wrongdoing and a fraud on the public. Your statistic contains that 
conclusion; by analyzing the former, you extract the latter. You wrote thus:  
 

The CJP receives approximately 1,300 complaints per year. Therefore, on average, 
approximately 200 complaints are disposed of at each of the commission’s seven 
one-day meetings per year, leaving little more than an average of 2 minutes of 
review time per complaint. In processing complaints so rapidly, the CJP members 
may be violating their mandate to protect the public against misconduct. 

 

7. The California legislators knew that they were establishing a body that would be materially 
unable to perform its function; the annual report of the CJP has only confirmed its inability. 
Worse yet, that statistic exonerates in advance the CJP members from any finding of 
perfunctoriness, incompetence, and dereliction of duty. That statistic provides their defense:  
 

You legislators knew and should have known had you reviewed with due diligence 
the annual report on the number of complaints filed and the number of meetings that 
we had to process them that we could not possibly do anything more than pay atten-
tion to those complaints that revealed on their face the most egregious conduct of 
judges. We had neither the time nor the means to investigate. You set up our Com-
mission, at best, as an emergency body to prevent tragedy and scandal, at worst, to 
appease the outraged public that demanded that you set it up. So, we’re here for the 
show only. While we are members of the cast, the kind and quality of our per-
formance is that laid out in the script that you wrote: the CJP law. This is your show! 

 

8. Your request’s self-incriminating risk for the legislators and the inherently inadequate operating 
means given to CJP ensure that the audit will be denied or a whitewash, not conducted to expose, 
but rather to conceal, justify, and exonerate. Your request is an exercise in preprogramed failure 
and the narrative of futility foretold. You should forget about the letters and think out of the box. 
 

B. Thinking strategically to put our resources where they can impact 

the interests at stake: the out-of-court-and-legislature strategy 
 

9. It follows from the above that the only way of effectively supervising judicial performance is by 
taking the task out of the hands of the appointers of both the judges and their CJPs. This can only 
be achieved by setting up citizens boards of judicial accountability, empowered to publicly 
receive complaints against judges; investigate them with power of subpoena, contempt, search 
and seizure, suspension, and indictment; conduct public hearings; and hold judges subject to 
transfer to a lower and different court with a lower salary, and liable to compensate the victims 
of their wrongdoing(jur:158§§6-8). Such a radical departure from current practice is justified by 
a tenet of “government of, by, and for the people”(jur:82fn172): We the People are the only 
source of sovereign power. We are the masters who appoint all our public servants, including 
judicial public servants. We have the power to hold them accountable to us and unfit to serve us. 
 

10. That is our objective. It can only be attained through a hard-fought battle for the one thing that 
matters the most: power over the judiciary, the branch that can hold the actions, laws, and the 
whole legislative agenda of a party unconstitutional, thereby making them null and void(jur:23fn 
17). Politicians’ relinquishment of power over judicial appointments and supervision can only be 
achieved by exposing that the wrongdoing of judges and the connivance between them and 
politicians are so widespread, routine, and grave, involving criminal activity, not simply abuse of 
discretion, that the public becomes so outraged as to render the establishment of those citizens 
boards unavoidable. We must take the initiative to expose such wrongdoing and connivance.  
 



ol2:450  † http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf 

C. Organizing voters, especially victims of wrongdoing judges and 
advocates of honest judiciaries, to expose judges’ wrongdoing 

 

11. We need to approach the effort to audit CJPs by thinking strategically(ol2:416, 52§C; jur:xliv¶C) 
and analyzing harmonious and conflicting interests(Lsch:14§§2-3; dcc:8¶11; dcc:17¶1): What 
are the interests that Chair Rodriguez and his peers and their counterparts in other states have 
that we can foster or impair? By role playing, you can intuitively identify these interests(ol:356). 
 

12. Their top interest is to be elected, not to be recalled, and to be reelected. We do not have the 
money to advance that interest appreciably. Even if we did, there are statutory and ethical limits 
to the amount of money that we can contribute to candidates for office. However, exposure that 
provokes public outrage affects voters and their attendance at rallies, donations, volunteer work, 
their word of mouth endorsement to pollsters and other people around them, and their voting.  
 

13. The state and federal laws or court rules on filing judicial complaints provide for such com-
plaints to be filed with judges or CJPs as non-public documents. They are kept secret to protect 
judges and commissions, which can dismiss the complaints out of hand without leaving any 
public record that can reveal the intentional uselessness of the complaint processing mechanism.  
 

14. To the extent that the laws or rules provide or allow for a complainant who makes his or her 
complaint public to be indicted, punished, or exposed to a suit for defamation by judges, they are 
unconstitutional, a violation of the 1st Amendment(jur:22fn12b) “freedom of speech, of the 

press, [and] peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances”. 
They impair the “market for free ideas” underlying our democracy and its need for an informed 
citizenry. They disregard the letter and the spirit of the U.S. Supreme Court in New York Times 

v. Sullivan. They amount to unconstitutional gag orders imposing a prior restraint.(jur:158) 
 

1. A website as a clearinghouse for complaints and briefs uploaded by 

complainants and parties and searchable by the public 
 

15. We can widely publicize the opening of a website where people can upload their complaints 
against judges and search them for points of commonalities that reveal patterns and trends of 
wrongdoing.(†>ol2:423¶e; 444 3rd¶)  
 

16. That search can be conducted by pro ses and lawyers of represented parties before they become 
complainants. The detailed method for doing so is in my article “Auditing Judges”(jur:274, 280).  
 

2. Giving the media a commercial interest to investigate that 

overcomes the deterrence of judicial retaliation 
 

17. Voters’ view of an issue can be affected by having the media cover it. In general, however, the 
media do not cover judges’ wrongdoing so as to avoid their potentially devastating retaliation. 
Thus, asking the media to cover your effort to have CJP audited is not a promising strategy.  
 

18. Nor will the media investigate the allegations of wrongdoing of any individual party. Journalists 
are in general not trained to pass judgment on whether a judge in a given case engaged in 
wrongdoing, let alone abuse of discretion with its inherently wide leeway for what the judge can 
do. Nevertheless, it would be useless to have a rogue judge replaced by another of the same ilk.  
 

19. By contrast, out of competitive and commercial considerations, the media will cover a news-
worthy development that has generated a buzz on its own. Then no media outlet can afford to 
miss out on the news(jur:167fn293). None will be afraid of retaliation by judges, because power-
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ful though they are, they cannot retaliate against all journalists and media outlets simultaneously 
without revealing their unlawful motivation and incriminating themselves for abuse of power. 
 

20. Thus, my out-of-court strategy relies on the legwork done by parties that identify verifiable facts 
revealing a pattern of wrongdoing spread over several cases. Then the media can invoke the 
standard that judges have set up to measure their conduct: to “avoid even the appearance of 

impropriety”(jur:68fn123a). After revelations by Life magazine concerning U.S. Justice Abe 
Fortas caused outrage at his appearance of impropriety”, he had to resign on 14may69(jur:92§d). 
 

3. Two unique national stories that provide for a 
focused, cost-effective media investigation 

 

21. My strategy focuses on two unique national stories that already have a strong reportage basis: the 
President Obama-Justice Sotomayor story and the Federal Judiciary-NSA story(‡>ol2:439-440). 
Their investigation will work as a Trojan horse into the circumstances(ol:190¶¶1-7) of unac-
countability, secrecy, coordination, and risklessness enabling wrongdoing by, not one rogue judge, 
but rather judges who have institutionalized wrongdoing as their modus operandi(jur:49§4). The 
outrage generated by these stories can insert the judicial wrongdoing issue into the national debate. 
 

D. Convincing a presidential candidate with access to the national media 

and who has criticized judges to bring the issue into the campaign 
 

22. To cause the national media to investigate these two unique national stories I have devised a 
strategy, which the coalition can support in its own interest: To bring the issue of judges’ wrong-
doing into presidential politics through the only candidate that has dare criticize the mighty, life-
tenured judges of the Federal Judiciary: Establishment Outsider Donald Trump(ol2:437). This 
reflects, not partisanship, but the application of a strategic thinking principle: The enemy of my 

enemy is my friend…and I will help him prevail so as to help myself” Since he was never in the 
Senate and never recommended, endorsed, or confirmed a candidate nominated by the pre-
sident, he neither owes any loyalty to them nor risks being incriminated by their investigation. 
 

23. I am trying make a presentation to Mr. Trump on how by denouncing(jur:98§2)judges’ wrong-
doing he can attract the attention and support of the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of the 
dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who belong to the dominant segment of the 
electorate: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. He must win the swing state of California. 
You can contribute to his agreeing to this presentation by making him aware that his denunci-
ation in California would attract so much attention to him during his planed campaign trip there. 

 

E. Holding a video conference to discuss this strategy 

and our joining forces to implement it 
 

24. I submit that this is a strategy reasonably calculated to advance our common cause of judicial 
wrongdoing exposure and reform. It allows us to cease begging politicians for action on our 
behalf and instead take the initiative. Its application can start at the national level during the 
campaign and then embolden journalists(jur:xlvi§§H-I) to investigate states judiciaries.  
 

 25. Therefore, I respectfully propose that you, other coalition members, and I hold a video con-
ference to discuss how this strategy can help all of us and how we can join forces to implement 
it. To that end, you may share and post this letter widely. Time is of the essence given that the 
general election campaign has started. So I look forward to hearing from you. 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, 
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[model for the personalized letter sent to each dean addressee] September 12, 2016 

 
The Dean    
Law School 
 
 

Dear Dean, 
This is a two-fold proposal to you and your decision-making peers‡ to a) teach a course 

on the grave implications for our judicial system and legal education to be drawn by analyzing 
official caseload statistics of the federal courts(infra↓); and b) establish at your school a pioneer-
ing institute for teaching, researching, exposing, and reforming the judiciary and its judges as 
they operate and dispose of cases in the real world, and as they should do so by applying the law. 
This proposal is based on my study Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent 

Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability re-
porting1. The course’s statistical part is at jur:21§A1; a case illustrating it at jur:65§B; the syllabus 
at dcc:1; and the institute’s multidisciplinary research aspects at jur:119§E, ol:115. The institute 
has a business side that can earn your school much needed cash and offer students a realistic job 
prospect at a time of dwindling law jobs for graduates. The requirements for establishing it as an 
academic and business venture are laid out in a confidential business plan, available upon request.  

The institute’s audience and client base are large, hence the appeal of the course leading 
to it: The judiciary affects the property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that frame the lives 
of more than 100 million people who are parties to over 50 million cases filed in the federal and 
state courts annually(jur:8fn4,5); to them must be added the parties to the scores of millions of 
cases pending or deemed wrongly or wrongfully decided; plus the millions of related people: 
family, friends, peers, etc. They are dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems. One of the 
causes thereof is that in the Federal Judiciary, the model for its state counterparts, its circui t 
courts dispose of 93% of appeals in “procedural, unsigned, unpublished, without comment, by 

consolidation decisions”(↓457§D) so defective or wrongful that the judges deprive them of pre-
cedential value...in a common law legal system based on precedent. The circuit courts’ perfunc-
toriness sets the example for the district courts and takes away their incentive to write sound 
decisions since 93% of appeals from them will be disposed of perfunctorily. The pro forma 
affirmance of district court decisions leaves them unreviewed in fact(jur:28§3, 46§3, 48§2), 
which itself breeds perfunctoriness and, by reinforcing the latter’s risklessness, wrongdoing. 
Widespread grasp of the implications of these statistics will outrage parties and the rest of the 
public, exacerbating the mood of its dominant segment: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. 

One can teach law either in a bubble of theory or with a view to students learning its 
application in practice and even creating new types of law jobs(ol:338¶e), not only to make a 
living, pay their loans, and be able to donate to the school, but also with the inspiring goal of 
becoming Champions of Justice who strive to ensure that the courts perform according to due 
process and afford equal protection of the law to the 93% of parties dealt with in reasonless, arbi-
trary, and ad hoc decisions as well as the other 7% that receive decisions intended for casebooks.  

This is discomforting. But a law school should enable the hearing of ‘opposing counsel’s 
case’2(ol:352). So I3 would be grateful if you would invite me in to discuss this proposal and its po-
tential for enhancing your and your school’s reputation a) during the next nomination and confir-
mation of a SCt. justice; and by b) starting a trend toward a law school alternative to judicial per-
formance commissions; and c) placing judicial reform on the constitutional convention’s agenda. 

     Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, 
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Providing a rationale for a law school to hear a presentation 
on offering a course on, and consider creating an institute of,  

judicial accountability reporting and reform advocacy 
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A. The importance of pro ses and the rest of the national public for law 

schools to attract students and for the latter to find and keep a job 

1. There can be no law school without students and there will be no students if there are no 
prospects of finding a job after graduation. Law jobs for students are dependent on how many 
people and entities want to pay to receive services from lawyers. Their number has been dwind-
ling for years and so has law school enrollment while the number of graduates who cannot find a 
law job has increased and even prompted a group to file a class action against some schools.  
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2. The largest segment of those requiring legal services is composed of those who can neither af-
ford a lawyer nor have the capacity to appear pro se. To them are added those who dare com-
mence a suit however ineptly they may write a complaint and everything else. In fact, pro ses file 
51% of all appeals to the 12 federal regional circuit courts(Table B-9 ↓ol2:462c; *>jur:21fn10c; 
jur:28fn35, 29fn38, 43fn64). This percentage has an upward trend. It is likely to be sur-passed in 
the state courts by more people with less education, lower income, and less disposable money to 
pay attorney’s fees appearing pro se in cases of state law that affects their daily lives, e.g., family, 
probate, zoning. A potential client drops out of the legal market whenever a person re-presents 
himself or herself, whether because he or she cannot afford attorney’s fees or distrusts lawyers 
for abusing their superior knowledge to behave themselves unethically and even rapaciously. 
This puts the viability of law schools and the salary that their deans and professors earn at risk.  

3. Pro ses, however, are not even the largest market that law schools and their students can aim for 
to secure their future. Pro ses form part of the huge untapped voting bloc of the dissatisfied with 
the judicial and legal markets(cover letter 2nd ¶), who in turn belong to a demographics of whose 
existence and mood everyone who has followed the presidential campaign is aware of: the 
dominant component of our society, the Dissatisfied With The Establishment, the ones who have 
so unexpectedly and passionately supported Establishment Outsider Donald Trump(ol:311, 362; 
†>ol2:422, 437, 444) and Establishment Critic Sen. Bernie Sanders(ol:311, 362, 377). 

4. However, this proposal will have its most persuasive effect on lawyers, especially those who are 
aware that it was a lawyer by the name Brandeis who introduced the use of statistics  alongside 
legal arguments in briefs to the Supreme Court and did it so effectively that he gave rise to a new 
type of brief: the Brandeis brief, the best known of which is the one he filed in Muller v. Oregon, 
208 U.S. 412, 28 S.Ct. 324 (1908), a case that he also won. Subsequently, he became a justice of 
the Court(ol:275 §1). That is precisely why even corporate superlawyers can be keenly interested 
in the grave implications of the official court statistics analyzed below: They point to coordinated 
judicial wrongdoing. But instead of their objecting to it in the traditional way of making 
allegations resting on opinion and impressions, statistics will provide them with an objective, 
verifiable, and convincing foundation for taking legal action, such as filing a motion for recusal, 
disqualification, reversal and remand for new trial, etc. It is top lawyers who are in the best 
position to perform cost-benefit analysis based on statistics; otherwise, they and their wealthy 
clients can afford the most innovative forms of statistical, linguistic, and literary analysis that the 
proposed institute will develop(jur:131§b; ol:42, 60) together with other techniques for auditing 
judges’ decisions (ol:274; 304) and cultivating Deep Throats or confidential informants(ol2:468). 

5. Knowledge is Power. This is a proposal for law schools and their students to pioneer new forms 
of meeting the traditional legal needs of, and offer new courses of action to, pro ses, the dissatis-
fied that dominate the legal market and the national public, and lawyers. It uses a new kind of 
knowledge: that gained through the analysis of the official statistics of the federal courts and of 
the way their judges operate. That knowledge will empower schools and students to attract those 
market segments’ attention and generate a demand for the new legal services that they will offer.  

6. Given the economic stress of law schools and the dim hiring prospects faced by their students, a 
presentation that sounds reasonably calculated to meet those challenges with a concrete, feasible, 
and promising proposal should at least pique the curiosity of, and be considered carefully by, 
deans and other law school members who are responsible for the continued existence of their ins-
titution and for helping students attain their most basic goal: work as lawyers upon graduation. 
This presentation begins by explaining in lay terms to pro ses to illustrate how to approach them. 
Then it transitions to a discussion of statistics and their implications accessible to all lawyers. 
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A. Implications of the caseload statistics and the business of exposing them 

1. Part I of this plan discusses official statistics
3
 of the federal courts, collected in the reports of the 

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts(jur:21fn10) on the nature of those courts’ caseloads and 

their judges’ management of them(jur:10-16). Their analysis produces knowledge about the op-

eration of courts and judges(jur:21§§1-3) that can explain and predict how judges move along 

and terminate lawsuits. That is valuable knowledge, for it can give a competitive advantage to 

parties and attorneys devising and implementing litigation strategy, and to advocates of reform-

ing(jur:158§§6-8) the Federal Judiciary to hold judges accountable for their performance and 

liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing(ol:254¶3). They are potential purchasers of 

that knowledge packaged as educational, consulting, litigation, advocacy, and lobbying services.  

2. The business proposed in Part II consists of the activities requiring capital to gain that knowl-

edge and sell it in those services. The plan laid out there shows how investment capital will 

finance those activities. It describes a roughly chronological series of activities, such as:  

a. the enhancement of Dr. Cordero’s website at www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org, 

which has attracted to his articles posted there more than 13,915(aic:14) subscribers in 

the 15 months since he built it, and can become a donation and advertising profit center;  

b. the formation of a team of professionals and the opening of an office, ideally associated 

with a law, journalism, business, or IT school, to run a multidisciplinary academic and 

business venture(jur:119§1) that conducts computer research and journalistic investiga-

tions, and sells news and services to parties, lawyers, public interest groups, and the media;  

c. the setting up of a computer research center containing a knowledge database for holding 

Dr. Cordero’s study, which runs to more than 1,000 pages, and is the foundation of his 

plan, together with thousands of his other writings, statistics, reports, and other official 

materials(jur:iii/fn.ii), and materials uploaded by the public; all will be made fee-based 

accessible over the Internet for the public to retrieve data and articles, and run searches;  

d. the development of software that performs statistical, linguistic, and literary audits of 

writings and produces profiles of people, e.g., judges, parties, and attorneys,(ol:42); and  

e. the creation of an institute of judicial accountability reporting and reform advocacy(jur: 

130§5) to cater to more than 100 million people that annually sue or are sued(jur:8fn4,5). 

3. Knowledge derived from official court materials has profit-making potential for the professionals 

that engage in providing it in services as well as the business people who provide the necessary 

investment capital because KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. Knowing the probability of courts’ and 

judges’ handling a case in a certain way amounts in effect to increasing one’s power over their 

handling of it and its outcome. That has market value. Knowledge is particularly valuable when 

it contains the implications against judges’ self-interest drawn through the analysis of the self-

description of their operation in their own purportedly factual statistics. The demand for that 

knowledge can be and be developed significantly because ours is an ever more litigious society.  

4. The analysis of those statistics in Part I shows that judges disregard the parties’ due process right 

                                                 

3 The Tables Letter-# cover the 1oct14-30sep15 fiscal year and are found in the Judicial Business of 

the U.S. Courts portion of the 2015 Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative Office of the 

U.S. Courts; http://www.uscourts.gov/report-names/judicial-business?tn=&pt=All&t=37&m%5B 

value%5D%5Bmonth%5D=&y%5Bvalue%5D%5Byear%5D=2015&=Apply. The Tables discussed 

here are included and appear at the end of this business plan at aic:33 et seq. 
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intervene in a matter governed only by state law, such as family, wills, real estate, and zoning.  
13. Nor is it enough for you to allege that the state judge and a host of other state officials engaged in 

what you, in your law-untrained opinion and your emotional state of mind as a party, a parent, an 
heir, or a resident in the neighborhood, consider to be corruption(jur:86§4).  

14. The issue of subject matter jurisdiction is so important that it cannot be waived: Defendant 
cannot confer upon the court authority to hear your type of case by merely failing to object to it 
in its answer or motion to dismiss. Even in the middle of trial, D can move to dis-miss the case, 
thus terminating it, due to the court’s lack of subject matter jurisdiction. The court can do so on 
its own motion upon realizing that it does not have authority to deal with the type of matter 
presented to it. In fact, when judges do not feel like dealing with a case, they take the easy way 
out by claiming that they do not have subject matter jurisdiction. Cf. In the 2015 Fiscal Year ‒
FY15=1oct14-30sep15‒, of the 4,990 appeals terminated by federal circuit judges on proce-dural 
grounds, 69% (3,423) were terminated due to “jurisdictional defects” (Table B-5A, aic:14b). 
Judges and their staff terminated 36% of all appeals in FY15 on procedural grounds. 

15. Plaintiff’s only remedy is to go up on appeal to argue a highly technical issue of law. Do you 
have any idea how to argue that the court has subject matter jurisdiction based on common law, a 
statutory provision, notions of federalism, and the 14th Amendment clause on “the equal 

protection of the laws” after analogizing your type of case to another type that was held to fall 
within the court’s jurisdiction?  

16. You may hate lawyers as deceitful, uncaring, money grabbers. Yet, it is logical to assume that 
people who graduated from high school, went to college for four years, and attended law school 
for three know something about the law that people who did not go there ignore. The same applies 
to those who successfully conducted doctoral research, analysis, and writing. How do you think 
that the judge will react if you tell her that you consider the above statement arrogant and elitist? 
 

2. From the outset, a pro se brief is likely to reveal itself as a soap 
opera’s sob story with no awareness of the other side of the story  

17. Just because paper holds everything one writes on it, the writing on it by a pro se does not pro-
duce a brief of law. To begin with, a pro se is likely to have failed to number his paragraphs and 
neglected to group them under headings strictly corresponding to the required ‘parts of the brief’.  

18. Ignoring how to state a case, the pro se is likely to plunge in his opening paragraph into a 
rambling rant full of legally irrelevant allegations and assumptions passed off as facts and truths 
that “everybody knows”. He will show his incapacity to put himself in the position of the oppos-
ing party to see the latter’s side of the story from its perspective; therefore, he will be unable to 
do what lawyers do to gain a better understanding of their case: argue against themselves. A pro 
se is unlikely to have even identified the legal arguments of the adverse party, ignoring them as if 
they did not even exist. Have you noticed that although this article is critical of judges from its 
title, it also takes their point of view to present their arguments fairly and convincingly? 

19. Why would the judge expect the rest of the complaint or other pleading to be any better? She 
knows from experience that pro ses hardly ever cite cases as precedential support for what they 
allege and do not lay out arguments of law, but instead intone articles of faith and cries of pain 
caused by an intuitive sense of justice denied. He is likely to have stated a case so inadequately 
that it will be considered incapable of surviving a Rule 12(b)(6) motion for dismissal for “failure 

to state a claim upon which relief can be granted” by a court(FRCP, ol:5a/fn15e). 
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3. The court commits fraud by charging a pro se the filing fee without 
disclosing that it is a burial fee to dump the case 

20. Your pro se brief reaches the judge tainted by the presumption of irrelevancy, inadmissibility, 
and incompetence. She will give it the perfunctory attention that the official weighting of the 
case enables her to give it. The weighting works as a self-fulfilling expectation: Because your 
pro se case is weighted as merely a third of a case, the judge will presume it to be worthless and 
do a quick job of disposing of it, a chore likely relegated to her law clerk so that the judge can 
spare herself having to read your brief. Of the 18,969 appeals terminated in FY15 on procedural 
grounds, 73% (13,814) were terminated by the staff (Table B-5A, aic:14b; jur:22fn10c). As a pro 
se, you do not stand a chance of getting a due process fair hearing or reading. You are DoA.  

21. But you were treated “equal” to a represented party in that you had to pay the same $400 filing 
fee in the district court. The court failed to disclose on the Case Information Sheet before 
demanding and receiving from you that fee that as a result of your checking the “pro se” box, the 
court would unduly process your case into a coffin and send it to the potter’s field for those who 
had committed pro se status. Instead, it put up the pretense that if you paid the fee, a judge would 
be assigned to your case who would fairly and impartially handle it on the merits according to 
law. Since the district courts know that they will handle a pro se case, not as equal, but rather as 
inferior, to a represented case, those courts commit fraud on the public, in general, and the 
district court where you filed your case defrauded you, in particular. 

22. If this is the treatment that a pro se gets when he pays the $400 filing fee, how is he treated when 
in addition he files in forma pauperis and pays no fee so that the judges and clerks feel that they 
are doing him a favor to take in his case at all, rather than that they are bound to do him justice? 
 

D. The federal courts of appeals defraud appellants by disposing of 93% of 
appeals in decisions “on procedural grounds, by consolidation, unsigned, 

unpublished, and without comment”, such as reasonless summary orders 

23. Table B-12(aic:14d) presents official statistics on the caseload of the federal courts of appeals 
and its management by their judges and staff published in the Annual Report of the Administra-
tive Office of the U.S. Courts(jur:21fn10). A return on investment analysis of it shows whether a 
rational human being, a homo economicus, should file in a court or gamble in Las Vegas. 

24. In FY15, 53,213 cases were terminated (Table B-5; aic:14a) in the 12 regional appeals courts; in 
only 64% (34,244) their termination was on the merits, not on procedural grounds. Only 7.1% 
(3,794) of all appeals were terminated in merit decisions of sufficient quality for the judges to 
dare sign and publish them. You have only 1 chance in 14 of getting a decision that means any-
thing so that none of the judges on the three-judge appellate panel would be embarrassed by giv-
ing the public access to it with her name as the author or a concurrent. Of the 31,622 written de-
cisions –excluding consolidated appeals–, 87% (27,507) were so meaningless or arbitrary that they 
were not published; 89% (30,450) were so defective that they were unpublished and/or unsigned. 

25. In fact, even among the decisions classified as “reasoned” but whose reasoning was so 
inconsequential or inconsistent with the law –hence, “perfunctory”(jur:44fn68)– that none of the 
judges on the panels would sign them, 98.4% (17,794) were also not published, mere scribbles 
that put ‘reason’ to shame so that they should not be seen by anybody but the respective parties. 

26. Yet, you could have done worse than getting one of these decisions that pretended to be “rea-

soned”, for 13% (4,099) were not only unsigned and unpublished, they were also “without com-
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ment”. Those decisions are a crass means for reasonless, arbitrary(jur:44fn67), ad-hoc termina-
tion by fiat of star chamber judges who do not deign explain themselves. To issue an “unsigned 

without comment” decision there is no need to even take a look at your brief. It suffices to 
rubberstamp it “affirmed!” so that the whole responsibility for what happened in your case is laid 
on the lower court judge appealed from. Had the appellate judges reversed her, they would have 
had to read the briefs and write an opinion so that the reversed judge would not commit the same 
reversible error on remand. But that entails work, and doing it would defeat the sweeping-case-
load-off-the-desk function of that means for pro forma and perfunctory termination of appeals. 

27. Yet, you could have done worse: 7.7% (2,622) of the appeals allegedly ended “on the merits” 
were “disposed by consolidation”. Since no judge deemed your appeal, with its unique set of 
parties, facts, issues, amount in controversy, aggravating and attenuating circumstances, etc., de-
serving of disposition in an individual decision, your appeal was most likely unceremoniously 
dumped with those of other appellants into the mass grave for the 88% (27,827) of “unsigned, 

unpublished, and without comment” decisions. What an undignified, contemptuous “equality” ac-
corded by judges to the appeals of so many different appellants in quest for justice by due process! 

28. That figure of 88% shows that such fate was not reserved for pro ses, most of whom are unedu-
cated and write substandard, amateurish briefs. Pro ses filed 51% of appeals(Table B-9, aic:14c). 
Even if all pro ses had their appeals terminated by “unsigned, unpublished, and without com-

ment” opinions, that would leave 37% of appeals by parties who spent a lot of money to have 
attorneys represent them and write presumably competent briefs, but nevertheless got treated just 
as perfunctorily and were denied their due process right to be ‘heard’ in their written briefs.  
 

1. “Not precedential” defines summary orders and is stamped on any 
opinion to escape the strictures of due process  

29. Circa 75% of appeals are terminated by summary orders(jur:44§66). They are stamped “not 

precedential”: They have no reasoning invokable to influence the disposition of future cases and 
need not have respected the precedent set by past ones. They are anathema to a common law 
system based on precedent to ensure predictability, prevent surprise, and curb abuse by judges 
making off the cuff decisions on the spur of the moment or to serve an expedient, even personal, 
wrongful interest in the case at hand. They make a mockery of “equal protection of the laws”, for 
their function is to be unequal to the rule of the law already applied or to be applied. They are an 
abusive exercise of appellate judges’ power to sweep their caseload off their desktops. So they 
skip reasoning and reduce the disposition to the only operative word that fills the blank on a 5¢ 
form, which almost always is: ‘The decision of the court below is Affirmed’ or ‘The relief re-
quested is Denied’. That is all you get for your $505 appeal filing fee. By stamping “not prece-

dential” on any decision, even a “reasoned” one, judges can use it to the same end as a summary 
order: to dash off a lazy, off the top of their head note with no legal research. That is fraud. In 
Las Vegas, your odds of winning are higher and since the casinos regulated, they are accountable. 
 

2. Fraud by judges offering honest appellate services in exchange for a 

fee that they knowingly will not render; and breach of contract 

30. The appeals courts knew that before you filed your appeal you had spent $10,000s in legal fees 
or the equivalent in the effort and time that you invested in writing your brief and the pain and 
suffering that you endured to figure out whatever it was that you had to do to represent yourself. 
The courts offered appellate services, which implicitly were to be rendered honestly, if you paid 
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their $505 filing fee. Your payment of the fee was the giving of consideration that validated your 
acceptance of their offer. A contract was formed, even if it was one of adhesion. But they failed 
to deliver on it: They terminated your and the rest 93% of appeals with decisions “on procedural 

grounds, by consolidation, unsigned, unpublished, without comment” so defective or wrongful 
that the judges deprived most of them of precedential value. Hence, district judges have no in-
centive to write meaningful opinions since they know that 93% of appeals from them will be ter-
minated in such perfunctory way. Appeals courts’ perfunctoriness sets the example for district 
courts’. Pro forma affirmance of their decisions makes them unreviewable in effect(jur:28§3, 
46§3, 48§2), which breeds perfunctoriness and, by reinforcing its risklessness, wrongdoing too. 

31. Anyway, a reversal is no risk, for it has no adverse consequences, neither for the district nor the 
appellate judges: They have a life-appointment! and are in practice irremovable(jur:21§a) Their 
salary cannot be diminished regardless of the dismal quality of their work. Criticizing a peer with 
whom they have to work even after they take senior, semi-retired status is not a smart social 
move. Live and let live is, lest they become pariahs within their judicial class. Nor can their 
salary be increased by a good performance bonus. None of them, not even the justices, has any 
say whatsoever in deciding who should be elevated to a higher court. That is a political decision 
made by the president on the informal recommendation of politicians of his party. They have 
little to gain from doing a conscientious job in compliance with the requirements of due process 
and equal protection of the laws (but see jur:56§§e-g on carrot and stick as compliance tools).  

32. So, judges risklessly defraud you of the filing fees and make all your effort, time, and costs go to 
waste. They frustrate your reasonable expectation for disposition of your case and appeal in 
written and reasoned decisions that recognized that “Justice should not only be done, but should 

manifestly and undoubtedly be seen to be done”(jur:44fn71). They do it knowingly and inten-
tionally, for a settled principle of torts provides that “a person is deemed to intend the reasona-

ble consequences of his or her acts”. They intend to commit fraud and breach of contract. 
 

E. Barriers to the Supreme Court: the booklet format, the preference given to 
a few lawyers, the 1 in 93 review chance, and the cost of representation 

33. Review of the decision of an appeals court is sought by petitioning the Supreme Court for a writ 
of certiorari. The first barrier to doing so is the format of both the brief and the record on appeal 
to be filed. If you do not qualify as indigent to file in forma pauperis, you cannot make copies 
and file them on regular 8.5” x 11” paper(jur:47§1). You must transcribe the record and print it 
and the brief in the booklet format required by Rule 33(jur:47fn77) of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court. It can cost $100,000 or more to pay a specialized company to do so and use the required 
special paper. Given that the Court grants those petitions in its discretion and denies them with-
out explanation, if it does not grant yours, your printing costs together with the filing fee of $300 
as well as the expense of researching and writing the brief go to waste. If the Court grants the 
petition, it can cost more than $1,000,000(jur:48fn83) to take a case all the way to final 
adjudication there. If it remands to the district court for a new trial, you start all over again.  

34. If you cannot download the Rules(jur:47fn77b) and pay attention to, and comply with, their 
hundreds of minute details, the Court will not even have the opportunity to decide whether to 
take your case for review: The clerk will not accept your brief for filing. He will send it back for 
you to correct the mistakes that he listed. You must do so within the time allowed. If you miss 
the deadline, subsequently you cannot file your case, due to untimeliness (Rule 13.2, 5; 14.5). 

35. In the last few years, some 7,250 petitions were filed annually in the Court, but it reviewed an 
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average of only 78 cases. So your odds of having your case taken for review are roughly 1 in 
93(cf. jur:47fn81a). Those odds are substantially worse if you are not represented by one of the 
“superlawyers”, whose cases are decidedly preferred by the Court: 8 superlawyers argued 20% 
of cases in 2004-2012 9-year period4. They command the attorney’s fee that the law of offer and 
demand allows, which only a few, mostly corporate parties, can afford. Superlawyers deliver 
what the justices demand: knowledgeable and authoritative arguments based on legal precedent 
and firmly established or proposed principles of law. The justices want clarification about any 
contention in the briefs that raised questions in their minds. From the bench, they will ask the 
kind of question that is the most difficult to answer because it requires a firm command of the 
law: ‘What are the legal implications of that contention?’ 

36. The law is a system of rules of conduct developed over time that intends to ensure predictability 
and prevent surprise and arbitrariness. Points of law in a case have to fit together and with 
previous ones for the law to make sense and provide a reliable standard of expected or acceptable 
conduct. A pro se is unlikely to have the depth and breadth of legal knowledge needed to answer 
‘the legal implications question’. He or she cannot stand before the justices and wing it. Nor is a 
pro se likely to have the habit or skill to argue by analogy and distinction, i.e., similar facts 
should be governed by the same legal principles, which contributes to meeting the over-arching 
requirement of “equal protection of the laws”; and distinguishable ones by principles that are 
different or new. A pro se cannot improvise the application of that method of reasoning. 

37. So a pro se cannot expect the Chief Justice and the eight Associate Justices of the august Su-
preme Court sitting on the high bench to hear oral argument before the national press and a select 
audience of guests, to let him or her babble, ramble, and rant about the facts of the case and his 
or her heartfelt pain at so much injustice visited upon him or her by the adverse party ‘and this is 

so unfair!’…but zero legal arguments. The scenario where that happens is cobbled together out 
of ignorance of, or reckless disregard for, the applicable standards of performance and court 
decorum. Wishful thinking stands aloof from reality. That is why a lawyer must be admitted to 
argue before the Court, thus becoming a member of its bar. If you do not have money to pay a 
lawyer to review your brief before filing it in the Court, you cannot afford to hire a bar member. 

38. Having money does not ensure Court review. In the 2014 Term –1oct14-30sep15–, 52,698 appeals 
were filed in the appeals courts for the 12 regional circuits, but there were only 7,033 filings in 
the Court(jur:iiiii.b), less than 13%, for filings include certiorari petitions from the Court of Ap-
peals for the Federal Circuit and that for the Armed Forces, and a few cases that can be filed ori-
ginally in the Court. Only 75 cases were argued to, and disposed of by, the Court in signed opin-
ions(jur:2730d) and 8 cases in unsigned decisions: Fewer than 1 appeal out of every 7.5 appeals in 
the appeals courts petitioned for certiorari, and fewer than 1 out of every 703 was reviewed by 
the Court, that is 0.14%, fewer than 15 hundredths of 1%(2834b). Judicial review in the Supreme 
Court is not only discretionary with the justices, it is also illusory. Thus, decisions of the courts 
of appeals are in effect unreviewable(28§3). Since those appellate judges know that the Court is 
unlikely to review their decisions, they can dispose of 93% perfunctorily and through wrongdoing.  

                                                 
4  a. The Echo Chamber...At America’s court of last resort, a handful of lawyers now dominates the 

docket; Reporters Joan Biskupic, Janet Roberts, and John Shiffman, Reuters Investigates, Thomson 

Reuters; 8dec14; http://www.reuters.com/investigates/special-report/scotus/ 

   b. Elite circle of lawyers finds repeat success getting cases to the Supreme Court; Gwen Ifill inter-

views Joan Biskupic, Legal Affairs Editor in Charge, Reuters; PBS NewsHour; 9dec14; 

http://www.pbs.org/newshour/bb/elite-circle-lawyers-finds-repeat-success-getting-cases-supreme-court/ 
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F. Exposing judges’ wrongdoing by providing knowledge and services that 
earns money from those who stand to gain from the exposure 

39. Obtaining justice from the judges of the Federal Judiciary, the model for their state counterparts, 
is illusory, with worse odds than gambling and near certain waste. They bait people with an offer 
of administering justice only to switch it in 93% of cases to a pro forma, perfunctory decision or 
“no comment” at all that defrauds parties of their filing fee and the public of the honest services 
for which it hired them as public servants and pays their salary. Their wrongdoing in disposing 
of cases is so coordinated among themselves and court clerks(jur:30§1) that they have developed 
it structurally into the sweeping-caseload-off-the-desk fraud scheme. It is one of several schemes 
(ol:85¶2), the most complex and harmful form of coordinated wrongdoing(ol:91§E). 

40. Federal judges do wrong because they know that they are unaccountable: Whereas 2,293 of them 
were in office on 30sep15, the number of them impeached and removed in the last 227 years 
since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789 is 8!(jur:2213,14). This historic record shows 
that once a person becomes a member of that Judiciary, he or she can do any wrong without risk-
ing any adverse consequences. They do wrong with the assurance of impunity. Those who com-
plain against them have to file their complaints with other judges, who dismiss 99.82%(ol2:454¶ 
4) of them and deny up to 100% of appeals from such dismissals(jur:24§b). This makes it under-
standable why judges dare wield abusively their decision-making power, in general, and their 
power to self-administrate, in particular, to deal with their caseload however they want. This 
includes disregarding the requirements of due process, equal protection of the laws, reasonable 
expectations, and their end of the bargain of an implied in fact contract for adjudicative services.  

41. In disposing of cases, judges engage(jur:88§§a-c) risklessly in wrongdoing(jur:5§3; ol:154¶3) so 
widespread, routine, and grave that wrongdoing has become functionally their institutionalized 
modus operandi(jur:49§4). That is the inevitable result of power that goes unchecked: Power is 
inherently expansive: It will keep extending its reach until a counterpower stops or even beats it 
back. Exercised unaccountably, ‘power grows absolute and corrupts absolutely’(jur:2728), render-
ing those who wield it indifferent to the harm that they cause. To do wrong, judges have the 
means in their decisional power over people’s property, liberty, and the rights and duties that frame 
their lives; the motive in the benefits that they can gain, and the opportunity in cases(jur:21§§1-3). 

42. Judges’ counterpower should be Congress and the President through their exercise of constitu-
tional and consuetudinary checks and balances. But out of convenience and connivance, they 
have abdicated such exercise(jur:23fn17a). The remaining counterpowers are so feeble and disor-
ganized as to be impotent: pro ses, represented parties, victims of judges’ wrongdoing, advo-
cates of honest judiciaries, and lawyers afraid of losing their livelihood due to judges’ retaliation.  

43. But there is another counterpower: the national public. However powerful judges are, they are 
the most vulnerable public officers to public outrage provoked when they fail to abide by their 
own injunction to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”(jur:68123a). For ‘appearing’ to be 
involved in improprieties, Justice Abe Fortas had first to withdraw his name from the nomi-
nation to the chief justiceship and then resign from the Supreme Court on May 14, 1969(jur:92§c).  

 
1. The out-of-court, inform and outrage strategy for judicial wrong-

doing exposure and reform: making money by implementing it 

44. “The appearance of impropriety” is an easy to meet standard of showing. It is lower than even 
the lowest standard of proof applied in court, that is, by a preponderance –more than 50%– of the 
evidence, never mind ‘by clear and convincing evidence’, let alone ‘beyond a reasonable doubt’. 
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It empowers journalists who meet it. It constitutes a pillar of a concrete, realistic, and feasible 
strategy for developing through the sale of knowledge and services an effective counterpower to 
judges’ power: the out-of-court(ol:219, 224, 236), inform and outrage strategy(ol:248, 250, 319). 

45. This strategy seeks to inform clients, professionals, and members of the media about judges’ 
wrongdoing and so to outrage them and through them the national public as to elicit in ever more 
informed people their competitive, professional, and personal interest in joining a Watergate-
like, generalized media investigation, pinpointedly focused for cost-effectiveness on two unique 
national stories(ol2:440) of judicial wrongdoing. Their findings will further outrage the national 
public and stir it to demand that politicians call for and conduct nationally televised hearings on 
such wrongdoing, akin to those of the Senate Watergate Committee and the 9/11 Commission.  

46. Only an outraged national public has the power to generate a situation of fear where politicians 
give priority to the higher self-preservation instinct of not being voted out of, or not into, office, 
over their self-serving interest in connivingly covering for the people that they recommended, 
endorsed, and confirmed to the bench. Unless driven by the overpowering survival interest, poli-
ticians will at all cost oppose, never mind approve or initiate, the investigation for wrongdoing of 
even one judge, for it can provoke his or her fellow judges to close ranks and retaliate 
(jur:22¶31), e.g., by declaring the politicians’ legislative agenda unconstitutional(jur:2317a). 
Similarly, it is not only out of solidarity that judges protect every judge, but also out of self-pre-
servation: The investigation of one judge can lead to discover their own participation in, or 
condonation of(jur:88§§a-c), that judge’s wrongdoing, or worse yet, discover the circumstances 
of secrecy, unaccountability, coordination, and risklessness(ol:190¶¶1-7) that enable the 
institutionalized wrongdoing that pervades their judiciary cloaked in their collective black robe. 

47. Hence, the strategy seeks to inform about, and expose, not a replaceable individual(jur:50§b) 
rogue judge, but rather a wrongdoing judicial class. To succeed, the full nature, extent, and gravi-
ty of judges’ wrongdoing must be exposed as the indispensable prerequisite to deeply outrage the 
public and convince it that the current system of judicial self-discipline(jur:24fn18a) is an utter 
failure due to its abuse by judges in connivance with politicians. A public so outraged and con-
vinced will cause unavoidably the judiciary to be reformed in ways that today are inconceivable.  

48. Judicial reform intended to effectively detect, deter, and punish judges’ wrongdoing must include 
legislation that forces the judiciary and its judges to give up their secrecy and operate transpa-
rently(jur:158§§6-7). Failure to require transparency constitutes a license to engage in wrongdo-
ing unaccountably and risklessly. Transparency will facilitate accountability: Judges must delibe-
rate in public. Citizen boards(jur:160§8) of judicial accountability must be established and given 
authority to publicly receive and investigate complaints with power of subpoena, search and 
seizure, and contempt, and hold public hearings, suspend, transfer, and indict. Only citizens so 
empowered can accomplish the objective: to assert We the People’s status as the masters in “gov-

ernment of, by, and for the people” by holding its judicial public servants accountable and liable.  
49. A national citizenry outraged at judges’ wrongdoing will be enthused by the prospect of this out-

of-court judicial reform and willing to donate or pay to realize it. More practical and personal 
considerations will drive parties to lawsuits to acquire knowledge and receive services to develop 
their counterpower to judges’ power to do wrong and thereby protect or recover property, liberty, 
or rights and duties. Other people stand to gain reputationally, professionally, and materially by 
providing such knowledge and services, such as lawyer, and journalists, software developers, 
fraud accountants, and investors. The latter will find out in the confidential plan below how they 
can make money by investing in judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform as a business. 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Decisions in Cases Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit and Nature of Proceeding, 
During the 12-Month Period Ending September 30, 2015

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

                
      
      
      

            
      Total 53,213 2,622 59.4 31,622 20,493 2,691 2,553 501 57 5,327 8.3
Criminal                       11,214 872 69.3 7,770 5,757 1,359 505 139 10 - 6.5
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        4,684 65 64.9 3,038 857 93 108 18 6 1,956 3.6
Other U.S. Civil               2,681 129 58.0 1,556 1,167 132 208 45 4 - 13.4
Private Prisoner Petitions     9,563 176 61.0 5,832 1,824 319 286 27 5 3,371 4.9
Other Private Civil            11,992 805 51.1 6,125 4,773 402 857 83 10 - 14.0
Bankruptcy                     860 85 53.7 462 310 38 108 3 3 - 23.4
Administrative Agency Appeals  7,301 369 39.0 2,850 2,213 202 230 186 19 - 8.1
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 4,918 121 81.1 3,989 3,592 146 251 - - - -
            
      DC 1,134 286 45.1 511 383 34 70 19 1 4 14.8
Criminal                       85 15 52.9 45 31 2 5 7 - - 11.1
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        70 1 51.4 36 25 3 2 1 1 4 5.6
Other U.S. Civil               245 24 64.5 158 122 6 23 7 - - 14.6
Private Prisoner Petitions     5 - - 1 1 - - - - - -
Other Private Civil            173 20 54.9 95 73 2 20 - - - 21.1
Bankruptcy                     9 1 - 6 5 1 - - - - -
Administrative Agency Appeals  454 223 24.9 113 75 17 17 4 - - 15.0
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 93 2 61.3 57 51 3 3 - - - -
            
      1st 1,589 79 57.5 914 714 24 89 10 2 75 10.2
Criminal                       563 44 65.5 369 315 11 39 4 - - 10.6
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        122 1 67.2 82 21 - 3 - - 58 3.7
Other U.S. Civil               78 1 59.0 46 41 1 4 - - - 8.7
Private Prisoner Petitions     91 1 47.3 43 23 1 2 - - 17 4.7
Other Private Civil            460 22 46.7 215 183 4 25 3 - - 11.6
Bankruptcy                     29 3 48.3 14 12 1 1 - - - 7.1
Administrative Agency Appeals  162 6 50.0 81 60 3 13 3 2 - 16.0
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 84 1 76.2 64 59 3 2 - - - -

Ricor-p7
Typewritten Text
ol2:462a

Ricor-p7
Typewritten Text
jur:21fn10c >

Ricor-p7
Typewritten Text

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf


Table B-5A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Cases Terminated by Procedural Judgments, by Circuit and Nature of Proceeding, 
During the 12-Month Period Ending September 30, 2015

  

                
    By     Cert. of   
 Circuit and Nature Total  Consoli-  Juris. FRAP  Appeal-                       FRAP 
 of Proceeding Terminated Total dation Total Defects 42 1 Default ability     Other         Total              42 1  Default Other 

 By Staff
 Terminated on Procedural Grounds

 By Judge

  Total 53,213 18,969 166 4,990 3,423 684 70 156 657 13,814 5,004 6,904 1,906
Criminal                       11,214 2,572 3 659 336 104 10 - 209 1,910 1,270 535 105
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        4,684 1,581 1 414 322 5 8 66 13 1,166 130 1,007 29
Other U.S. Civil               2,681 996 12 258 191 36 7 - 24 726 305 386 35
Private Prisoner Petitions     9,563 3,555 1 1,135 969 11 27 90 38 2,419 314 2,046 59
Other Private Civil            11,992 5,062 104 1,219 909 246 15 - 49 3,739 2,031 1,625 83
Bankruptcy                     860 313 6 100 75 19 - - 6 207 128 74 5
Administrative Agency Appeals  7,301 4,082 18 1,077 621 263 3 - 190 2,988 826 1,231 931
Original Proceedings and 
 Miscellaneous Applications 4,918 808 21 128 - - - - 128 659 - - 659
                  
  DC  1,134 337 11 85 32 12 6 7 28 242 130 80 32
Criminal                       85 25 - 2 1 1 - - - 23 17 6 -
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        70 33 - 12 5 - - 7 - 21 3 17 1
Other U.S. Civil               245 63 - 11 7 2 1 - 1 52 24 28 -
Private Prisoner Petitions     5 4 - 1 1 - - - - 3 - 3 -
Other Private Civil            173 58 1 17 7 3 3 - 4 40 15 23 2
Bankruptcy                     9 2 - 2 1 - - - 1 - - - -
Administrative Agency Appeals  454 118 10 21 10 6 2 - 3 88 71 3 14
Original Proceedings and 
 Miscellaneous Applications 93 34 - 19 - - - - - 19 15 - 15
                  
 
  1st  1,589 596 7 195 124 13 6 17 35 394 269 115 10 
Criminal                       563 150 1 26 17 2 1 - 6 123 98 25 -
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        122 39 - 21 6 1 1 12 1 18 7 9 2
Other U.S. Civil               78 31 2 8 7 1 - - - 21 13 8 -
Private Prisoner Petitions     91 47 - 20 12 - 3 5 - 27 13 14 -
Other Private Civil            460 223 4 65 58 4 1 - 2 154 115 38 1
Bankruptcy                     29 12 - 4 2 2 - -  - 8 5  
Administrative Agency Appeals  162 75 - 37 22 3 - - 12 38 18 18 2
Original Proceedings and 
 Miscellaneous Applications 84 19 - 14 - - - - - 14 5 - 5
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   Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
 Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination  
  

Table B-9. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Pro Se Cases Commenced and Terminated, by Circuit and Nature of Proceeding, 
During the 12-Month Period Ending September 30, 2015

      
      Total 52,698 26,883 53,213 27,779 
Criminal                       11,380 2,636 11,214 3,292 
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        4,187 3,732 4,684 4,175 
Other U.S. Civil               2,748 1,148 2,681 1,138 
Private Prisoner Petitions     9,713 8,674 9,563 8,456 
Other Private Civil            11,902 4,089 11,992 4,076 
Bankruptcy                     841 285 860 270 
Administrative Agency Appeals  7,141 2,313 7,301 2,325 
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 4,786 4,006 4,918 4,047 
     
      DC 1,125 368 1,134 357 
Criminal                       66 14 85 13 
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        86 75 70 58 
Other U.S. Civil               247 104 245 105 
Private Prisoner Petitions     10 10 5 5 
Other Private Civil            142 62 173 71 
Bankruptcy                     4 4 9 9 
Administrative Agency Appeals  476 27 454 20 
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 94 72 93 76 
      
      1st 1,504 510 1,589 550 
Criminal                       522 43 563 76 
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        88 64 122 94 
Other U.S. Civil               78 33 78 38 
Private Prisoner Petitions     112 84 91 69 
Other Private Civil            446 179 460 166 
Bankruptcy                     34 9 29 6 
Administrative Agency Appeals  139 34 162 44 
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 85 64 84 57 
      
      2nd 4,416 1,896 4,942 2,282 
Criminal                       705 55 700 195 
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        232 181 371 338 
Other U.S. Civil               249 147 255 151 
Private Prisoner Petitions     525 482 563 517 
Other Private Civil            1,547 605 1,631 618 
Bankruptcy                     66 31 86 29 
Administrative Agency Appeals  822 179 1,003 192 
Original Proceedings and
 Miscellaneous Applications 270 216 333 242 
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                   Percent
  Circuit Total   Total Oral Published  Unpublished Published  Unpublished Published  Unpublished Unpublished

 Signed 1
Unsigned, 

Without Comment 
 

Reasoned, Unsigned 1 

NOTE: This table does not include data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.
1 Includes only those opinions and orders that expound on the law as applied to the facts of each case and that detail the judicial reasons upon which the judgment is based.

Disposed of
by

   Consolidation 

Table B-12. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Types of Opinions or Orders Filed in Cases Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit, 
During the 12-Month Period Ending September 30, 2015       

Written Opinion or Order

Last Opinion or Final Order

             

     Total  34,244 2,622 31,622 1 3,794 5,667 290 17,741 30 4,099 87.0

DC   797 286 511 - 241 - 12 257 - 1 50.5

1st   993 79 914 - 346 26 5 525 - 12 61.6

2nd  2,914 286 2,628 - 234 2,346 47 1 - - 89.3

3rd   2,185 67 2,118 - 150 1,325 2 527 - 114 92.8

4th   3,363 169 3,194 - 196 310 2 2,686 - - 93.8

5th   4,743 698 4,045 - 288 82 43 3,617 1 14 91.8

6th   3,305 158 3,147 1 300 668 12 2,163 1 2 90.1

7th   1,739 151 1,588 - 562 - 28 996 - 2 62.8

8th   2,394 118 2,276 - 518 2 54 495 2 1,205 74.8

9th   6,898 347 6,551 - 497 4 34 3,341 26 2,649 91.5

10th  1,301 34 1,267 - 254 863 2 148 - - 79.8

11th  3,612 229 3,383 - 208 41 49 2,985 - 100 92.4
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England  Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School  DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 
 

August 17, 2016  
Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 

Dear Mr. Trump, 
1. The campaign is in trouble and the number of days to recover is worryingly small. This is a 

proposal for shifting attention from slipping poll numbers to your theme ‘Not a third term for 
Barak Obama through Crooked Hillary Clinton’ by bringing up at a press conference a story 
rooted in articles(*>jur:65fn107a) in The New York Times (NYT), The Washington Post (WP), 
and Politico that suspected P. Obama’s first nominee to the Supreme Court, Then-Judge, Now-
Justice Sotomayor, of concealing assets. In the documents that she submitted to the Senate Judi-
ciary Subcommittee on Judicial Nominations she failed to account for $3.6 million(id.107b,c). 

2. Assets are concealed to hide their illegal origin, e.g., in a bankruptcy fraud scheme run by 
bankruptcy judges(jur:65§§1-3). They are appointed for a 14-year term by circuit judges, such as 
J. Sotomayor was(jur:xxxv-xxxviii), and are removed by them and district judges, not by Con-
gress. On average, 75% of all cases enter the Federal Judiciary through the bankruptcy courts, 
where the money is: In 2010, bankruptcy judges ruled on $373 billion in controversy in only per-
sonal bankruptcies(jur:27§2). A large majority of such bankruptcies is filed by the most vulner-
able people: bankrupts who cannot afford a lawyer and have to appear pro se. They are easy prey 
of the judges and their cliques(jur:81fn169). How they were appointed suggests a variation on 
the “Pay to Play” notion that you used to depict Sec. Clinton’s sale of access to the State Depart-
ment against a donation to the Clinton Foundation: “Share and share generously”(‡>ol2:440§B). 

3. The J. Sotomayor asset concealment story will allow you to charge “the sleazy media” with 
partiality now that NYT is running a story about Campaign Chairman Paul Manafort having 
received payments under the table from the former pro-Russia Ukrainian government: Did NYT 
enter into a quid pro quo with the Obama administration to kill its J. Sotomayor story in 
exchange for a benefit, a hefty one? Obama nominated her, another woman and the first Latina, 
to the Court in order to ingratiate himself with the people and entities that had requested such a 
nominee from him to replace Retiring J. Souter and from whom Obama expected in return 
support for the passage in Congress of what was to become his signature legislation: Obamacare. 

4. NYT could have expected to win a Pulitzer Prize if it had pursued the story until it had caused J. 
Sotomayor or even P. Obama to withdraw her name or resign as a judge or a justice. NYT could 
not dismiss that prospect lightly after it failed to act on a tip(jur:102fn198f) that the Watergate 
scandal reached into the White House, thus leaving to WP the historic journalistic feat of 
bringing down a president, Nixon, who resigned on 8aug74. WP and Politico, which killed the 
story contemporaneously with NYT, would not have risked letting the glory go to it. Did they too 
enter a quid pro quo? To find out, you can make a masterful move: Demand that Obama, J. 
Sotomayor, Sen. Schumer(ol2:422¶3), and the FBI release the secret FBI vetting reports on her 
as a district, circuit, and supreme court nominee. Challenge Sec. Clinton to join you in calling for 
such release, lest she show that, if elected, she will not only cover up all wrongdoing by Obama, 
but also engage in more of her own when nominating the successor to Late J. Scalia(ol2:437 5th¶). 

5. I respectfully request a meeting to present to you and your officers this proposal and the enclosed 
plan for the for-profit business of exposing judicial wrongdoing. 
Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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August 24, 2016 
 

Making a Documentary on Judges’ Wrongdoing 
rather than on family or probate or juvenile court 

by broadening its scope to the judiciary and  
focusing its revealing light on  

the dynamics of interpersonal relations and 
the institutional circumstances enabling judges’ wrongdoing 

 

A. A documentary on only one type of court limits its audience and impact 

1. If a documentary’s title indicates that it only deals with one type of court, e.g., family court, or 
its contents are limited to that court, it implicitly tells people with cases, or harm sustained, in 
probate, bankruptcy, juvenile, or criminal courts, etc., that the documentary does not concern them 
and they need not waste their money or time viewing it. That message has a mind-closing effect. 

2. A documentary on a type of law issued only by the states, e.g., family, probate, and real estate 
law, will not appeal beyond the borders of the respective state. New Yorkers are not interested in 
a court that only affects Californians or Floridians and vice versa. It would be a daunting task to 
try to convince the national public that the family courts in the 50 states are similarly pervaded 
by wrongdoing. Do you know enough about each of them to affirm that they are? That can 
knowledgeably be affirmed of one: the Federal Judiciary. It is the only jurisdiction whose deci-
sions have national reach and, consequently, it affects and interests everybody in all the states.  

3. Even if a documentary on one type of court causes the removal of some of its judges, they will 
likely be replaced by lawyers who practice in that court, are of the same ilk, and reach and stay 
on the bench the same way(*>jur:32§§2-5). The documentary will leave the rest of the judiciary 
intact, having failed to address what conditions the conduct of all its judges: the power game. 
 

B. An effective documentary: not only complains, but explains the politicians-
judges power game and the dynamics and circumstance of wrongdoing  

4. The judicial power game is played between politicians, who recommend, nominate, and confirm 
or appoint judicial candidates, or endorse, and donate to, their judicial election races, and the 
winning candidates, who owe them an IOU and depend on them to be elevated to a higher court.  

5. Politicians are unlikely to denounce the dishonesty or incompetence of those whom they put on 
the bench. If they did, they would indict their own capacity to evaluate a person’s character, their 
process for vetting judicial candidates, and the company that they keep. Politicians’ awareness 
that judges know about the politicians’ own wrongdoing works as a warning cry constantly 
shouted at them by their judges: “If you take me down, I’ll bring you with me!”  

6. Judges can retaliate against politicians: They can hold their legislative agenda unconstitutional 
(jur23fn17a) and drastically limit its scope of application, thus defeating their electoral promises 
and denying them a chance of leaving a historical legacy. They can also play on politicians’ and 
their cronies’ cases the myriad shenanigans at judges’ disposal: files important to their cases get 
misplaced or lost; files are forward or backward dated to their detriment when docketed; motion 
after motion is dismissed or decided against them(*>Lsch:17§C). They can send politicians to, or 
spare them, prison(jur:22¶31). Judges are the most powerful public servants(ol:234¶4, 267§4). 

7. To avoid those risks and threats, politicians play it safe: They condone and connive, looking 
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away from judges’ wrongdoing, covering it up(jur:90§§b,c), and even reciprocally ensuring the 
benefit of their wrongdoing by coordinating it(jur:88§a; *>ol:246fn5). So is played the power 
game to remain on the bench and in office. As a result, politicians hold judges unaccountable. 

8. Unaccountability(ol:262§D) allows judges to risklessly deny parties due process and equal 
protection of the law, and deprive them of their property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that 
determine their lives. It deteriorates their personal and institutional moral fiber(jur:50§b) until 
their respective court as well as the judiciary itself becomes a wrongdoing(jur:133§4) institution.  
 

 Dynamics of interpersonal relations that give rise to wrongdoing 1.

9. Knowledge is Power. It is important to understand the power held by each of the players in a ju-
dicial system, e.g., politicians, judges, the rules, businessmen, parties, federal funds, social work-
ers, guardians ad litem, etc. The way the players relate to each other is a function of the interests 
that each pursues or opposes with the power that each has. This can be understood by applying 
dynamic analysis of harmonious and conflicting interests(Lsch:14§§2-3; dcc:8¶11; dcc:17¶1). 

10. The learning process can begin with the model analysis of the relations among judges within a 
judiciary. Those relations are dominated by two principles: 

a. Live and let live: Passively, I’ll let you benefit from your wrongdoing and you’ll let me 
from mine; actively, we’ll cover for each other’s wrongdoing if need be.  

b. The double whammy of denunciation: If you are a judge and you denounce me, although 
I am your colleague, your peer, your friend, one of your fellow judges!, you can: 

1) consequential self-incrimination: set off an investigation that can uncover your own 
wrongdoing either as: 

a) a principal wrongdoer, or as  
b) an accessory to the principal, whether  

(1) accessory after the fact: you looked away from my last wrong-
doing, covering it up despite your duty to report it(jur:69fn130); or 

(2) accessory before the fact: your looking away gave me the 
implicit assurance that you would look away if I committed yet 
another wrongdoing, removing yourself as a threat of reporting 
me, thereby facilitating my commission of more wrongs; 

2) pariah status as a traitor: be ostracized as a traitor to the class of judges and those 
who put you on the bench. As a result,  

a)  you will be shunned socially: ‘drink your coffee in your chambers, you are 
not welcome in the judges’ lounge; or to Saturday poker and year-end 
parties; or to the chief judge’s suite at the circuit council meeting’; and 

b)  you will be destroyed professionally: ‘You committed the ultimate 
betrayal: Not sticking by your fellow judge no matter what he or she did! 
We’ll make an example of you, traitor! Your failure to understand how the 
power game is played led to your professional suicide. We’ll bury you:’ 

(1) Your judicial decisions will be reversed on appeal one after the 
other, whereby you will appear to be utterly ignorant of the law 
and incompetent to apply it. Try to win another judicial election 
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or be reappointed or elevated on such a record of reversals. 
(2) After your term on the bench ends or you are removed from it, 

who is going to hire you as a lawyer? Neither a law firm, where 
you may likewise betray your fellow partners and associates, nor 
parties, for you will be marked as the target of retaliation by 
every sitting judge, and your clients will be collateral damage. 

11. The members of the judicial class, just as those of a police force, a church, a law firm, the doc-
tors in a hospital, etc., stand or fall together by how they handle the first law of corps: “Never 

speak ill of a fellow member, ever!” Abiding by it results in reciprocally assured unaccountabili-
ty, which breeds wrongdoing (jur:86§4). Not abiding by it can cost one’s reputation, license, and 
means of livelihood. This explains in pragmatic terms why it takes a lot of courage and integrity 
to go ahead and denounce a fellow judge despite that terrifying prospect. How many people do 
you know who would dare stand on principle while risking such a professional fall?  
 

  Institutional circumstances enabling wrongdoing in a judiciary 2.

12. The unaccountability deriving from interpersonal dynamics is aggravated in the judiciary by 
institutional circumstances: Judges are authorized to exercise self-discipline. This is particularly 
so in the Federal Judiciary, where complaints against judges must be filed with their respective 
chief circuit judges(jur24fn18a), who dismiss 99.82% of them(21§§a-d). They have self-granted 

immunity, even from corruption(26§d). The unreviewability(28§3, 46§3, 48§2) in effect of their 
decisions and their reasonlessness(†>ol2:452§§A-D) cover their wrongness and wrongfulness. 
They hold all their adjudicative, administrative, policy-making, and disciplinary meetings behind 
closed doors(27e). The result: pervasive secrecy. It facilitates coordination(88§a), which renders 
wrongdoing more secure, efficient, profitable, and apt to develop into its most complex and 
harmful forms, schemes(ol:85¶2, 91§E), which have become part of the Judiciary’s operating 
structure. Judges’ job is to rule on the most insidious corruptor: lots of Money!(jur:27§-2) They 
grab it and other benefits(ol:173¶93) with risklessness, which makes wrongdoing seductive. 
 

C. The strategy behind a documentary intended to appeal to the 
national audience and to render the reform of judiciaries unavoidable 

13. The strategy for broadening the documentary’s appeal and reforming a judiciary is to: 
a. inform the largest audience, i.e., the national public, of the nature, extent, and gravity of 

wrongdoing that affected them in their past cases or can affect them when in future they 
have a case(ol:311¶1). That information about wrongdoing must...  

b. outrage the public so intensely as to stir it up to force politicians, lest they be voted out 
of, or not into, office, to hold nationally televised hearings on the judiciary, not merely 
individual judges, whose findings must in turn so aggravate public outrage that 
politicians have no choice but to reform the judiciary substantially(jur:158§§6-8).  

14. To implement this inform and outrage strategy the media are indispensable: An ever-growing 
number of journalists is needed to launch a Watergate-like(jur:4¶¶10-14) generalized, competi-
tion-driven, and first-ever media investigation of the Federal Judiciary and its judges. To be cost-
effective and manageable their investigation should concentrate on two unique national stories(† 

>ol2:440): the President Obama-Justice Sotomayor and the Federal Judiciary-NSA stories. They 
will work like Trojan horses to show that wrongdoing is so routine, widespread, and coordinated 
as to constitute the Judiciary’s and its judges’ institutionalized modus operandi(jur:49§4). 
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15. The media findings will be broadcast nationwide. They can insert the issue of unaccountable 
judges risklessly doing wrong into the national debate. A more profoundly outraged public can 
force politicians to hold nationally televised hearings on judicial wrongdoing, akin to those held 
by the 9/11 Commission and the Senate Watergate Committee. What the public hears said there 
can generate the critical mass of national outrage needed to render it unavoidable for politicians, 
even if only reluctantly, to reform the Federal Judiciary, the model for its state counterparts(ol: 
319). A documentary can set off that media investigation. Eventually, journalists will be expe-
rienced and emboldened enough to investigate state judiciaries and their several types of courts. 

16. This strategy, born of strategic thinking(Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C; ol:8§E), guides my treatment(ol:85; 
313) for the documentary Black Robed Predators: when judges are the wrongdoers.  
 

D. Joining forces to make a documentary on judges’ wrongdoing and launch a 
shift to a new We the People-government paradigm: the People’s Sunrise 

17. To expose unaccountable judges’ wrongdoing and bring about judicial reform, we must join 
forces; otherwise, we will continue to make only as much progress as we have up to now: none.  

18. Do you know or can get in touch with Celebrated Documentarist Werner Herzog in order to join 
forces with him? Watch the interview with him on the PBS Newshour episode for Thursday, 
August 19, 2016, at http://www.thirteen.org/programs/pbs-newshour/. There will be enough 
glory to go around: a percentage of something is so much better than 100% of nothing.  

19. We are not looking to become martyrs or be sent to prison or driven into bankruptcy. We want to 
end up as acclaimed and financially successful as Michael Moore with his documentary Fahren-
heit 9/11; win the Oscar for documentary as did Laura Poitras(ol:35) for Citizen Four on Edward 
Snowden(ol:17; cf. 21-23, 88); the Pulitzer Prize for the two unique national stories; etc.(ol:3§F)  

20. But we must join forces, particularly since we are trying to take on the mighty, life-tenured 
judges of the Federal Judiciary. We must appeal to the broadest audience by making, not a string 
of victims’ anecdotes of abuse by judges, but rather a work of strategy and enlightenment. It must: 

a. inform the national public about the dynamics of interpersonal relations that drive 
judges’ wrongdoing and the institutional circumstances that enable it(ol:190¶¶1-7);  

b. outrage the public, especially the huge(ol:311¶1) untapped voting bloc of the people 
dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who are part of the dominant segment of 
the electorate, The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, who constitute our natural 
audience because they already believe that judges are unaccountable and do wrong; and 

c. promote the emergence of the leaders of a civic movement that successfully demands 
that judiciaries be investigated at public hearings and reformed through the establish-
ment of citizen boards of judicial accountability(jur:160§8). The boards will assert the 
status of We the People as the only source of sovereign power and the masters of all our 
public servants, including judicial public servants, whom we hold accountable for the 
performance of the duty for which we hired them, i.e., to administer Equal Justice Under 
Law, and to that end, publicly receive, investigate, and conduct hearings on complaints 
against them, and even hold them liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing.  

21. If we succeed, we all will be nationally recognized by a grateful People as their Champions of 
Justice who lead them in the People’s Sunrise movement(jur:164§9; ol:29). So how can you 
contribute to making and marketing such documentary? I look forward to hearing from you. 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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August 31, 2016 
When pro ses and lawyers think strategically and proceed unconventionally 
to join forces as detectives in field research to get information on judges’ 

improprieties and illegal activities, turn clerks into confidential 
informants, and become We the People’s Champions of Justice 

 
You, a pro se or a lawyer, who have had a judge deny you or your client due process and 

equal protection of the law, can take unconventional action to expose such wrongdoing 
(*>jur:5§3; ol:154§3) judge, e.g., one who has clerks allege that documents were served on you 
but who can neither produce copies nor even show a record that they were actually served on you. 

 

 A. Two principles that pro ses and lawyers should know about wrongdoing judges 

1. There are two basic principles that should guide the actions that pro ses and lawyers take to 
defend their rights in court:  

a. The court has all the institutional power. If a court wants to railroad you, there is nothing 
you can do about it, as shown in the analysis(†>ol2:452) of the official statistics of 
caseloads and their management by judges. Suing the judge before his or her own 
colleagues, peers, and friends is an exercise in futility foretold and a show of lack of 
understanding of how and why judges cover for each other, as explained in the 
article(ol2:461) that discusses the concepts of:  

1) dynamics of interpersonal relations based on reciprocally dependent survival; and 
2) institutional circumstances enabling judges’ wrongdoing. 

b. Think strategically! This means think outside the box, putting aside the conventional, in-
court ways(*>ol:390§B) in which pro ses and lawyers have tried for centuries(jur:21§1) 
unsuccessfully to secure the respect of the law by judges and their clerks.  

1) Strategic thinking(Lsch:14§3; ol:52§C; ol:8§E) consists of the use of knowledge of 
parties –here: the parties in the judicial and legal systems– and their interrelations 
to determine through analysis their constantly strengthening and weakening har-
monious and conflicting interests underlying and motivating those relations so as 
to figure out a way to influence those interests to one’s advantage through, e.g.:  

a) the forging of strengthening alliances or the driving of weakening wedges 
between parties, in application of the principles: 

(1) The enemy of my enemy is my friend...and I will do everything 
possible to help him prevail in order to help myself;  

(2) The friend of my friend is my friend...and I will help him because 
there is strength in numbers and my grateful friend may help me. 

2. KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. Read as much as you can of my study of judges and their judi-
ciaries*, starting with the (blue text references* †) to it herein. Then you can proceed, not by rote, 
but rather by strategy crafted against a formidable opposing party: judges and their clerks, who 
have all the power of their institutions and will use it to crush you. You only have the power of 
knowledge, which can help you outsmart them. This you can do in the following concrete ways 
that apply the above principles. They provide for you to use your case only as an element of a 
strategy: the out-of-court inform and outrage strategy(†>ol2:458§1) for exposing unaccountable 
(ol:265) judges who consequently engage risklessly in wrongdoing coordinated with their clerks.  
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 B. Concrete ways for searching for document records and 
information about judges’ wrongdoing 

 1. Searching online and in the office of the clerk of court and county 
clerk for document records: the case docket and the judge’s calendar 

3. Go to the court website(jur:20), surf to, and download the docket of the case and the calendar of 
the judge for the last year. You must do that immediately to preserve those records as they stand 
now before they are altered to suit the clerks’ account of the documents in question. If you can-
not download them, take screenshots of every screen –Shift + Screen print (the key after F12)–. 

4. Indeed, whenever you visit a webpage for any aspect of this search, download and date it, and 
add its link to it because it can be moved or deleted. Add all of them to a single searchable 
pdf(ol:102; 277¶¶18-20) and bookmark each page to facilitate navigation through the pdf. 

5. Go to the courthouse if those records are not online. Many state courthouses are located in the 
same building as the county clerk’s office, where the judges’ decisions as well as plaintiffs’ com-
plaints and parties’ briefs, motions, and other case papers are filed as public records. It will be-
come apparent below why it is pertinent to note that the county clerk’s office has other depart-
ments to keep, file, register, and issue a host of records, licenses, certificates, and applications 
regarding jury rosters, property, incorporation and sole proprietorships, marriage, birth and 
death, name changes, identification cards, voting, running in and results of elections, social 
security, public assistance, etc. County clerks work in close contact with state court clerks. The 
former know through the latter all the gossip about the judges and what happens in the court.  

6. In a federal court filings are made in the in-take office of the clerk of court, which is not asso-
ciated with the state county clerk’s office. In-take clerks learn from the law clerks, who are law-
yers and ‘clerk for a judge’ (only for a year after law school) or for the court in general as their 
permanent job, what goes on in chambers, the courtroom, and elsewhere. An in-taker may also 
learn from a judge who wrongfully orders her to ‘change that motion’s docket date to today’s’. 

7. These state and federal case filing offices are referred to here as the clerk’s office or office. Go 
there and quietly, without drawing attention to you more than needed, sit at a public computer 
terminal and check your case for its docket and the judge calendar. Print them AND take a 
picture of every frame with your smartphone or tablet, making sure that the picture allows the 
identification of the computer as that in the clerk’s office. If there is no computer available to the 
public, ask a clerk for the paper version of those records and make a copy or take a picture. 

8. Likewise, download or print every single document in the docket. You want to determine 
whether the alleged document was docketed at all so that it is online and, if so, whether it was 
docketed in the proper numerical order. What you are looking for is: 

a. the date stamp on the first page,  
b. the sequential number of the document, which often is handwritten next to the date stamp;  
c. the initials or name of the clerk who made each docket entry; 
d. whether the document was docketed completely because it has all its internal pages; 
e. markings on pages even if they appear meaningless at this early research stage...or no 

markings, but a year later the document has markings. Who reloaded it with them? Why? 
9. Examine the judge calendar and look for any entries concerning your case. Are they plausible? 

Determine whether the judge was in chambers, holding court, or even in town on the date when 
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the document in question was signed or the order for its issuance was allegedly issued; or he or 
she was at a seminar; teaching a class as an adjunct professor; judging a moot court session at a 
law school; at the wedding out-of-state of his or her son; on holiday; etc. So check the judge’s: 

a. webpage on the court’s website, paying attention to dates, times, places, names of people, 
titles, relations, occasions, membership in organizations and clubs, etc.;  

b. social media page, e.g., Facebook, LinkedIn, YouTube; download all pictures of the judge, 
his family, associates, etc., and accompanying articles for future use(infra, ol2:473¶25). 

c. appearance on a Google search showing that he or she holds an honorary position in an 
organization that advocates positions that under the code of conduct for judges 
(jur:68fn123a >Canons 4 and 5) are inconsistent with the obligations of judicial office or 
involve political activity; or contradict his or her public statements.  

1) This is an example of serendipity: You are looking for one thing but detect another 
thing of great value because you are proceeding with your eyes wide open and a 
mind that looks at everything critically and integrates every piece of information 
into a system. A large percentage of findings are made thanks to serendipity. 

10. Compare your case docket and the calendar entries for your case with those of the judge’s 20 
other current cases; compare them with those of other judges. Does a pattern emerge that: 

a. was broken in, or confirmed by, your case and points to the judge’s failure to abide by the 
injunction in Canon 2 of the judges code to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”? 

b. raises suspicion?: e.g., the judge takes the type of order affecting you on Fridays close to 
the end of business: Is that a mere caseload dumping(ol:92¶b) measure for a light shoulder 
feeling that has nothing to do with the merits of the cases? 

c. involves other parties that strangely enough are the same? One of the main rules of 
wrongdoing is: Involve as few people as possible to avoid leakage, mistakes due to lack of 
coordination of timing and action, infighting for turf, and reduce the number of ‘slices in 
which the cake’ of wrongful benefits must be divided among the wrongdoers:  

1) the same clerk, the same accountant, auctioneer, warehouser, guardian ad litem, 
executor, liquidator, evaluator, companies, and other parties with whom the judge 
and/or the clerk works together in a scheme(ol:85¶2, 91§E), the most complex, 
profitable, and harmful form of coordinated(jur:88§a) wrongdoing.  

11. Think like a lawyer: What arguments can you make based on each piece of information, such as 
a marking, in a source, such as a picture, a webpage, an article, and through their integration in, 
or failure to fit, a system? Arguments do not scream at you to identify themselves. You have to 
stare at sources critically and imaginatively to craft them; sources only provide a hint in the form 
of a piece of information. Does it hint at manipulation of dates, conduct unbecoming of a public 
servant, text replacement, bias, conflict of interests, counterfactual statement, odd behavior, etc.? 

 

 2. Financial wrongdoing: the Al Capone approach 

12. Al Capone was convicted, not on his alleged mafia crimes, but rather for tax evasion. Likewise, a 
judge may not be brought down on account of her wrongful decisions, which peers and clerks 
may squeeze within her discretion or cover up, but rather on account of financial crimes(ol:250§ 
B); after all, the most insidious motive for wrongdoing is Money, lots of money!(jur:27§2). 

13. The key documents in this respect can be downloaded or examined and copied in the field and 
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subjected to financial analysis to determine whether the judge is liable to the Al Capone 
approach for illegal benefits sought and/or obtained for herself or others. These documents are: 

a. the judge’s mandatory annual financial disclosure reports(jur:65fn107d) available for the 
last seven years(jur:105fn213a); and 

b. the filings in county clerks’ offices(jur:110fn242-244) concerning the property in the 
name of the judge, her family, close associates, and even strawmen (fictitious people).  

14. Such financial analysis may produce probable cause to believe that the judge may be: 
a. filing reports that make no financial sense(104¶¶236-237; jur:72§b; ol:315§6), which may 

point to off-shore accounts in tax heavens(ol:1, 2), money laundering, and tax evasion;  
b. living above his or her means because on a judges’ salary –a matter of public record–: 

1) records in county clerks’ offices show that the judge has a yacht, a condo in Mia-
mi, a large investment in a company, in addition to a home in a gated community; 

2) based on the information found in huge commercial databases of newspapers and 
journals, e.g., Nexis(jur:108§d): the judge has three children at expensive private 
universities, takes vacations at luxurious resorts, is a member of exclusive clubs; 

c. taking indirect bribes, e.g., has taken out large loans for which little or no collateral has 
been posted by mortgaging a property and recording it in the county clerk’s office. 

15. The above should have allowed you to realize the strategic thinking that motivates this exercise: 
a. You are not looking to establish that the judge abused his or her discretion. That is a los-

ing battle because by definition ‘discretion’ has a wide margin of leeway. Even if appel-
late judges would have exercised their discretion to do the opposite of what the judge did, 
they cannot reverse her decision if it was within her margin of discretion(ol2:437).  

b. You are looking for wrongdoing, including criminal activity, from which the judge and the 
clerks benefit(ol:173¶93). Three basic elements are considered to establish wrongdoing: 
motive, means, and opportunity(jur:21§§1-3). They may reveal a settled way of doing, the 
modus operandi, which manifests itself in a telltale mark: a pattern of wrongdoing. You 
only need to show ‘the appearance of impropriety’(jur:92§d), not prove with evidence. 

 

 3. The strongest support for a claim: a pattern of wrongdoing 

16. The search for patterns of wrongdoing is what can allow you to strengthen your case as nothing 
else can. Right now, you only have yourself, a pro se party or a lawyer for a party, who as such is 
by definition biased toward his own side of the story. You are alleging with nothing more than 
words that you are the victim of some form of judicial wrongdoing, e.g., that you did not receive 
a document or that the record of a document cannot be found. Nobody is going to take your word 
for it over that of a judge and her clerks, who are her protégés as her accessories in wrongdoing. 
Forget about people reading the whole record to reach their own conclusion. Thus, you are 
nothing but a lone whining loser. You need to break away from that damning status. 

17. Strategic thinking and proceeding will allow you to become a member of a class of people vic-
timized by a pattern of wrongdoing of a judge or judges and their clerks. How you form that 
class, beginning with a small, manageable team of three to seven people who have appeared be-
fore the same judge as you have, is described in painstaking detail in the article Auditing Judges 
(ol:274; and at http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero_Auditing_Judges.pdf). 
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 C. The search for Deep Throat: developing confidential informants 

 1. Court, law, and county clerks: the insiders 

18. To build the Auditing Judges class, you and your Auditing Judges team need inside informants: 
Deep Throats(jur:106§c), similar to the classic one in the Watergate Scandal, which brought 
down President Nixon, forcing him to resign on 8aug74(jur:4¶¶10-14). 

19. Clerks know a lot about judges’ wrongdoing, for they may be their willing or coerced assistants 
in committing it. Yet, most only get the smallest benefit, usually limited to holding on to their 
jobs: They either do what they are told or they are flung out(jur:30§1). If they are fired arbitrari-
ly, they can hardly count on other clerks testifying on their behalf. If they file a suit, they land in 
front of the firing judge’s peers, who have an interest in sending a message to all clerks: ‘Don’t 
you even think of disobeying our orders: You can only jump from the pan to the fire.’ Cowardice 
and helplessness breed resentment in the clerks. How many female clerks have had to endure 
sexual abuse by judges, such as J. Samuel Kent(jur:22fn14)? Read about it and turn this subject 
into a talking point to strike up a conversation with a clerk identified as a potential informant.  

20. This explains why clerks may be the ones most indignant about the judges’ wrongdoing: They 
may have joined the court expecting to be Workers of Justice, but have been forced to become 
the judges’ Enforcers of Wrongdoing. They may not feel proud about their behavior. 

21. All this points to the need to: a. identify former clerks: They know a lot about what went on in 
the court; still have contacts there, and cannot be fired...or were fired for protesting; b. imagine 
scenarios of how to approach a given clerk based on what you are learning about her that may 
persuade the clerk to become an Informant for Justice; and c. role play(ol:356) frequently with 
other team members, even on the phone, or in front of a mirror: Do not wing it! Here are three 
steps for you and your team to search for informants: identify, learn and choose, and contact: 

 

a. Identify current and former clerks  

a. Go to the website; download and print the picture of every judge and clerk; identify each 
with name and title, and affix all to The Wall of Insiders of your home, where you will 
build their organizational diagram (organigram) with those pictures and additional infor-
mation found elsewhere; use 3” x 5” cards for people whose picture have not been found; 

b. download the telephone register, which lists the name and title of judges and clerks; 
c. check the website’s Contact Us webpage; 
d. check the webpage for each judge, which may identify his or her law (chambers) clerks; 
e. send a crawler to roam the Web for people who in social media or resumes have listed a-

mong their former jobs ‘clerk at court X [=wild card]’ or ‘clerked for Judge X’; 
f. Go to the courthouse; look in the lobby for a directory on a wall listing the name, title, 

and room of each judge and clerk; take a picture with your smartphone or tablet; 
g. go to the county clerk’s office, the in-take office, the court library and other departments: 

1) the personnel headshot gallery, with name and title, may be on a wall; take a picture; 
2) ask a clerk for a roster of clerks to help you navigate your way through the maze of 

departments that you have been told you need to work with. If the clerk has such a 
roster but not for distribution to the public, ask to be allowed to copy it; 
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3) inconspicuously take a picture of every clerk and the desktop nameplates; 
4) ask for newsletters, brochures, fliers, forms, etc.; some may be downloadable; 

h. go to the court library; check the publications that report court decisions, called reporters 
and advanced sheets, which at the front or the back may have a list of clerks’ names; 

i. check the pages posted on the outside wall of the courtroom on the day when a judge 
holds motion hearings, which may list the name and phone number of the judges’ clerks;  

j. walk through the courthouse and pay attention to the shingles outside some doors 
indicating the names of the several departments and their respective heads; 

k. strike up a conversation with any clerk even if you show that you are in the wrong de-
partment and have no clue what it does. Use your ignorance to ask for, and receive, the 
names of current and former clerks in that and other departments with whose requirements 
you have to comply...to receive child support for a newborn after changing your name 
after your home was foreclosed and your new address is your car that was stolen. Bad day! 

l. if needed, go to the courtrooms and photograph judges on the bench and their clerks. 
22. Think, think, think creatively, imagining and rehearsing scenarios in advance, to come up with 

the opportune questions or comments at the right moment. Think strategically to craft a plan of 
action and, very importantly, to ‘connect the dots’ represented by each big as well as small, even 
tiny, piece of information. You are doing field research work: You are a Detective for Justice. 

23. Go back home; print and post new pictures and add your field information to that already in the 
organigram on your Wall of Insiders. Google names and run pictures through face recognition 
software(jur:146fn271, 272 for a spectacular result of so doing); read the related articles; and add 
information on 3” x 5” cards. You will be impressed by your own work and so will be others.  

24. Reproduce your Wall on your computer using PowerPoint preferably, otherwise Word, and its 
many collapsible/expandable features for adding information, such as digital sticky notes, call 
outs and cloud forms, connecting and freeform lines, etc., also available after you save your PP 
page in, or add it to a, pdf. Save a copy on your mobile device so that you can share your organi-
gram with other team members(ol2:416§A) by email or when you meet them; and compare it 
with theirs in order to correct, combine, and enlarge it. This is team work, not competition. 

 

b. Learn about each of the clerks and choose the 

most likely to become confidential informants  

25. After compiling the list of clerks, you and the team must learn about each. Check their social 
media pages and Google their names, as shown above concerning judges. Learn as much as pos-
sible about where and what they studied; what their past jobs were; whether they have family and 
who their friends are; what school their children go to; where they went for their holidays; what 
hobbies they have; what associations or church they are members of; where they are likely to be 
found outside the courthouse; etc. Every piece of information will allow you to relate to them 
better when you meet them. With insatiable curiosity, imagination, and foresight, hog information. 

26. The determination of what clerk is most likely to become an informant begins with those who are 
more relatable to you because of age, race, educational level, religious affiliation, marital and 
family status. However, keep in mind that young people are likely to still be idealistic. They may 
resent more the injustice that they see in the court and that they are forced to participate in. An 
unmarried young clerk who still lives at home may still be sensitive to a motherly figure.  
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27. Old clerks may have become jaded. They have established links of, not only conspiratorial 
relations with judges, but also of friendship and loyalty. They may be so deep into wrongdoing 
schemes that they risk too much if they give you any piece of information that may lead to any 
aspect of the court being investigated. Their ‘fingerprints’ are in every wrongdoing. They knew 
or should have known about it. They are not only accessories under duress(ol2:462§1); they have 
become principals(jur:90§§b,c). They may be close to retirement and cannot envisage losing 
their pension just because you tell them to think back to the days when Justice mattered to them. 

 

c. Contact the clerk to persuade him or her 

to become an Informant for Justice 

28. The previous two steps called for members with a bent for research and organization of data and 
capacity for profiling people(jur:xLvi§H). The third step calls for people’s persons, those with 
great social skills, talkative, and the ability to touch other people’s soul. They have to go in the 
field to befriend clerks who have been determined likely to become confidential informants.  

29. Befriend a clerk until you can appeal to his or her moral fiber, the image of themselves as decent 
persons, who “Treat others the way they would like others to treat them”; as honest public ser-
vants who take pride in serving the public; as good parents who want to set the right example for 
their children; people with a personal and civic conscience who would be outraged upon being 
informed(ol:236) that you and so many others, their families, employees, suppliers, etc., have 
been harmed profoundly by the wrongs, committed with the coerced assistance of their clerks, of 
the judges who have deprived them of their property, their liberty, and the rights and duties that 
determine their lives. The harm is real –injury in fact–; the pain is constant. Elicit understanding 
and empathy, positive reactions that generate personal identification with a common cause and 
commitment to its advancement; not guilt, a negative feeling that drains people of energy and 
draws them into self-absorbed recrimination that causes degenerative self-worthlessness. Get the 
clerk to confide in you under the assurance that you will preserve their anonymity. Share only 
the information with the other team members(ol2:416§A). Invite the clerk to meet and join them. 

 

 2. The invisible little men and women: outsiders with big eyes and ears 

30. There is another class of people that can provide an enormous amount of information about 
judges and their wrongdoing: They are outsiders: hotel drivers, receptionists, bartenders, waiters, 
waitresses, particularly the beautiful ones, room cleaners, and similar ‘little people’ with under-
estimated intelligence –more than matched by their street smarts, experience with VIPs, and 
financial interest in satisfying their every wish– who are invisible to life-tenured, in practice 
unimpeachable judges full of themselves, and in whose ghostly presence Judges Above the Law 
uninhibitedly discuss, or engage in competitive boasting about, their wrongdoing(ol:175§2).  

a. Got to the places where, according to your research, the judge went or frequently goes. 
and show the ‘little people’ the pictures of the judge, her family, associates, etc.; 

b. ask them what they know about the judge and the others. Any apparently insignificant dot 
of information can become significant once you start ‘connecting the dots based on what 
makes people tic and the world go around’(ol:279¶25) and a richly detailed figure emerges 
of the judge, her train of living, property, extra-judicial activities, etc. So, ask about:  

1) the occasions on which the judge was there; 
2) the other people that were with the judge: spouse, boy- or girlfriend, children, other 

VIP’s, shady people; 



* http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates .pdf ol2:475 

3) who picked up the tab; 
4) any bit of the conversation among them that the little people picked up; 
5) how the judge treated the little people; etc.  

 

 D. Taking action for you and others and becoming a national Champion of Justice 

31. Einstein said that “Doing the same thing while expecting a different result is the hallmark of irra-
tionality”, because it ignores the law that governs the physical and the human worlds: cause and 
effect. The secular practice against wrongdoing judges is to sue them in court, lodge complaints 
against them with a judicial performance commission, and ask legislators to investigate them. Do 
that and you too will end up frustrated, exhausted, abused, and with dissatisfied one-time clients.  

32. Strategic thinking leads to a radical departure: inside knowledge and rational analysis of people’s 
interests. It detects patterns of wrongdoing and devises an out-of-court/commission plan of ac-
tion that imaginatively fosters or hinders such interests to expose wrongdoing and hold wrong-
doers accountable. This calls for hard work, but it is reasonably calculated to have positive re-
sults: objective, verifiable, and convincing wrongdoing patterns that you and your team can take to: 

a. journalists, who do not pay attention to the self-serving allegations of a single party; 
b. politicians(ol2:416) who are looking for a novel issue on which to run for office, set them-

selves apart from their challengers, and develop a personal, reliable constituency;  
c. documentarists looking for a story that can make them the next Michael Moore, with the 

equivalent of a hugely successful Fahrenheit 9/11(ol2:461), or Laura Poitras(ol:35, 36); 
d. to other parties before the same judge or other judges in the same court, in other courts in 

the same city, in other cities, and beyond to build a class and develop a precedented, Tea 
Party-like movement(jur:164§9) of victims of wrongdoing judges and the huge(ol:311¶1) 
untapped voting bloc of the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who are mem-
bers of the dominant segment of the population: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment;  

e. even the judge on a motion for recusal; an appeals court for disqualification or remand and 
new trial; and a judicial performance commission to support a fact-based complaint;  

33. You are not alone. There are many like you out there. The above is a plan of action for you to be-
come their rallying point. It all begins in your mind, by strategically thinking, then taking imagi-
native action(ol2:431). Strengthen your mind by reading in my study*† because KNOWLEDGE 
IS POWER. Read and reread the Auditing Judges article(ol:274) to learn how to form a small 
team of people who have appeared before your wrongdoing judge. They share your experience 
and frustration. They understand you. They are on your side. Your success is their success. You 
can become the leader of many pro ses and even lawyers by starting with a few just like you. 

34. Take heart from the people who never dreamed of becoming leaders until they were hit by an 
event that knocked them to the ground. But they would not stay down and take it: They stood up 
and fought back. They became reluctant heroes(ol:142§B). You never know what you can do 
until you decide that enough is enough and take the risk: To do your most. That is how you 
become recognized by We the People as one who asserted our right to Equal Justice Under Law 
and to hold all our public servants, including judicial ones, accountable and liable to compensate 
the victims of their wrongdoing because Nobody is Above the Law. Thus, I offer to make a pre-
sentation at a video conference(ol:350) or in person on how you can become one of the People’s 
Champions of Justice. 

 Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)...and you may enter it. 
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September 14, 2016 

Searching with Information Technology experts for evidence of interception 
of the communications of advocates of honest judiciaries and victims of 

wrongdoing judges even as you take innovative, imaginative action in your 

local, personal case that can transform you into the leader of other local 
parties and a nation’s Champion of Justice 

 A. Are our emails intercepted to prevent the formation of 

a team on judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform? 

1. A string of oddities in the behavior of the emails of advocates of honest judiciaries and victims 
of wrongdoing judges have raised probable cause to believe that they are being intercepted. 
Among such oddities is text emailed correctly formatted but received with ‘joinedwords’, which 
make it hard for receivers to read the text and belittle in their eyes the sender’s capacity for, and 
interest in, producing quality work. Thereby the interceptor harms the sender’s credibility and 
professionalism. This and other oddities have been described at the time and in detail(ol2:395; 
405§§A-C, 425; ol:344, 227§A, 19fn2 >ws:58§7, cf. >ws:51§C).  

2. From the interceptor’s point of view, an oddity is even more effective if it purely and simply 
prevents communication among advocates and victims (a still more harmful oddity but also one 
that requires more effort on the part of the interceptor is the alteration of the communication to 
disseminate misinformation so as to foment disunity and confusion among the communicators).  

3. There follows the new kind of oddity that began to appear in August 2016 and continues to date. 
As you read it, think whether you have encountered it in your communications: 

a. People to whom I did not directly send my emails since I did not even have their email 
addresses and who may have learned about me because: 

1) those people belong to yahoogroups to which I too belong(ol2:433) so that 
when I sent my emails to those groups they were automatically distributed to all 
their members, including those people;  

2) their friends forwarded my emails to them; or 
3) they happened upon my website at www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org; and  

b. to whom I replied promptly with the requested information 
c. have not responded to either that initial prompt reply of mine or any of my subsequent 

resendings of it with the request that they at least acknowledge receipt. 

4. Since I endeavor to form a team of judicial wrongdoing exposers and reformers, in my replies to 
those people, I included in the To: line the addresses of over 40 other advocates and victims with 
whom I have exchanged emails on judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform for one, two, or 
more years. If any of them pressed “Reply to all” when they responded to my re-plies, especially 
those requesting an acknowledgment of receipt, then all those advocates and victims would have 
received their responses too. Did you receive them? If so, kindly forward them to me. 

5. Also, I included some 50 email addresses in the Bcc: line. But I did not receive any comments 
from any of them. If they too pressed “Reply to all” and your email address was in the To: line, 
you too would have received their comments. Did you? If so, kindly forward them to me. 

6. Those people’s failure to communicate with me again is inconsistent with the interest that they 
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showed when they took the initiative to email me to begin with. My reply was responsive to their 
emails. Thus, there was every reason for them to respond. This strengthens the existing probable 
cause to believe that there is interception of our communications: either they did not receive my 
replies to their initial emails or I did not receive their responses. 

7. It may be argued that if there had been interception, the interceptor would not have allowed those 
initial emails to reach me. The point is well taken. But the fact is that I send tens of thousands of 
emails, but receive only a handful of replies. This is in itself an oddity that I examined by 
applying statistical concepts at ol:19fn2 >ws:58§7, cf. >ws:51§C.  

8. That statistical examination may be dismissed with indifference or annoyance by the same pro 
ses and even lawyers who did not understand the analysis(ol2:455§§B-E) of the Federal 
Judiciary’s official tables on caseload statistics(ol2:462a-d) showing how the courts of appeals 
dispose of 93% of cases in ways that do not even require their judges to read the pleadings.  

a. Those pro ses harm themselves by not forcing themselves to learn official facts and use 
them as the courts’ admission against self-interest. Do not merely recite the ‘facts’ of 
your personal, local case. Rather, think like a lawyer: craft arguments.  

b. If you are a lawyer, you owe it to yourself and your clients to learn everything that you 
can to make out the best case for them This includes some statistics, for there can hardly 
be anything more important than that your pleadings have a 93% chance of not even 
being read by the circuit judges. When district judges know that their decisions are 
likely to be affirmed pro forma in 93% of cases, why would they ever bother to write a 
decision that makes sense or even to read your pleadings, never mind research the law?  

9. If judges are intercepting their critics’ communications, their conduct cannot be excused as the 
exercise of discretionary power. It is wrongdoing. We have the opportunity to cause national 
public to be informed thereof by a presidential candidate(ol2:437, 442) and journalists investi-
gate the matter as a scandal. Neither your personal, local case nor the hundreds of thousands of 
similar cases in your state and the rest of the country have had such effect; none has a realistic 
chance of having it. But you can, as described below. So read on.  

 

 B. Are you willing to contribute to hiring IT experts to ascertain whether 
judges and their judiciaries are intercepting our communications? 

10. Under those circumstances, we should resort to Information Technology experts to apply 
objective, reliable, and verifiable IT techniques to ascertain: 

a. whether people received our replies or the latter were intercepted; 
b. whether they responded, but their responses were intercepted; 
c. if there was interception, the identity of the interceptors and the techniques and networks 

that they employed. 

11. It is in your and the advocates’ and victims’ interest to ascertain whether there is interception of 
our emails and other communication means. The national outrage would be more intense than 
that provoked by the revelation by Edward Snowden(ol:17, 88) that the NSA was illegally 
engaging in blanket collection of the metadata of the communications of scores of millions of 
people. The NSA could allege that it was acting “in the national security interest”.  

12. By contrast, when judges misuse the judiciary’s digital case filing and management network 
and/or the NSA’s IT resources to intercept their critics’ communications, they proceed in their 
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crass personal and judicial class interest in securing their stream of ill-gotten benefits and pro-
tecting themselves from exposure. Note that when the NSA does not want to proceed illegally 
but instead prefers to cloak its dealings in an appearance of legality, it depends on judges to 
approve its secret requests for secret orders of surveillance(ol2:440). That furnishes the basis for 
a quid pro quo between the judges and the NSA.  

13. Imagine the outrage upon the public learning that federal judges, the models for their state count-
erparts, violate We the People’s First Amendment “freedom of speech, of the press; the right 

peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances”(jur:130fn 
168)? It would catapult to top of the presidential campaign and its debates the issue of judges’ 
wrongdoing in connivance with the politicians who recommended, endorsed, nominated, and 
confirmed them. It would dominate the process of finding Justice Scalia’s successor.  

14. In this vein, it is pertinent to note that Former CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson(ol:215) has sued 
through her attorneys at Judicial Watch(jur:110fn248) the U.S. Department of Justice for $35 
million for hacking her personal and work computers in search of files dealing with her 
investigative reporting on the attacks on the American embassy in Benghazi, Libya; and the 
fiasco Fast and Furious gunrunning operation of DoJ’s Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Firearms(ol:346¶131). She had three independent IT experts ascertain that there was evidence of 
that hacking(ol2:396§3). Their expert reports are of critical importance to her case. 

15. Therefore, are you prepared to contribute financially to hire IT experts to determine whether our 
emails are being intercepted and thereby take advantage of this unique opportunity to insert 
judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform into presidential politics?  

 

 C. Detailed description of action that you can simultaneously take with 
parties to other personal, local cases in your court 

16. As you  consider the above question, you can take innovative, imaginative action completely 
different from what you have been doing alone for a decade or longer just as other millions of 
people have been doing also alone with nothing to show for it but frustration, exhaustion, and 
loneliness. Such action is described in detail in the Auditing Judges articles that you can 
download through this link and share and post as widely as possible: 

17. You who have shown such fortitude and perseverance alone for so long in your personal, local 
case now have a detailed description of how you can take action with other local people in your 
court so that you can become their source of leadership and hope, initially in your court and then 
in your city, your state, and our country. You can transform yourself from an exhausted lone 
litigant into a leader in the quest for justice(ol:142§B; Lsch:12§C; jur:164§9).  

18. We can envisage holding a video conference(ol:329) soon through Skype among people who 
have read the materials referred to above because we will never defeat judges in their own turf, 
the courts: Only knowledge followed by strategic thinking and action(ol:343; ol2:416) can give 
us the power to outsmart those vastly more powerful than us: Judges Above The Law.  

19. It will be a transformative moment when you determine yourself to work toward one day stand-
ing in front of your team of parties like you at the end of a meeting and getting them to chant: 
You are no longer alone. We have each other! Even so, the action that you can take with them is 
complimentary to the action that we must take collectively to hire IT experts to find out whether 
judges have been intercepting our communications. That is how we can expose, not a rogue 
judge, but rather a wrongdoing judiciary and become national Champions of Justice(jur:xlv:G,H). 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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Requested 

Input for the Debate 
 

1. Unaccountable judges’ 
consequent riskless wrongdoing  

a. It harms at least 100 million people who are parties  
to the 50 million federal & state cases filed annually, 
(ol:311¶1) who have their property, liberty, and all their 

rights and duties disposed of for judges’ benefit, (ol:173¶93) 
and form a huge untapped voting bloc,  

the dissatisfied with the judiciary, part of your base: 
The Dissatisfied With The Establishment 

 
2. President Obama: “Clinton is steady and true” 

a. Discredit him by showing that he lied to the  
American people when he vouched for the honesty of 
Then-Judge Sotomayor(jur:xxxv-xxxviii), whom NYT, WP, and 

Politico suspected of concealing assets(jur:65fn107a,c);  

b. Then-Senator Clinton also confirmed judges;  

c. taint them, the Democratic brand, and the Establishment by 
causing the media(ol:319) to investigate two unique, national 
stories of judicial wrongdoing(ol:154¶3; jur:5§3):  

Obama-Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA(ol2:440);  
and 

Trump becomes the voting bloc’s 
Champion of Justice(ol2:445) 
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September 16, 2016  
Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 

Dear Mr. Trump, 
1. On the Internet, you requested input for your debate with Sec. Clinton. Here is mine. It rests 

firmly on your statement at the Values Conference that the most important decision that a pre-
sident has to make short of declaring war is to nominate justices to the Supreme Court. It shows 
the importance to you and We the People of the rule of law and its application by honest justices: 

a.  Although 2,293 federal judges were in office on 30sep15(*>jur:22fn13), in the last 227 years 
since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, the number of them impeached and removed 
is 8!(jur:21§1). If President Obama and his cabinet were appointed to office for life and were in 
effect irremovable, would you and voters fear that they would abuse their power in self-interest?  

b. Chief circuit judges abuse judges’ self-disciplining authority by dismissing 99.82%(jur:10-14) 
of complaints against their peers; with other judges they deny up to 100% of appeals to review 
such dismissals(jur:24§b). By judges immunizing themselves from liability for their wrongdoing, 
they deny complainants their 1st Amendment right to “redress of grievances”(*>ol:364fn12). 

c.  Circuit judges appoint bankruptcy judges(jur:43fn61a), whose rulings come on appeal before 
their appointers, who protect them. In CY 2010, these appointees decided who kept or received 
the $373 billion at stake in only personal bankruptcies(42fn60). Money! lots of money! the most 
insidious corruptor(27§2). It has fueled a bankruptcy fraud scheme(65§B; jur:xxxv-xxxviii).  

d. In the Federal Judiciary, the model for its state counterparts, its circuit judges dispose of 93% of 
appeals on procedural grounds and with “unsigned, unpublished, without comment, by consoli-

dation decisions”(†>ol2:457§D) so perfunctory that the judges do not even have to read the 
pleadings to rubberstamp a ¢5 form where the only operative word is overwhelmingly “Affirmed” 
and which they deprive of precedential value. But they require parties to pay a filing fee of $505. 
It is a scam! It is bound to outrage the public and rally it and the media behind your call that...  

e.  ...the media should investigate wrongdoing in the Judiciary through two unique, national stories 
(ol2:440): P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor –while a nominee she was suspected by NYT, WP, and 
Politico of concealing assets(jur:65fn107a,c); and Judiciary-NSA on interception of communica-
tions of critics of judges(ol2:476), which can explode into a scandal bigger than Snowden’s.  

2. There is probable cause to believe that my communications with other critics and victims of 
wrongdoing judges have been intercepted(ol2:425). That can be ascertained by IT experts, just as 
Former CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson(ol:215) and CBS hired such experts and they ascer-
tained that her personal and work computers had been hacked. On that basis, she has sued 
through her attorneys at Judicial Watch(ol:216fn2) the Department of Justice for $35 million for 
hacking her computers in search of files on her investigative reporting on the attacks at the 
Benghazi embassy and the fiasco of DoJ’s Fast and Furious gunrunning operation(ol:346¶131). 

3. At the debate, denouncing wrongdoing(ol2:437) by judges, some confirmed by Then-Sen. Clinton, 
and proposing those stories can launch a Watergate-like investigation; let you set the campaign’s 
key issue; and rally the huge(ol:311) untapped voting bloc of the dissatisfied with the judiciary to 
your website(362, 444), ideas(423), and business(463). To present this input to you and your 
officers, I respectfully request a meeting. Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/16-5-21DrRCordero-DJTrump.pdf


http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/16-5-21DrRCordero-DJTrump.pdf  ol2:481 

Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England  Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School  DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 
 

September 29, 2016  
Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 

Dear Mr. Trump, 
1. In your first presidential debate, you challenged Sec. Clinton to produce her 30,000 deleted 

emails in exchange for your production of your tax returns. While she did not take up your 
challenge, she did not turn it down either. This opens the opportunity for you to raise the stakes 
by making a national announcement on tweets, emails, at rallies, and through Gov. Pence at his 
vice presidential debate that will build up enormous expectation and focus the attention on you:  
a. At 8:05 a.m. on Saturday, October 8, the eve of the 2nd presidential debate, Mr. Trump will 

enter through the right door the studio of Good Morning America with George Stephano-
poulos and Robin Roberts of ABC, the network of the anchor of that debate, Martha 
Raddatz, and before the cameras of the national and international media and the eyes of 
scores of millions of viewers he will be holding a copy of his tax returns with a flash drive on 
top containing their digital version in a not-passworded pdf file, none bearing any redactions. 

b. If Sec. Clinton enters through the left door holding a copy of her 30,000 deleted emails with 
a flash drive on top containing their digital version in a not-passworded pdf file, none bearing 
any redactions, both candidates will walk to, and release them on, a table behind which 

there will be five people, the document receivers, who indisputably enjoy their trust: 

1) Martha Raddatz, anchor of the second presidential debate; 

2) the moderator of the second presidential debate, Anderson Cooper of CNN;  

3) the moderator of the third presidential debate, Chris Wallace of Fox News; and  

4) the chairs of the Commission on Presidential Debates (CPD), Mr. Frank J. 
Fahrenkopf, Jr., and Mr. Michael D. McCurry.  

c. If after checking the paper and digital versions of those documents at least three of these 
five document receivers agree that Mr. Trump and Sec. Clinton have produced what they 
are supposed to, the receivers will use the flash drives to make those documents available 
on the websites of ABC, CNN, Fox, CPD, and the websites of the national and interna-
tional media represented at that event. There will be some 36 hours for the media, the 
viewers, and the rest of the world to analyze the documents before the debate the next day. 

d. If one candidate fails to show up and produce the expected documents to the receivers, the 
other will not be required to produce his or hers, but may do so voluntarily. Obviously, if 
with the cameras of the world trained on a door the corresponding candidate fails to enter 
through it with the documents in hand, he or she will suffer a credibility-devastating blow. 

2. On this occasion, you, Mr. Trump, can a. denounce unaccountable judges, some confirmed by 
Then-Sen. Clinton, who risklessly engage for their benefit in wrongdoing that deprives parties 
and everybody else of their property, liberty, and rights, and intercept their communications to 
protect themselves, which can set off a scandal; b. call for a Watergate-like generalized media 
investigation of the two unique national stories of P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and NSA-Feder-
al Judiciary (infra); c. demand nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing; d. cause the 
resignation of judges, whose vacancies you will get to fill; and e. attract the huge untapped voting 
bloc of the dissatisfied with the judiciary, part of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. To 
present this and other proposals1, I2 respectfully request a meeting with you and your officers. 

Sincerely,  s/Dr.Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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ENDNOTES 
 

1. This letter(†>ol2:481) together with previous ones(cf. †>ol2:463) and supporting materials, all of 
which contain more proposals appropriate for preparing for the second presidential debate, are 
based on, and found in, my study of judges and their judiciaries, which is titled and down-
loadable thus: 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and  
Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  

Pioneering the news and publishing field of  
judicial unaccountability reporting* † 

 
The study runs to more than 965 pages and is contained in two volumes: 

* Vol. 1: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf 
>all prefixes:page# up to ol:393 

† Vol. 2: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf 
>from ol2:394 

 
2. https://www.linkedin.com/in/dr-richard-cordero-esq-0508ba4b 

 

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles and letters thus: 

www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org >+ New or Users >Add New 
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org 

2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 
tel. (718)827-9521 

 

 
 

How Donald Trump, to avoid going to Election Day 

on a 50% chance of winning or losing it,  

can take advantage of the carefully staged show  

before the national and international media  

of his readiness to make his tax returns public to 

1. denounce the unaccountability of judges,  

which gives rise to the mindset of impunity  

that induces them to engage risklessly in 

wrongdoing, including illegal, criminal activity; 

2. call on the media to investigate the following two 

unique national stories of judges’ wrongdoing; and  

3. demand nationally televised hearings on such 

wrongdoing and its cover-up by President Obama 

and other Establishment politicians;  

whereby Trump can emerge as 

THE VOICE OF THE DISSATISFIED WITH THE ESTABLISHMENT, 

THE CHAMPION OF JUSTICE OF THE HUGE UNTAPPED VOTING BLOC OF 

THE VICTIMS OF WRONGDOING AND ABUSIVE JUDGES, and 

THE Architect of the New American Judicial System 

September 29, 2016 
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December 6, 2016 

Series of subjects on wrongdoing as unaccountable judges’ modus operandi for the 
proposed courses, CLE seminars, articles, and the institute of judicial accountability 

 
1. The offerors –academics, publishers, researchers, and I– of this series of subjects have the oppor-

tunity to pioneer the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting in the pub-
lic interest as well as our institution’s and our own commercial and reputational interest. We can 
reasonably pioneer this series because it is attuned to the mood of the largest segment of the 
public, The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, and the needs of our target market, the dissa-
tisfied with the judicial and legal systems. That is why they can become demanders and consum-
ers of a series of offerings on such reporting as opposed to being recipients of only one-off offer.  

2. The subjects will make the routineness, extent, and gravity of judges’ wrongdoing apparent to 
the targets of our market. They will be outraged at judges who cloaked in impunity deny parties 
what We the People are owed in ‘government, not of men and women, but by the rule of law’: 
due process and equal protection of the law. The judiciary has institutionalized wrongdoing as its 
modus operandi. Only We the outraged People have the power to compel reform. But first the 

People have to be informed thereof. That justifies our pioneering reporting offerings to them.  
3. The first offering of the series will allow us to agree on the offerings’ format and medium; 

number and length of courses, participants, and articles; treatment of(references) as foot- or 
endnotes; new articles to address current issues; syndication; a newsletter; compensation; etc.  

a. analysis of the Federal Judiciary’s statistics on its disposition of its caseload(ol2:453) 
b. judges’ unaccountability(ol:265) and their consequent riskless wrongdoing(jur:5§3; ol:154§3);  
c. their enablers and condoners(jur:81§1);  
d. its investigation through two unique national stories (ol2:440, 476), which can launch... 
e. a Watergate-like generalized media investigation(ol:194§E) to gain readers’ attention and  
f. open a market for a tour of presentations(ol:197§G) by me sponsored by other offerors on, 

among other things, how the audience can:  
1) participate in the investigation(ol:115; jur:xlviii), e.g., as citizen journalists, and  
2) enter a writing contest for students, which can turn them into our future readers;  
3) submit complaints about judges to our website for wrongdoing pattern search(ol:311); 

g. auditing decisions by parties before the same judge(ol:274; ol2:468) using templates(ol:304) & 
h. by researchers using novel statistical, linguistic, and literary analysis(jur:131§b; ol:42, 60);  
i. scrutinizing the Judiciary during Scalia’s successor appointment(jur:69fn132; jur: xxxv-xxxviii) 
j. the constitutional convention(ol:136§3): opportunity to change judges’ life-appointment;  
k. the requirements(jur:158§§6-8) and opportunity(ol2:487, 488) for judicial reform;  
l. holding a multimedia public presentation(jur:97§1; dcc:13§C) at a top university(ol2:452);  

m. draining the quintessential Establishment swamp: life-appointed, irremovable judges(ol2:505); 
n. creating an institute of judicial accountability reporting and reform advocacy(jur:130§5); 
o. a skit with enlightening humor(ol2:491) and a documentary that informs(ol:85; ol2:464); etc.
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October 14, 2016 
 

Just as “The Apprentice” show opened the way for the candidacy of 
Donald Trump, a national figure can become the Champion of Justice of 

the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems  
in preparation for a presidential bid in 2020 

  
Dear Mr. D, Senator P, and Advocates of Honest Judiciaries, 
 

A. The email and the tweet updated to refer to the 3rd presidential debate 

1. The email and tweet have been updated to make reference to the 3rd debate; the tweet is below 
and you all may send it. I appreciate your recognition that this is the time for all Advocates of 
Honest Judiciaries to join forces to take advantage of the presidential campaign to insert in the 
national debate the issue of judges’ wrongdoing exposure and judicial reform advocacy. Any 
concrete, realistic, and feasible strategy of one of us deserves the support of all of us.  

Tweet: Proposal @Trump to produce tax returns @Clinton emails on Fox Good Day newscast 
Oct 18 & denounce how wrongdoing judges harm We the People; #abusivejudges 

 

B. Getting me in touch with Senator P 

2. Your statement of having posted my email to the mailing list of the local Sen. P. group that you 
have helped to organize is rich in possibilities. We need a figure of national stature to champion 
the exposure of riskless wrongdoing by unaccountable judges and insert the issue in the 
presidential campaign and the national debate.  
 

1. Causes of public dissatisfaction with the judicial and legal systems 

3. The figure who exposes judges’ wrongdoing can attract the attention and support of the huge 
untapped voting bloc of all those dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems:  

a. Every year more than 50 million lawsuits are filed in the state and federal courts; they 
necessarily implicate more than 100 million parties(*>jur:8fn4,5). This does not begin to 
account for the scores of millions of related people ‒friends and family, peers, employees, 
etc.‒ and tens of millions of cases pending or deemed wrongfully disposed of(ol2:452). 

b. They suffer judges’ disregard for the strictures of due process and equal protection of the 
law because it is the judges’ expedient way of disposing of cases while securing material, 
social, and professional benefits(ol:173¶93) with no adverse consequences for themselves.  

c. Wrongdoing is riskless for judges since they are held unaccountable by their peers as well 
as by the politicians who recommend, endorse, nominate, confirm, and then fear their pow-
er to retaliate by declaring unconstitutional any piece of their legislative agenda(jur:21§1). 

d. People are dissatisfied with a legal system whose lawyers are unaffordable; the law is too 
complex for those who appear pro se; and so many of lawyers are dishonest and predatory, 
but tolerated by politicians, most of whom are lawyers themselves and recipients of their 
campaign donations, so that they set up lawyers disciplinary commissions that are pro 
forma, functioning in practice to protect lawyers rather than their clients or the public 
(jur:78fn161a; jur:viii/fn25), just as police, doctors, and priests take care of their own.  

4. The dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems have been left to fend for themselves. 
Nobody represents them and their grievances. So they reflect the mood and are part of the domi-
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nant segment of the electorate and the national public: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment.  
 

2. “The Apprentice” show as the model for the Champion of Justice 

role that leads to a promising 2020 presidential bid 

5. “The Apprentice” show made Donald Trump a household name and paved the way for  him to 
become the hero of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. They enabled him to defeat 
seasoned politicians at the primaries, become the Republican presidential nominee, and provide 
the steadfast support that keeps his chance at the presidency realistic despite all his controversies. 

6. Likewise, becoming the Champion of Justice(*>ol:201§K) of that huge voting bloc of the 
dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems can be the path to the presidency for either of the 
Senators. The Champion would not only gain national visibility, but also earn the respect and 
gratitude of the most passionate of victims and loyal followers: those who feel that they have 
been deprived of their rights by unaccountable wrongdoing judges and who are on a quest for 
vindication and justice.   
 

3. Media investigation of two unique national stories of judges’ wrongdoing  

7. When the next president starts the process of searching for and nominating the successor to J. 
Scalia and probably of J. Ginsburg, the media will naturally investigate the background of any 
candidate. In the context of that investigation and the attendant discussion of the requirements 
for the candidate and the state of our justice system, the Senators can represent the grievances of 
the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, especially the victims of wrongdoing judges 
and the advocates of honest judiciaries. To probe that system, the Senators can spearhead the 
effort to cause the national media to investigate two unique national stories of judicial 
wrongdoing: the P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and the Federal Judiciary-NSA stories(ol2:440).  

8. As Trojan horses, these stories can enter the Federal Judiciary and make findings that so outrage 
the national public as to provide a commercial and professional incentive for ever more jour-
nalists to jump on the investigative bandwagon, the way scandals do. This can launch a focused, 
cost-effective, Watergate-like generalized media investigation of the Judiciary as a wrongdoing 
institution because wrongdoing is its unaccountable judges’ modus operandi(jur:88§§b-d).  
 

4. Official or unofficial nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing 

9. The media investigation can provoke the intense outrage necessary to stir up the public and the 
national figure to demand an official investigation by Congress, DoJ-FBI, and their state 
counterparts.  

10. Such official investigation must include nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing. 
They constitute the prerequisite for determining the nature, extent, and gravity of judges’ wrong-
doing. Thus the nation can find a justiceship candidate who has neither participated in, covered 
up, nor condoned judges’ wrongdoing, and on the contrary, will contribute to exposing it.  

11. But the authorities are likely to refuse to hold nationally televised hearings for fear of their ‘live 
and let live’ connivance with wrongdoing judges(jur:23fn17a) being exposed. In that case, Sen. 
P. can push for an extraordinary event: the formation of a joint venture by the national networks 
to hold ‘hearings’ themselves in the public interest. The “I accuse!” show of We the People 
versus the judges would attract high enough audiences(jur:2fn1) and allow for the sale of TV 
advertising at such price as to justify the venture commercially.  

12. The same objective will be accomplished by hearings on judges’ wrongdoing, though unofficial, 
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carried by the national network or local TV stations, conducted by anchors and journalists, such 
as those who have moderated presidential and vice presidential debates, and intended to:  

a. expose the full extent of judges’ wrongdoing, particularly institutionalized wrongdoing 
coordinated among judges and between them and insiders of the legal system that have 
resulted in schemes(ol:85¶2, 91§E);  

b. further inform and outrage the public(ol2:461§G; ol:292); and  
c. make the adoption of judicial reform measures that today appear inconceivable 

(jur:158§§6-8) unavoidable by conniving politicians or part of the platform of a new breed 
of politicians: the Champions of Justice. 

 

5. Making public under the First Amendment complaints 

against judges that today are required to be secret 

13. The unofficial hearings can start with a call by Sen. P and the networks for complainants against 
wrongdoing judges to exercise their First Amendment “freedom of speech[,] of the press[, and] 

the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of 

grievances demand”(jur:130fn268) and thereby produce for public review copies of their 
complaints(jur:111§3).  

14. Currently, complainants are required to file them secretly; judges abuse their self-disciplining 
power to dismiss them in self-interest to the tune of 99.82%(jur:10-14) and deny up to 100% of 
petitions for review of such dismissals(24§§b-d). Public review of such complaints can reveal the 
most convincing evidence: patterns of individual and coordinated wrongdoing.  

15. This is how Sen. P. can become for not only the dissatisfied, but also for all the victims of 
wrongdoing judges and the advocates of honest judiciaries, their nationally recognized 
Champion of Justice...and in 2020 the presidential nominee of either the Republican Party or a 
new civic movement that requires all public servants, including judicial public servants, to be 
accountable and liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing: the People’s 
Sunrise(ol:201§J, 73, 29).  
 

C. Importance of your role in arranging the meeting between Sen. P and me  

16. You, Mr. D. can set this process of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform in motion. You can 
see to it that this email reaches Sen. P. and their top advisors and push for them to invite me to 
make, whether at a video conference or in person, a presentation to them on this strategy for 
them to return to the national scene, capture the hopes of the dissatisfied, and voice their 
grievances as their Champions of Justice.   

17. Your intervention must occur without delay, for there are only 26 days to the election and we all 
must take advantage of the momentum that can be gained by inserting this exposure and reform 
issue in the presidential campaign. 

18. Therefore, I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience; and would be 
grateful to you for acknowledging receipt of this email. 

 

Visit  the  website  at,  and  subscribe  to  its  series  of  articles  thus: 

www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org>  +  New  or  Users  >Add  New 
 

Dare  trigger  history!(*>jur:7§5)...and  you  may  enter  it. 
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October 13, 2016 
Dear Senators P., 

1. This is an offer for me to make a presentation to you on judges’ wrongdoing and the need for 
judicial reform that can lead to your emergence as a national Champion of Justice. It is based on 
my study: Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*. It will show how 
those who win the battle to nominate and confirm judges to the Federal Judiciary together with 
those who lose it become the condoning subjects of the judges who, life-tenured, unaccountable, 
and wielding frightening retaliatory power, rule over them exempted from checks and balances. 
Although on 30sep15 there were 2,293 federal judges in office, in the last 227 years since the 
creation of their Judiciary in 1789, the number of federal judges impeached and removed is 8!(*> 
jur:21§a). So they disregard with impunity due process and equal protection. As a result, a huge 
untapped voting bloc has formed: the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems, who are 
part of the dominant segment of the national public, The Dissatisfied With The Establishment. 

2. The judiciary affects more than 100 million people who are parties to over 50 million cases filed 
in the federal and state courts annually(jur:8fn4,5); to them must be added the parties to the 
scores of millions of cases pending or deemed wrongly or wrongfully decided; plus the millions 
of related people: family, friends, peers, etc. One of the reasons why they are dissatisfied with 
the judicial and legal systems is that in the Federal Judiciary, the model for its state counterparts, 
its circuit courts dispose of 93% of appeals in “procedural, unsigned, unpublished, without 
comment, by consolidation” decisions(†>ol2:457§D). They are so defective or wrongful that the 
judges deprive them of precedential value...in a legal system based on common law precedent. 
These courts’ perfunctoriness sets the example for the district courts’ and eliminates the latter’s 
incentive to write sound decisions since 93% of appeals will be disposed of perfunctorily. Pro 
forma affirmance of district court decisions leaves them unreviewed in fact(jur:28§3, 46§3, 
48§2), which breeds perfunctoriness and, by reinforcing the latter’s risklessness, wrongdoing.  

3. Dissatisfaction results from the circumstances of unaccountability due to judges’ abuse of their 
self-discipline authority and their power to hold their appointers’ legislative agenda unconstitu-
tional(jur:23fn17); pervasive secrecy; coordination among judges and with legal system insiders; 
unreviewability; access to the most insidious corruptor, money!(jur:27§2); and risklessness, which 
allows judges for convenience and gain to issue reasonless, ad-hoc, and arbitrary decisions. Their 
wrongs are so routine, widespread, and coordinated that wrongdoing(ol:154¶3) is judges’ institu-
tionalized modus operandi. They won the battle against their appointers and We the People. 

4. You and I can join forces to set in motion(ol2:454§5): 
a. the insertion in the campaign of the issue of judges held unaccountable by the politicians who 

will decide on J. Scalia’s successor and the constitutional convention(ol:85);  
b. the launch of a Watergate-like generalized media investigation of two unique national stories of 

judicial wrongdoing(ol2:440); and  
c. a multimedia public presentation(jur:97§D) organized by me and sponsored by you and a top 

university(ol2:452).  
5. Hence, we can embark on “pioneering judicial unaccountability reporting” to inform first the 

dissatisfied with the systems so that they, outraged, may challenge politicians before the election; 
and turn them and the rest of the Dissatisfied into consumers of our reporting and changers of the 
Judiciary to ensure that judges are not above We the People and our representatives Thus, I 
respectfully request that you invite me in to present this to you. 
Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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October 28, 2016 
 

Mr. Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
 

Dear Mr. Trump, 

1. It has been written that “Trump did not create chaos; chaos created Trump”1. That chaos has 
generated your base in the dominant segment of the national public: The Dissatisfied With The 
Establishment. This is a proposal for you to secure your base’s support by showing that ‘the 
system is rigged’ in that part of the Establishment that counts the most: the Federal Judiciary. 

2. You have recognized that nominating candidates to the Supreme Court is the most important 
decision that a president can make after that of declaring war. Appointments to the Judiciary are 
so important that they were the subject of the first question of the third debate. 

3. Indeed, one federal judge can hold a law enacted by the 535 members of Congress and the 
President unconstitutional and five justices can declare it null and void. So politicians put judges 
on the bench and then hold them unaccountable to avoid retaliation that can doom their 
legislative agenda. They spare judges criticism, never mind investigation, let alone prosecution. 
Consequently, in the last 227 years, only 8 federal judges have been impeached and removed. 
Additionally, judges are the only public officers that have an aggressive abusegenic privilege: 
They have life appointment, and with it comes a sense of entitlement and time to act on grudges.  

4. The result of the corruptive ‘live and let live’ scheme, compounded by abuse of their self-disci-
plining authority to self-immunize from liability(*>jur:21§§1-3)2, is that federal judges -of whom 
2,293 were in office on 30sep15- do whatever they want sure that they will suffer no adverse 
consequence. They wield arbitrary, ‘absolute power, which “corrupts absolutely”’ (jur:27fn28). 

5. Judges are supposed to ensure that ‘our government is, not of men and women, but by the rule of 
law’. Yet, for their benefit(ol:173¶93), they abuse their power over your and our property, liber-
ty, and rights. So, they disregard due process and the equal protection of the law; and dispose of 
93% of appeals in decisions “on procedural grounds, by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, 

without comments”; most are non-precedential as-hoc summary orders on ¢5 forms(†>ol2:453)2. 
6. Unaccountable judges wreak chaos in the application of the law, thus provoking public 

dissatisfaction with a system of justice rigged with institutionalized wrongdoing(jur:49§4). That 
is how judges cause profound dissatisfaction in the more than 100 million parties to the more 
than 50 million cases filed in the state and federal courts every year(jur:8fn4,5). This does not 
begin to count the scores of millions of cases pending or deemed to have been wrongly or 
wrongfully decided or the related people affected: family, friends, employees, suppliers, etc. 

7. Chaos can lead to nothing but deeper dissatisfaction. It can also compel the change toward the 
more equitable society that P. Obama promised but did not deliver, for he used the Establish-
ment’s means to attempt change. Transformative chaos must expose wrongdoing that so outrages 
(ol2:461§G) the public as to cause a trust and institutional crisis that renders change inevitable. 

8. Chaos you have added; more you will cause. But if you can harness your chaos and that of The 
Dissatisfied, you can use chaos as the force that unrelentingly and unmitigatedly exposes the full 
extent, routineness, and gravity of the wrongdoing(jur:65§B) that festers in politicians/judges’ 
connivance; and subjects judicial public servants to accountability to their masters, We the People. 
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9. Sec. Clinton is a member of the Establishment, the beneficiary of continuity, the loser in the e-
vent of change, the opposer to chaos, the sworn enemy of even harnessed chaos, which is po-
tentially more effective and thus more menacing. Then-Senator Clinton confirmed nominees to 
the federal bench only to protect and turn them into unaccountable judges. Hence, she cannot 
afford to have judicial wrongdoing investigated, which can not only expose wrongdoing judges, 
but also incriminate her as an accessory after their first wrong that she tolerated and before all 
subsequent wrongs that she thus encouraged(jur:88§§a-c). Her political self-preservation is the 
interest that she prioritizes over protecting the People. You can depict her as one of the con-
nivers, who will not usher in any change in the safe haven for wrongdoers, the Federal Judiciary.  

10. At a press conference and rallies, you can denounce(jur:98§2) a Judiciary rigged with constitu-
tional checks and balances that have been rendered inoperative by connivance and abuse; and ask 
professional and citizen journalists to expose it by investigating the two unique national stories 
of President Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Judiciary-NSA(ol2:440). Their findings of wide-
spread judges’ “appearance of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a) will force judicial resignations and 
erupt in the chaos that emboldens the outraged People to demand accountability(jur:158§§6-8). 

11. I want to contribute to that chaos of yours that through official investigation with the powers of 
subpoena, search and seizure, contempt, and disclosure of FBI vetting reports tears the Judiciary’s 
garment, not the one prescribed by law, but that worn in practice to cover up wrongdoing as the 
modus operandi of its Black Robed Predators(ol:85), dark knights who from benches prey on 
those who enter the courts and those outside them. So, I also submit this letter as an application 
to become a staff(cf.ol2:483) in your administration; otherwise, on the team building your TV 
station, especially its investigative(ol:194§E) newscast. The latter is discussed in my skit(ol2: 
501§G) that portrays you and Sec. Clinton addressing the recent charity gala. Imagine if you had 
performed a skit that made you come off so gracious, humorous, and witty as to turn you into the 
one who stole the show and endeared himself to the public. I can write such a skit for you(id.).  

12. To present this and other proposals3 for expository chaos as the force of change by public out-
rage and discuss this job application, I4 respectfully request a meeting with you and your staff. 

Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
 

 
________________________________________________ 
 

1. Jonathan Rauch, How American Politics Went Insane, The Atlantic, July-August 2016; and interview on 
PBS aired on September 19, 2016, http://www.thirteen.org/programs/pbs-newshour/is-this-syndrome-
causing-american-political-dysfunction_clip/. 

2. The statements preceding, and the materials corresponding to, the (blue text references) are based on, 
and found in, respectively, my study of judges and their judiciaries, which is titled and downloadable thus: 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting* † 

* Vol. 1: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf >all 
prefixes:page# up to ol:393 

† Vol. 2: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf >from ol2:394 
3.  See my previous letters to you and supporting materials, which lay out more proposals for exposing 

politicians-judges’ connivance and wrongdoing, collected in the file whose link is in the footer. 
4. https://www.linkedin.com/in/dr-richard-cordero-esq-0508ba4b; @DrCorderoEsq 

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles and letters thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org >+ New or Users >Add New 

Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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October 27, 2016 
 

Sec. Hillary Clinton  
Hillary for America  
Post Office Box 5256 
New York, NY 10185-5256 
 
 
Dear Sec. Clinton,  

1. This is the print version of the email that I have been sending you to propose that for the last 
stretch of the presidential campaign, you adopt a strategy whereby, 

a. you leave behind Mr. Trump’s nastiness and ungraciousness, at which a sizeable and 
growing number of voters are disgusted; and  

b. you turn his latest negative characterization of you as “Such a nasty woman” against 
him by adopting a positive, uplifting, and gracious theme that portrays you as 
determined, ‘non-quitting’, a model of civility, graceful, kind, witty, resourceful, and 
contagiously optimistic so as to make you attract voters as the joyful, inspiring leader.  

2. The portrayal of you as such was to have begun by the coinage of the term “naspy”. It would 
have been coined at the recent Alfred E. Smith charity gala in the skit that I wrote for you and 
have reproduced below in Part 1(†>ol2:491). Through your unexpected graceful, kind, and sheer 
“Hillyarious” performance with supporting roles for Sen. Tim Kaine, Mr. Robby Mook, and Ms. 
Huma Abedin, you would have been able to steal the show that night and become the darling of 
the media and the public from the following day on. Hillary as funny as never before, who 
played the Donald and Trumped him, thus becoming for the final days of the campaign the 
positive and endearing “Hilly the naspy”.  

3. That was the strategy behind the skit. That strategy can still be implemented. Indeed, Part 2 
below(ol2:498§§C-F and †>id.) describes in detail how “naspy” and “Hilly the naspy” can be 
uttered without evoking any negative connotation. They can become your catchy, joyful, and 
reunifying call for people of all walks of life, even your opponents, to join you on the merry trip 
to a voting center under a triumphal (Washington Square) Arch.  

4. Imagination and imagery, they play an important role in politics. A piercing image that enters 
our mind and takes up residence there like a Christmas jingle and rearranges our emotional 
furniture to give our mind a different mood can contribute to making us like a candidate so much 
that we decide to bother to make the trip to the polls and vote for her on Election Day. 

5. By applying the concept of strategic thinking, mentioned below(ol2:497§B), I can devise similar 
strategies and write appropriate humorous or thoughtful speeches to implement them. My motive 
for doing so is explained below(ol2:500§G) in a dialogue with you, Sen. Kaine, Mr. Mook, and 
Ms. Abedin, where I show concrete elements of funny and serious discourse. 

6. Therefore, I respectfully request the opportunity to meet with you to discuss how I can assist you 
now and later on regardless of the outcome of the election. 

7. Meantime, enjoy the uplifting humor of your imaginary performance at the charity gala and your 
imaginative way of making Hilly the naspy! the President of the United States. 

 

Sincerely, s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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October 25, 2016 
 

How Sec. Clinton stole the show at the charity gala,  
causing Mr. Trump to concede that  

“She’s such a naspy, naspy woman”,  

and the strategy that she devised to  

turn “naspy” into the theme that would win her the election 
 
 

******* Part 1 of 2: At the charity gala ******* 
 

Everybody knows that the third presidential debate between Mr. Donald Trump and Sec. 
Hillary Clinton was yet another display of personal animosity between them. It was there for ev-
erybody to see before they even uttered a word, as both entered the stage, walked up to their res-
pective podium, and stayed put. They did not shake hands then, let alone at the end of the debate.  

Thereby they reflected the disunity that has split our country into not just two factions, 
but rather several bitterly opposed factions incapable of budging toward each other to meet at or 
near a democratic, pragmatic, and constructive center for the benefit of all of us, We the People.  

What few know is how each of the candidates could have thought of transforming the 
animus of that occasion into the theme of a strategy that would reunite the country behind her or 
him and lead to a win on Election Day.  

The first opportunity to do so came the day following the debate, Thursday, October 20, 
at the annual Alfred E. Smith Memorial Foundation Dinner, a charity gala intended to bring in 
money to help poor children in New York. This is an occasion for self-deprecating humor, not 
for mean-spirited, acerbic criticism of an opponent.  

It was Sec. Clinton who understood it to be such. Chance had determined that she would 
take the podium first. When she did, she seized the opportunity to do something that nobody had 
ever done. Normally, at such an occasion, laughs are drawn by one joke after another, as stand-
up comedians do. Instead, she embarked on one single “Hillyarious” story in length, content, and 
tone. It brought the house down. It brought her up on their shoulders. This is what she said when 
she went to the podium. 
“Coming tonight to this uplifting event is in itself very uplifting after the third presidential debate 
that we had last night. It gives me, and I’m sure Donald too, the opportunity to continue the very 
congenial atmosphere in which we exchanged so many substantive ideas.  
“I was so positively excited at the end of it. He finally convinced me of how much I mean to his 
campaign and how admiring of me he is by not letting even two minutes go by without talking 
about me with effusive comments. You have grown on me. I felt the two of us came closer than 
ever before to being on the friendly terms that we had put so much effort to establish between us.  
“Our friendship has a bright future. When you, as it is likely to happen, win and go to the White 
House, you won’t be alone, feeling lost without me inspiring your every sentence, with nothing 
left to do but improvise the details of how to govern. I’ll be there...again, for I was there for 8 
years, as the first woman in the seat of the presidency. You only have to call on me for guidance 
and I’ll jump to your side to hold your hand through every step, however difficult the case may 
be, even the not so simple matters of what to say and where to say it. Don’t worry, I’ll be 
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prudent, letting you appear to be governing, just as I did when Bill was said to be the president. 
“This explains why last night, I slept restfully in the warm embrace of that reassuring prospect of 
our distribution of labor. It goes to your credit, Donald, that you elicited it with your praise-laden 
characterization of me as “Such a...” Oh, Donald!, I’m so thankful and fond of you.  
“So much such that I would like to share with you and all of you gathered here tonight the dream 
that I had last night. We may be able, I so hope, to continue it tonight. 
“Indeed, I had a dream. In my dream, I had moved back to my little hut in the suburbs after I had 
been trounced at the election and had to decide whether to concede my defeat or to run once 
more to the courts to mount a ballistic attack. As you know, I am not afraid of filing lawsuits. I 
have sued people left and right, well mostly left, not as of right.  
“But I was rather depressed. I had just learned that while I was campaigning, thieves had broken 
into my home and stolen everything, including my most precious possessions: my jewels by 
Microsoft and Apple. I feel so exposed when I am not wearing them. 
“In addition, I felt lonely. Bill was again running after some mothers...and fathers too, looking 
after their needs at our soup kitchen foundation. 
“Then the telephone rang. But I was not in the mood to talk. But it kept ringing. But I still was 
not in the mood to talk. But the telephone kept ring. I thought it was yet another marketer trying 
to sell me another package of psychiatric counseling for people in suicidal situations.  
“Then it hit me that perhaps it was Chelsea asking why the pictures of my grandchildren that she 
had emailed me had bounced. She has sent me more than 33,000. I adore each one of them, the 
pictures, that is, not those little wet brats running around, crying, and disrupting my attention to 
guarding state secrets. 
“So I picked up the phone. You can’t believe who it was! Go on, take a guess. Come on, guess. 
Wait, have you fallen asleep? The one with the dream is me. You’re supposed to be awake and 
listening! O.K., I tell you: It was Donald! He was so consoling and empathetic, as he always is 
with everybody, especially those weaker than him, so everybody. He was what I needed. He said”  

“I don’t claim to know what you’re going through because I have never been crushed in 
an election as you just were by me.  
“Moreover, I have fired more people in my life than I have hired and I could read their 
pain in their faces. I can only imagine how you feel after President Obama commented on 
your defeat saying that he knew you would be flattened at the polls because you had 
turned out to be his worst appointment ever and the most incompetent secretary of state 
in the history of our nation, a disgrace, a total disgrace. He said for good measure that he 
was firing you retroactively. That hurts, I guess.” 

“Donald then offered to send me the clip of the President’s utter repudiation if I had not seen it. 
He is such a generous man!, he is. In fact, you won’t believe what he then said to calm me down. 

“I know I am about to move into your former home in D.C. and that every time you’ll 
picture mentally your living room, I’ll be there; and every time you’ll picture your kit-
chen, I’ll be there; and every time you picture your bedroom, I’ll be there with somebody.  
“So I would like to make it up to you: I’m inviting you to my victory party at Trump 
Tower. You’ll have the opportunity to see the campaign headquarters that I have been 
running there as a circus and that beat you into the dust. Tonight, we will have special 
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performances by my closest friends.” 
“That was a fantastic invitation, Donald, and so timely. I was really chocking in that hut in the 
suburbs. A high tower is what you need when you are suffocating and contemplating suicide. At 
least you catch some fresh air on your way down. 
“So he sent his private 747 stretched-out jet to pick me up on my doorstep. In no time, we landed 
on the roof of Trump Tower. It was all worth it. The show was fabulous, as was the company. 
“Although Trump has pulled off so many stunts in this campaign, he surpassed himself with a 
new one: He swung from chandelier to chandelier over his dinner table, dropped at the end of it 
before Melania’s plate, opened his arms, and sung to her Al Jolson’s “Mammy, forgive me!” as 
Gov. Pence and Campaign CEO Stephen Bannon played the old tune at https://www.youtube. 

com/watch?v=684n8FO68LU since Donald is such a big fan of historical facts and accuracy. 
“Then it was his best friends’ turn: 
 “Putin danced with one after the other of his Russian dolls in a ballet set ever dangerously closer 
to the fireworks of a sparking Internet switch.  
“Turkish President Erdogan lassoed sheep, rabbits, and chicken dressed as ghosts as they 
scurried and fluttered over the circus’s rings in his number “I catch you ‘cause I can”. 
“President Xi Jinping vaulted the Trump Tower using as a pole a T-beam made of Chinese steel 
borrowed from Donald’s warehouse. 
“For my entertainment, Julian Assange of WikiLeaks worked his magic by bringing from the dead 
my deleted emails. I’m so grateful to him for all he has done to reunite me with my loved ones! 
“It was so much fun! I just couldn’t believe I was dreaming. But Donald assured me that I 
wasn’t, saying 

“This is how things are in reality. Here at headquarters, I run a campaign as highly 
coordinated and in sync as a three-ring circus. It is how I will run government. And I 
want to assure you that however busy I will be recouping the money that I invested in the 
campaign, including a salary for me as a candidate for the people, the doors of the White 
House will always be open for you whenever you want to crawl in begging for a favor.” 

“I was so excited. What a generous man, Donald is. So now that we are here and awake, a least I 
am, I would like to beg the first favor of you, Donald. After we are done with these boring 
speeches, can I come tonight to your Circus at the Tower?” 

Trump, always the gentleman to all ladies, in general, and babes, in particular, stood up 
and replied with his customary wide open smile, “Yes, dear, come to tonight’s performance.” 

Hillary was overjoyed. As she always spreads inviting warmth to everybody around her, 
she blurted, “Can I bring over my friends, please?”  

With open arms, Trump said in his raspy voice of a circus master of ceremonies, “I grant 
your second begging. The friends of Hilly are my friends. Yes, bring all of them over.”  

It was the first time that he had called her Hilly. She was ecstatic !  
“I am so grateful that you have come to appreciate me enough to call me Hilly. I long to learn 
more about you as a person, Donald the Man, not just the wise statesman.  
“The fact is Donald is a very modest person and talks little about himself and even less about his 
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issues…or ours. He has this amazing capacity to summarize in only 140 characters what others 
would need a platform book to say it. It is as if every character were a coded message.  
“I must admit, I’m not clever enough at decoding; but I’m sure those among you who have a 
doctorate in disencryptology and access to a supercomputer get the richness of Donald’s one 
forty wisdom.  
“That’s why I so loved the debates: Even in what little was left in his two-minute answers after 
praising me, he could concentrate on the issues so much insightful information. You could see it 
even without an electronic microscope. He is just so skilled at sharing information, actually 
wisdom. When I grow up, in intelligence, I want to be like him, my intellectual hero.  
“As for now, I rejoice at the opportunity to get to know Donald the Man in the protective 
company of my friends.” So she slowly pivoted on her feet as she kept repeating: “You heard 
him, my friends, you all can come with me tonight to see Trump in his Circus at the Tower.” 

All were as exhilarated by the prospect of the extraordinary things that they would see at 
his circus as they had been by the phantasmagoric things that had appeared in his campaign.  

Hillary, who is so forward looking to anticipate the consequences of her acts, said to her 
friends: “After I’ll take you there, Donald’s assistants will be exhausted from running after him 
to clean up after his acts. We should bring them some entertainment of our own.” She looked 
around and shouted: “Bill, Bill, where are you? Bill Gate, stand up so we can see you.”  

Bill Gate stood up. She asked him, “Can you bring your video games?” Bill nodded. 
Then she called out: “Goldman, Goldman Sachs, where are you?” 
The people at a table stood up somewhat hesitatingly. She asked them, “Can you bring 

your monopoly and your new game ‘Pay to Play’?” Though they looked timid, they too nodded.  
She went on, “Marco, where are you, Marco? Please step up so somebody can see you.”  
Marco Rubio stepped on the table and she asked him, “Can you tell your story of survival 

tonight? It is going to be so uplifting to Donald’s senior staff in its first part and to him in its 
second part. I mean your story, “The Dwarf In Influence and his Seven Snow Whites?”  

Marco grinned affirmatively. 
“You’re great!”, said Hillary. Then she added: 
“We can follow your act with two more that are sure to be a hit. Rosie O’Donnell, that old flame 
of Donald’s, can sing the song that made the couple famous back in the days when Donald was 
starting off as one of his father’s construction workers, ‘I left my heart in the tower’ ”.  

Rosie stood up, raised her right arm and her middle finger as if it were the torch of the 
Statute of Liberty, and with her left hand she held, instead of a tablet with the Declaration of 
Independence, her fork, stabbing it up and down.  

Hillary addressed herself to the person sitting next to Trump, Cardinal Timothy Dolan.  
“Father Dolan, you are Donald’s spiritual advisor and have been so successful in instilling in him 
the Christian values of generosity, compassion, and humility. We would be so strengthened in 
our faith in humankind and the future of American politics if you came with us and had your 
choir children perform your latest choreographed mass, “Angels Dancing under a Pinhell”.”  

The Cardinal nodded as he flashed his endearing avuncular smile. 
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Hillary looked at the table where Trump’s children were sitting and signaled to them to 
stand up. They did slowly, unsure of what was to come. She said, “I love you so much! More 
than my grandchildren: No messy pampers and all that. So, we’re going to bring you a gift. I 
know you have everything. But do you like a big surprise gift?” Trump’s children nodded 
somewhat embarrassed. But Hillary said with that confidence-inspiring demeanor that is her 
trademark, “We’re going to bring you puppets!”  

Lastly, Hillary addressed Trump again. “We all are going to have so much fun tonight. 
Thanks to your penchant for inclusiveness, the whole of us will be with you at your circus.”  

Then she turned to the house: “All the babes will be there. Babes, stand up. You’re going 
to enjoy yourselves safely with all of us who love and respect you. Yes, babes, you know who 
you are, please, stand up.” As she insisted, a few of the most beautiful young ladies stood up.  
“You’re gorgeous! and you too, all the other babes, stand up, you’re always babes to somebody. 
Boys, boys, let’s give our babes a loving and respectful round of applause!”  

As the men began to applaud, more and more women began to stand up bashfully. Yet, 
their faces were flushed with gratitude and joy.  
“And all the Hispanics, stand up. You are coming with us to the circus tonight.”  

Now the women began to applaud as men also stood up. 
“You, the Muslims, you are joining us, stand up! Let’s go together to the circus.”  

More people kept standing up and the house was shaking with a thunderous applause.  
“You, the Blacks, stand up, up up up, you want circus with us! Yes, we want circus!”  

The house was overtaken by a frenzy of joy as everybody began to chant, “We want 
circus!, We want circus!”  

Hillary had to shout to make herself heard: 
“You, the people with disabilities, stand up, roll with us, let us take you to the circus with us!, for 
we all want circus! We want circus! We want circus!”  

Hillary was alone at the podium, but she stretched out her arms as if she were reaching 
out to hold hands with people next to her and then began to swing her arms to and fro.  

Soon everybody began holding hands and swinging their arms. At a round table where 
the men were wearing small caps as headdress, that is, kippahs or yarmulkes, they and the 
women began to lean to the right as they held hands and then to the left until they fluidly began 
taking steps to one side and then the opposite side; soon they were circling their tables, their 
eyes, their hold bodies twinkling with carefree amusement. Their dancing spread as if embers of 
a bonfire carried by a twister of irrepressible joy were igniting it at other tables.  

Those sitting at the rectangular long tables, the high tables, began to sway sideways with 
cheerful abandon. At other tables, people laughed and giggled and rhythmically let out high 
pitched cries to match the creaks of their knees and hips as they bobbed up and down while 
swinging their handheld arms in the opposite direction. The house kept chanting with furor as 
their paroxysm rose in unison, “We want circus!” We want circus! We want circus!” 

As soon as Hillary sensed that exhaustion was taking over, she began to talk loudly and 
slowly to calm people down. Gradually, ever more puffing and panting people began to stand 
still. They were sweaty, their throats were sore, their arms were barely attached to their sockets, 
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but all were brimming with the emotions unleashed by a totally unexpected, spontaneous 
physical manifestation of the joy of sharing an unforgettably congenial experience. 
“Since the third debate, I have relished Donald’s novel characterization of me. He said I was 
“Such a naspy woman”. I don’t quite know what ‘naspy’ means. But I know one thing: If he said 
that of me, then it must be a heartfelt compliment, for he is the kindest, sweetest man I know.  
“I guess with ‘naspy’ he summarized in even less than 140 characters what he said at the second 
debate, that I was a determined person that never quits and keeps going at it no matter what. I 
hope that it also means what I have shown tonight: I am the Reunifier of Americans.  
“Thank you for calling me naspy. It has inspired me a lot and I hope many other women and men 
too. Whenever you open your mouth, you become my ace card, my Trumpy! Friends, let’s 
express our appreciation to Trumpy with the strongest and above all sincere round of applause.”  

She began to clap and chant and everybody joined her, stamping with every strike of their 
hands the earnest message of the joy of togetherness that they were sending to their addressee:  
“Trumpy! Trumpy! Trumpy!” 

Trump stood up and, as he always does, humbly bowed to the house. Soon Boehner tears 
flowed to his eyes, for deep down, as his best friend and under-the-skin connoisseur, Elizabeth 
Warren, put it, “Trump is an outwardly secure, yet big-hearted, emotionally grabbable man”.  

As soon as he began to compose himself, he walked to the podium. By then, Hillary had 
been scurried away by Huma Abedin, her Campaign Vice Chairwoman, who had come to share 
with her the good tidings of yet another miraculous Resurrection of Clinton’s Emails and had 
taken her to offer thankful prayers and make a plea for the salvation of her soul and her cam-
paign. It was Trump’s turn to roast himself and, respectful of all traditions and customs, he did. 
“Dear my friends of mine. I realize that to follow...her...Hillary...Hi...Hilly’s act opens a great 
opportunity for me. The skit that I prepared is, of course, the most self-deprecating and the most 
gracious toward an opponent in the history of all charity galas since the Last Supper. However, I 
clearly anticipate, because I always do it all, that if I were to do my skit, I would so outperform 
Hi...Hilly that it would be embarrassing...for her, I mean, of course.  
“That would not be in keeping with the gentleman that I am and have always been since Adam 
took the blame for Eve eating the apple, because nobody is more of a gentleman than I am to all 
women, whether they eat apples or way too much. It follows that I want you all to come to my 
Three Ring Circus at the Tower tonight.  
“There will be ice cream and hot chocolate; peanuts and pumpkins; salty crackers and sweet 
potatoes; and all sorts of treats and plenty of tricks and even more ghosts and rattling shackles 
because with me it is every day and night Halloween! and you never know what you’re going to 
get...I myself don’t know what I’m going to give. But it is going to be spooky, believe me!  
“And you don’t have to worry about overindulging in believing or eating because I am going to 
have my personal doctor over there, the wonderful Dr. Ben Carson. If any of you feels sick to 
your stomach with what you had to swallow in my circus, I will have him give you what he has 
been offering to give me since he gave himself one with such enlightening effect that he dropped 
out of the primaries to support me: a lobotomy, better than Obamacare, no ever higher annual 
premiums, just one shot at it and you’re forever a healthier person.  
“I haven’t taken Ben up on his offer because I have been too busy with my charity works, the 
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main one of which is, of course, my participation in the presidential campaign to relieve the 
American people of its hunger for a reasonable, knowledgeable, and reassuringly reliable leader. 
In any event, during my exhaustive preparation for the debates, I read a yellow sticky on 
medicine and now I know more about medicine than Ben and his peers, the so-called surgeons 
general, so pompous, generals too! I bet, they don’t know anything about commanding troops on 
the battlefield, as I do. Believe me! So I myself will give each of you a lobotomy if it turns out 
on November 9 that you failed to grant my friend Hilly her only and consuming wish: to go back 
full time to her true calling as an email specialist. She’s such a naspy woman!” 

As soon as Hillary’s Campaign Manager, Robby Mook, heard those words, he seized the 
opportunity to give the signal to his assistants at his table. As one man, they jumped up, climbed 
on their chairs, and began chanting at the top of their voices: 
“We want naspy! We want naspy! We want naspy!” 

In every corner of the house, people popped up and joined them in chanting. In no time, 
the whole house had turned to where Hillary had taken a seat next to her adoptive spiritual father, 
Cardinal Dolan, who had played such a decisive role in her conversion to the credo of One 
Message, One Truth. Graciously, Hillary took the Cardinal’s arm and raised it as if it were that of 
Sen. Kaine. The room went crazy, chanting with insane passion: 
“She’s a naspy! She’s a naspy! She’s a naspy!” 

Still at the podium, Trump took it all in with great satisfaction, spreading his arms wide 
open, like Nixon bidding farewell at the door of the helicopter after resigning on August 9, 1974. 
He was basking in the as yet unspoken, self-congratulatory claim that it was thanks to his effort 
for years that a person had been born right there among the people: Hilly the naspy!  

By contrast, Trump’s Campaign Manager, Kellyanne Conway, had grasped the gravity of 
the situation: With her event-appropriate, self-deprecating, and Trump-complimentary skit, Hilla-
ry had stolen the show. She would be portrayed by the media as charitable toward her opponent, 
gracious in style, and surprisingly “Hillyarious”. But Trump had managed to place himself at the 
opposite, negative end of his bipolar assessment of everything, which admits of no degrees bet-
ween the extremes of a simple dualistic set of best ever and worst ever. Hillary had played him. 

That had been Hillary’s sole objective: to turn the charity gala into her show. However, 
even before she, Kaine, Robby, Huma, and her top aides had left the Waldorf Astoria hotel 
where the gala was held, they had the effervescent sense that not only had they attained that ob-
jective much better than expected, but also an unexpected window of opportunity had opened on 
the term Hilly the naspy! They felt that the immensely enjoyable and favorable gala experience 
was a situation-changing event: It gave them momentum. But they could not yet realize that if 
they worked with it strategically, they could turn it into the material for an October surprise. 

What they did realize by instinct and experience was that while on the premises, never 
mind within earshot of anybody else, they should not discuss the matter. Since they possessed 
the required discipline to proceed in accordance with their realization, they acted around the 
other attendees as if only sharing a moment of levity. So they kept their excitement bottled up. 

********** Part 2 of 2: Strategizing ********** 

A. How their vans exploded soon after they were turned on 

Once Hillary and her party got on their two vans and began driving to headquarters to 
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pick up their cars, they could not repress their excitement anymore. They exploded. It was the 
mad chaos of a triumphal mood. Everybody was laughing and shouting and sputtering their com-
ments and observations at once. Nobody could understand a word of what the others were say-
ing. It did not matter. This was not a moment for reflection; it was for unrestrained celebration. 

At the end of the gala, attendees were stepping over each other to reach them, shake their 
hands, embrace them, and kiss them as they thanked them for a marvelously funny and entertain-
ing evening. Now in the vans, each of them had to share with the others the compliments that had 
been poured on them. The torrents of reporting to the others what they had been told quickly 
converged into a maelstrom of confusion that whirled all the more powerfully because as soon as 
they got in each of their vans, they turned on their tablets, smartphones, and laptops to 
communicate via Skype with those in the other van. Instantly, they became Babels on wheels:  
“The first skit of its kind, bound to set a new standard. Fireworks of wit. Punch lines flying like 
darts to the bull’s eye. Gracious and elegant. The debut of a storyteller. The combination of mas-
terful diplomacy with incisive psychology. The magical transformation of dread of a debate-like 
confrontation into surreal conviviality. Give it like this to Congress and you’ll have a shot at your 
legislative agenda. A cathartic experience. An unimaginable night when the spirit soared on the 
wings of laughter. Humor to change hearts. The bliss of a wonderful counter-expectation. A vic-
tory for the joy of togetherness. I laughed so hard, I did it in my pants!” and on and on in sheer 
amazement at Hillary’s gift for humor never before suspected. Hilly had emerged from nowhere. 

 

B. Thinking strategically to craft the strategy for the final stretch 

As they were getting close to headquarters, Sen. Kaine managed to usher in a measure of 
sanity by asking repeatedly, “We’re arriving, people. What next?”  

Robby noted that the events of the night would be highlighted by the media the next day 
and they had to be ready to add momentum to the favorable press that they would receive. So 
Hillary asked them to come in to do something whose meaning they understood right away: to 
think strategically about the new situation.   

Indeed, they had discussed on several occasions the concept of strategic thinking that 
they had found at  *>ol:52§C in the study by Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.: 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting*  † 

 

*  Volume  1:  http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-
Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf  >all  prefixes:page  number  up  to  ol:393 

†  Volume  2:  http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-
Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf >from  ol2:394 

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles and letters thus: 
http://www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org >+ New or Users >Add New  

By thinking strategically to analyze the new situation and devise a plan of action as 
described in that study, they reached a significant initial determination. The event at the gala and 
the imminence of its becoming known nationally presented them with a new option for the final 
stretch of the campaign: to leave the nastiness of the campaign behind and take a kind, uplifting, 
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and joyful high road to victory led by a funny and gregarious reunifier capable of bringing the 
best in everybody for the common good: Hilly the naspy! 

 

C. Defining “naspy” as the positive core of their new theme  

The “Such a nasty woman” characterization that Trump had thoughtlessly hurled at 
Hillary as he unraveled the deeper he got into the third debate and the thinner his self-discipline 
wore, would be transformed into a term of their own. The Hillary campaign would not ask 
people to swallow their distaste of everything nasty and nevertheless proclaim themselves nasty 
as a cry of defiance and self-assertion. 

Instead, they would coin “naspy”. They would define it as a positive, complimentary term 
meaning not only determined and ‘non-quitting’, but also exuding civility, graceful, kind, witty, 
resourceful, and contagiously optimistic so as to be an inspiring, winning leader. It would be a 
term to be uttered without second thoughts. Rather than “stronger” to fight an opponent, the 
emphasis would be laid on “together” to join the joy. “Naspy” would be the core of the positive, 
uplifting theme for their new strategy to guide the campaign in the final days of the race. 

Now they had to flesh out the ‘naspy’ term with the details needed for strategy imple-
mentation. They did not have much time to do so. They stayed at headquarters and got to work.  

 

D. Crafting TV ads of all kinds of people joyfully walking to a voting center 

Hillary, Kaine, Robby, Huma, and other assistants bandied ideas from here to there. 
Progressively, their ideas began to take shape and win consensus: They wanted an ad portraying 
people from all walks of life moving briskly from different directions, even dancing as they sang 
to invite others along the way, including those who looked the opposite of them, to join in a 
joyful trip that converged on a unifying center, that is, a voting center on Election Day where 
Hillary was to welcome them. 

This led to a discussion of an appropriate place that would suggest the center of 
something. Robby came up with the idea of the green field of the Upper West Side Morningside 
Heights campus of Columbia University, of which he was an alumnus, because people could 
converge between the buildings on it and have the Low Memorial Library in the background that 
could bring to mind both the White House and the Supreme Court building as a... 
“The triumphal arch!”, shouted Huma, who had held a volunteer recruiting speech at a student 
association of archrival New York University.  

It was an instant hit: The Washington Square Arch in Lower Manhattan, surrounded by 
NYU buildings, conjured up the idea of celebration of a triumphal victory, indeed, that of George 
Washington.  

However, getting the necessary permits to film physically at the Square would take too 
long, as would cordoning it off to prevent it from being flooded by students, tourists, street 
performers, neighbors, cyclists, vehicles, delivery trucks, etc. So they decided to do it the high 
tech way: They would go digital.  

The movement of people would be filmed at the Madison Square Garden, where a true 
circus, that of the Ringling Brothers, usually performed. Thereafter scenes from the Columbia 
University campus and the Washington Square Arch would be added digitally. Also, the ads that 
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would run in battleground states would use the same movements of people and song, but an 
algorithm would easily perform the digital addition of equivalent well-known local buildings and 
monuments.  

The discussion of a multitude of people swirling on the Square led to another idea.The 
people on the ad that would walk between a set of buildings would be dressed in the same solid 
color and kind of dress. As they approached the Square, they would mingle with other people 
dressed in other colors and kinds of dress so that as they neared the voting place under the arch 
they made for a kaleidoscopic crowd in joyful colors and variety of dresses. This would illustrate 
the message in the lyrics that they would sing: Hilly the naspy was the reunifier of America after 
a divisive and bruising campaign. 

 

E. Assembling an artistic team to translate their ideas into reality 

After they were reasonably satisfied with the results and could no longer keep their eyes 
open, they slept wherever they could for the little time that was left. As early as they could that 
morning, they began calling people. They contacted the manager of their account at the TV 
advertising agency that was making their ads and prevailed upon him to dispatch to Hillary’s 
headquarters their best TV ad makers. They wanted to ensure that these ad people would not be 
distracted from producing their ads in a record short time. 

They also got in touch with a composer who should come up with a catchy, vibrant, 
energizing song, something reminiscent of ABBA’s Thank you for the music. They also got hold 
of a male and a female celebrity who would narrate the positive message of being joyfully 
reunified for the common good under the inclusive leadership of a gregarious Hilly the naspy. 

The ad people contacted a digital studio reputed for doing the most spectacular special 
effects for big budget Hollywood pictures. They expected it to be willing in exchange for a hefty 
fee, which the campaign could easily afford, to drop everything it was doing in order to 
concentrate on producing in rapid sequence a series of localized TV ads for the new strategy. 

 

F. Variations on Hilly the naspy for T-shirts, signs, and posters 

As more volunteers arrived at headquarters, they were told about the new strategy. They 
too contributed their ideas for variations on its Hilly the naspy theme. Those variations would be 
seen at every rally in hand-held signs, posters on walls, and the T-shirts worn by volunteers 
working at rallies and bought by supporters, whether at rallies or on the Hillary website. 
Accordingly, an instruction was issued to all the state headquarters and local offices to print and 
distribute materials with the new logos and similar positive and uplifting ones likely to find 
resonance with the local voters.  

Among the logos that Hillary, Kaine, Robby, Huma, and the headquarters volunteers 
came up with were these:  

a. She’s naspy!...and I too  b. We want Hilly!  c. Such a naspy Hilly 
d. Naspy is the winner  e. Naspy is kinder  f. I love naspy  
g. Hilly, America’s reunifier  h. Be naspy, vote Hilly i. Stronger reunified 
j. Go Hilly, join us k. Be naspy, reunify! l. Hilly for 1 America 
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m. We reunify, we’re naspy  n. I’m naspy for Hilly o. Vote, be naspy 
They also came up with ideas for designs with those logos to be printed on T-shirts in 

bright colors made by local shops on rush orders. Among the designs were these:  
1. a color gradient that converged on a luminous center where the logo was written; 
2. the logo was written in the inverted U shape of an arch; 
3. the logo appeared on a billboard atop an arch; 
4. the logo formed the road that ascended and led under the arch; 
5. the logo appeared on the frontispiece of the arch;  
6. the logo was written on the roof of a 3-D arch that tilted outwardly; 
7. the logo was on the inside of the vault of a 3-D arch tilted toward the torso; 
8. the logo was the arch’s foundation, its legs resting on the space between two words; 
9. the logo appeared in the shape and colors of a rainbow; 

10. the logo appeared as lightning striking the arch and electrifying it; 
11. the logo appeared as the rim of a sun that cast sunrays on the arch and brightened it; 
12. the logo appeared as an incandescent arch overarching the arch and illuminating it. 

Within 48 hours from the end of the charity gala, there rolled out onto the national scene 
the new strategy of leaving behind everything nasty about the campaign and moving forward 
with the naspy theme of kindness and the joy of being reunified as We the People. A lot rode on 
it for Hillary, Kaine, Robby, Huma, and everybody else involved in the campaign both at head-
quarters and in their offices throughout the country. Hilly the naspy was supposed to take them 
to victory at the polls under a triumphal arch.  

In that vein, Robby, ever the electoral strategist, came up with an idea: “At every rally 
from now on, we will replay the video of the charity gala before you enter the stage. It will put 
the audience in a joyful mood and make it see you as a well-rounded person with an insanely 
hilarious streak. You will tell the audience that the video is posted to your website.”  

Robby’s idea was right on: The video went viral instantly. It was followed by a request 
that a high percentage of people who viewed it granted: to donate to Hillary’s campaign. 

 

G. Sec. Clinton consults with Dr. Cordero, the author 

of the strategic thinking concept 

Soon after the new strategy was put in place, Robby and Huma suggested that Sec. 
Clinton bring in Dr. Cordero to consult with him on the further application of his strategic 
thinking concept to the campaign. They also wanted to ask for his advice on how, in case she 
won the election, she should proceed as president elect with the nomination of a successor to the 
Late Justice Scalia and to the sooner rather than later Retiring Justice Ginsburg. She also wanted 
to express her appreciation for his analysis of her performance at the charity gala.  
The meeting was attended by the three of them and Sen. Kaine. It was very cordial and construc-
tive. Emphasizing its forward-looking nature, Sec. Clinton asked Dr. Cordero how he could con-
tribute to her administration if she became president. Dr. Cordero answered without hesitation 
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and with conviction, as if he were making a statement before a Senate confirmation committee.  
“I would like to be your Attorney General. I want to carry out the investigation of the Federal Ju-
diciary and its judges for their unaccountability and consequent riskless wrongdoing so manifest 
in their disregard of the requirements of due process and equal protection of the law. They have 
provoked the dissatisfaction with our judicial and legal systems of so many people among the 
more than 100 million parties to the more than 50 million cases that are filed annually in the fed-
eral and state courts(*>ol:311§1).  
“The dissatisfied form a huge untapped voting bloc. They are ignored and left to fend for 
themselves by the politicians who recommend, nominate, and confirm judges and then hold 
“their men and women on the bench” unaccountable. They need an advocate.  
“In turn, they can open the way for you to introduce the change that can help you win over the 
Dissatisfied With The Establishment, the ones who have given their unwavering support to Esta-
blishment Outsider Trump and Establishment Critic Sen. Sanders.  
“Depending on how you handle that change, they can give you their sup-port and help you 
become a successful president or they can mount an even stronger challenge in the mid-term 
election, thus reducing your support in Congress and your 2020 reelection chances.  
“As your Attorney General, I would work to make them and the rest of the country have reasons 
to acknowledge you as their Champion of Justice.” 

After Dr. Cordero ended his answer, Sec. Clinton looked at him incredulous. She did not 
know whether he was joking, charity gala style, or he meant it as dead seriously as he appeared 
to be. Sen. Kaine, Robby, and Huma looked at each other speechless and at Dr. Cordero 
respectfully. Then they turned to Sec. Clinton, waiting for her to react.  

Finally, she said with the benevolent smile on her face and the playful tone in her voice 
of a consummate diplomat. 
“I don’t doubt that you could be a competent attorney general. But after reading your charity gala 
skit, I’d rather say that your vocation is that of a writer of dreams”...and she smiled facetiously. 

The others chuckled. By contrast, Dr. Cordero replied matter-of-factly: 
“But dreams don’t pay my rent and food”.  
“Perhaps Saturday Night Live can give you a gig there...and next time I appear on the show you 
write something as funny as your charity gala skit. I can talk to some people to get you onboard.” 
“I’d rather you gave me a job as an investigator of wrongdoing judges.”  
“Dream on!” 
“Okay, let’s begin with this: I can write skits for the many celebratory meetings that you will and 
should attend as part of a strategy for whipping up good will among the public and getting 
everybody, whether they voted for or against you, excited about attending and following on their 
media devices your next important public appointment: your inaugural speech in January. You 
wouldn’t like to have fewer people in attendance than President Obama did twice.” 

That statement caught Sec. Clinton’s imagination. She appeared interested in what Dr. 
Cordero had to say. “And how would you go about doing that?” 
“Don’t remind people of the campaign anymore. We had enough of it. Instead, joke about your 
transition to life without the campaign: about your plan to relax after the election only to be over-
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whelmed by people asking you for a job...‘but I ain’t being no employment agency! I’m not 
working at all! I won the presidency and got free tickets on Air Force One to visit my friends in 
the 11,200 countries that I went to as a lowly secretary. Now I’m it! and I’m on holiday! until 
next year, or the year after that if you people keep interrupting my rest and bugging me’.” 

They all laughed heartily. Dr. Cordero went on. 
“Tell your audience that you were taking a long bubble bath when Putin called to complain about 
the lights going off in Moscow and to warn you that if he found out that the blackout was your 
retaliation for his release of embarrassing emails of yours, he would turn the lights off in the 
whole of the U.S. So you told him in no uncertain terms, “Listen, you little third-rate malicious 
hacking despot, if I have to take a bath in cold water because of you, I’ll nuke you!”  
“Then you got so nervous about having sent the NSA the order for the blackout from your 
personal smartphone that you dropped it in the bathtub and it almost got you electrocuted. Do 
you have any idea, you ask your audience, how difficult it is to get your hair down when it is 
porcupine up with static electricity? Now you know why I almost didn’t make it here.” 

Sec. Clinton burst into hysteric laughter and so did Sen. Kaine, Robby, and Huma. They 
just could not believe that Dr. Cordero had switched so swiftly and convincingly from an 
apparently earnest applicant for the cabinet position of attorney general to the delivery of a string 
of jokes performed with the flair of a stand-up comedian. That was what Dr. Cordero had been 
aiming for because laughter makes people thankful and receptive to the one causing it.  
“The only thing that matters to me is exposing judges’ unaccountability and consequent riskless 
wrongdoing. On September 30, 2015, there were 2,293 federal judicial officers in office. They 
can remain there for life. They have power over people’s property, liberty, and all the rights and 
duties that shape their lives. And they do whatever they want, relying on their impunity because 
they know that in the 227 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, only 8 federal 
judges have been impeached and removed.(*>jur:21§§1-3)  
“By contrast, you have a mandate limited to 4 years, subject to the checks and balances of 
Congress, the media, mid-term voters, the international community, and the public. Who has 
more means to harm people: you or judges?  
“That is why I want to expose their wrongdoing. If you are not interested in doing so, the battle 
over the Supreme Court vacancies may offer Mr. Trump the opportunity to do it.  
“He may adopt my proposal that he use the time needed to create his own TV station to attract 
professional and citizen journalists to the background investigation of any person nominated by 
you to the Court; and to launch the Watergate-like generalized media investigation(*>ol:194§E) 
of two unique national stories: the P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and the Federal Judiciary-NSA 
stories(†>ol2:440), which will expose wrongdoing as the judges’ institutionalized modus 
operandi(jur:65§B). 
“He can publish their findings in his website’s daily newscast, his version of MSNBC and the 
precursor of his TV newscast. I want to lead that investigation, whether for you or for him, and 
in both cases on behalf of We the People and our birthright to government by the rule of law.” 

Sec. Clinton looked inquiringly at Sen. Kaine, Robby, and Huma, who were looking in 
amazement at Dr. Cordero back in his serious skin. Sec. Clinton fixed Dr. Cordero with her eyes 
and became pensive. Nobody disturbed her thinking.  

After a while, she said... 
****************** 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/mag/DrRCordero-SecHClinton.pdf


ol2:504 http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf 

Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England  Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School  DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 
 

November 11, 2016 
President-elect Donald J. Trump 
Donald J. Trump for President, Inc. 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
 
Dear President-elect Trump, 

1. Congratulations on your election. This is an application1 for a position in your administration. I 
want to contribute my knowledge and experience as a doctor of law and researcher-writer 
attorney to what according to you follows in importance only to a president’s declaration of war, 
a Supreme Court nomination, and the corresponding need for ‘draining’ the Judiciary.  

2. My commitment to your success and capacity to assist you are revealed by the letters (infra↓) 
that I researched and wrote you and your top officers. They are based on my study of the 
Judiciary’s performance in practice rather than as prescribed, Exposing Judges’ Unaccountabi-

lity and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial 

unaccountability reporting.
2 Those letters and study show that I possess a capacity that can be of 

significant benefit to your honoring your pledge to ‘drain the swamp of corruption of Washing-
ton insiders’, the Establishment, and replace their failed policies: I think strategically. I use 
knowledgeable and practical judgment to understand the harmonious and conflicting interests of 
the people in a system and craft plans to strengthen alliances and weaken foes(†>498§§B, G)2. 

3. Indeed, you will begin your presidency in a country so disunited that more people voted against 
you than for you. Bad omen. You need to lower the obstacles to your every move that will be 
raised by that majority of people, including the anti-Trump movement who are demonstrating in 
the streets to the chant of “Not my president”. They are the most vocal and determined of 
demonstrators: young people. They are asking for the Electoral College to elect the winner of the 
popular vote, Sec. Clinton. While they have little chance of persuading it to do so, they have the 
stamina to keep their protest alive, perhaps led by Sen. Sanders, for the next 18 months until the 
mid-term campaign begins. Worse, they can mount a demonstration that mars your inagural 
speech and the taking of the oath before the on-site and the national and international TV public 
and media. This would diminish your authority and prestige here and abroad and set a demeaning 
contrast to the spirit of celebration and hope that suffused P. Obama’s inagurations.(444¶1) 

4. Between now and then you can start to win them over by taking action that switches their atten-
tion from your negatives to the positives that they begin to receive. Neither building the wall nor 
dismantling Obamacare can do so. But draining the swamp can start now and impress a huge(*> 
311¶1)2 bloc of people by showing that the system of justice that you accused of being rigged in 
favor of Sec. Clinton is rigged against We the People(437¶4): Judges are held unaccountable by 
the politicians who put them on the bench. Their connivance(488¶¶3-6) allows judges to abu-
sively(437¶¶4-5) deprive people of their property, liberty, and rights(453). How would you feel 
if the College deprived you of your presidency, but a Comey-like officer opened an investigation 
that revealed the electors’ disqualifying corruption? You would praise and root for that officer 
(363¶¶4-6,8). At a press conference(489¶¶10-11), you can denounce politicians/judges’ conni-
vance; and ask the public to submit their judicial complaints(311¶2; 362¶4) and the media to in-
vestigate two unique national stories(440, 480¶¶2-3) to plumb the judicial swamp as the prere-
quisite to your justiceship nomination. “The appearance of impropriety” will cause outrage(461§G) 
and resignations and enable you to ‘pack the courts’and reshape the system(422¶¶1,3,4; 488¶¶5-
8). To present how to do so(483) and discuss this application, I3 respectfully request a meeting. 

 Sincerely,  s/Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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November 25, 2016 
 

Federal judges with life-tenure are the Establishment by definition 
Will President-elect Trump  

drain the judicial swamp or let it fester 
on the advice of the Establishment insiders that he is bringing 

into the White House and his cabinet and to avoid judges’ 
retaliation against his 70 pending business lawsuits, thus leaving 

exposed to judges’ continued abuse The Dissatisfied With The 
Establishment, who elected him, and the rest of We the People? 

 

 

1. President-elect Trump has stated that what follows in importance a president’s declaration of war 
is a Supreme Court nomination.  

2. Indeed, until the Court upholds the constitutionality of a law, it is little more than a set of wishful 
guidelines envisaged by the 535 members of Congress and the president and expressed in black 
ink on white paper. Where would Obamacare be today if the Court had held it unconstitutional? 
In a footnote in the chronicles of the Obama presidency. 

3. P-e Trump also campaigned on the promise “to drain the swamp of corruption of Washington 
insiders”. The latter constitute the Establishment. He accused Sec. Clinton of being its 
representative so that if she won the presidential election, she would protect the swamp and its 
corruption would continue festering. It stills festers although in 2006, Democratic Representative 
Nancy Pelosi, before becoming Speaker of the House, famously declared that “Washington is 
dominated by the culture of corruption” and vowed “to drain the swamp”(*>jur:23fn16). She 
miserably failed to do so because she was part of the Establishment. 

4. By contrast, P-e Trump is an outsider. He is not tied, and does not owe his election, to Establish-
ment members. Far from it, those who got him elected are precisely The Dissatisfied With The 
Establishment. However, in light of his nomination of Washington insiders for his White House 
and cabinet, how concerned should The Dissatisfied be about his becoming domesticated on 
those insiders’ advice to the Washington ways so as to become used to the continued festering of 
the swamp, in general, and its most harmful portion, the judicial swamp, in particular? 

A. The abused powers that generate the judicial swamp 

“Power corrupts, and absolute power corrupts absolutely”. Lord Acton, 
Letter to Bishop Mandell Creighton, April 3, 1887. 

5. The status of unaccountability is at the source of the capacity to turn power into absolute power 
that ends up forming a swamp of corruption. 

1. Judges’ power to stay established: life-appointment and 
irremovability in practice 

6. Federal judges are appointed for life. Worse yet, they are irremovable in effect: While 2,293 
federal judges were in office on 30sep15, in the last 227 years since the creation of the Federal 
Judiciary in 1789, the number of them impeached and removed is 8!(jur:21§1).  

7. Several justices have been on the Supreme Court for around 25 years, such as JJ. Thomas (29), 
Kennedy (28), Ginsburg (23), and Breyer (22). J. Scalia was in office for 30 years. That does not 
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count at all the years that they spent in the circuit and district courts.  
8. For instance, while J. Sotomayor has been on the Supreme Court only since 2009, she has been 

in the Federal Judiciary since 1992, when she was appointed a federal district court, followed by 
her appointment in 1998 to the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. Hence, she has already 
been in the judicial Establishment for 24 years. 

9. It is a fact that the Federal Judiciary is the quintessential Establishment. Its judges are established 
in power forever no matter the quality or quantity of their performance or conduct. 

2. The power of connivance between appointing-politicians 
and their appointed judges 

10. Federal judges are recommended, endorsed, nominated, and confirmed by politicians. For the 
latter, judges are “our men and women on the bench”. They stand in an appointer-appointee 
relation(†>ol2:488¶¶3-6). Politicians hold judges unaccountable in the expectation that they will 
hold the laws of their legislative agenda constitutional(jur:23fn17a) and not retaliate(Lsch:17§C) 
against the thousands of lawsuits that the government files every year.  

11. Neither of the other two branches dare check that judges “shall hold their Office during good Be-

haviour” only, as provided for under Article III, Section 1, of the Constitution(jur:22fn12). The 
relation of power between these branches is out of balance, but only due to pragmatic considera-
tions, not because the Constitution holds the Judiciary superior to the other branches. Far from it. 
Nevertheless, the result is that judges neither fear nor respect politicians. 

3. Judges’ vast power of the office 

12. Judges act as a standing constitutional convention, for they give content to the mere labels of the 
Constitution(jur:22fn12b), such as “freedom of speech, freedom of the press”, “due process”, 
“equal protection of the law”. They even read into it new rights never imagined hundreds of years 
ago by a rural, religious, and mostly illiterate society and even diametrically opposite to its beliefs. 

13. Judges interpret the meaning and scope of application of every law. By exercising that power in 
its many forms(ol:267§4), they dispose of the property, liberty, life, and all the rights and duties 
that shape what people can and cannot do from before their birth, throughout their lives, and after 
their death(jur:25fn25, 26). They abuse their power by the way they make decisions: The analysis 
(ol2:453) of their official statistics shows that the 12 federal regional circuit courts dispose of 93% 
of appeals in decisions “on procedural grounds, by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, without 

comment”. They are so perfunctory that the majority are issued on a 5¢ summary order form 
and/or marked “not precedential”, mere ad hoc, arbitrary, reasonless fiats of the judicial swamp. 
There can be no doubt that individually and collectively judges wield the broadest, farthest-reach-
ing, and most substantial power of any public officer, including the most corruptive: the power 'to 
tell what is good and evil' in the contemplation of the law, that is, what is legal and illegal. 

4. Judges’ power to grab benefits  

14. Judges abuse their power to grab the social, material, and personal benefits within their 
reach(ol:173¶93) and for sheer convenience. The opportunity to use power to grab can hardly be 
passed up under the influence of the most insidious corruptor: money!, lots of money! In the 
calendar year 2010, the bankruptcy judges alone ruled on the $373 billion at stake in only 
personal bankruptcies(jur:27§2). The only ones watching with power to do anything about its 
disposition were the circuit judges who had appointed them and they and the district judges who 
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could remove them(jur:43fn61a). With them as their overseers, bankruptcy judges could do just 
about anything, except being ungrateful(jur:42fn60). In addition, there is all the money subject to 
judges’ decisions in probate matters, contracts, alimony, mergers and acquisition, taxes, etc. 

5. Judges’ power to grow well-connected 

15. The arguments that militate in support of the two-term limit for holding the presidency, and of P-
e Trump’s promise to push for legislation limiting the number of terms for members of Congress 
apply to judges too: The longer a person serves in public office, the more entitled they feel and 
the more their public office becomes their personal one. That feeling of entitlement is 
exacerbated for federal judges, who do not have to run for reelection and need not fear in reality 
being removed. They and their public office become one and the same. 

16. Moreover, as public officers deal with ever more people, they become ever more powerful 
through the IOUs that they have collected from people who needed their help; and the more 
indebted they become to others whose help they needed to get their way. Hence, to an ever 
greater extent they move from doing the public’s business to ‘dealing for their own account’.  

6. Judges’ power of camaraderie  

17. To be in good standing with the other judges, a judge only needs to engage in knowing 
indifference and willful ignorance or blindness, which are forms of culpably looking the other 
way(jur:88§§a-c) and carrying on as if nothing had happened or will happen.  

‘Keep your mouth shut about what I and the other judges did or are about 
to do, and you can enjoy our friendship.’ 

‘I will protect you today against this complaint and tomorrow you will 
protect me or my friends when we are the target of a complaint’. 

18. That is how judges implicitly or explicitly ensure for decades their social acceptance and their 
self-preservation through reciprocal protection. They know from the historical record that 
nobody will charge them with accessorial liability after the fact that they kept quiet about or 
covered up, and before the fact of the next wrongful act that they encouraged others to do with 
their promise of passive silence or active cover-up. 

19. By contrast, a judge who dared expose another judge’s wrongdoing would be deemed by all the 
other judges an unreliable traitor and cast out their social circle and activities as a pariah.  

20. Such interdependent security(Lsch:16§1) gives rise to the judicial class mentality. It is similar to 
that found among police officers, doctors, priests, sports teams, sororities and fraternities, etc. It 
trades integrity for the benefits of membership. The more time judges spend in the Judiciary, the 
more they transition from peers to colleagues, to members, to friends, and to co-conspirators 
(ol:166§§C, D). So instead of administering justice to We the People, they run their swamp as a 
private enterprise to make it ever more profitable, efficient, and secure for themselves. 

7. Judges’ power to self-discipline 

21. In its Article III, the Constitution only creates the Supreme Court. All lower courts thereunder 
are created by Congress, which also creates tribunal-like administrative agencies under Art. II, 
Sec. 8; and appoints judges directly or by delegation under Art. II, Sec. 2. The Constitution does 
not grant judges, not even those of the Supreme Court, the power to determine themselves what 
constitutes “good Behaviour” during which they can “hold their Offices”.  
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22. Yet, politicians have relinquished that significant ‘check and balance’ to the judges by allowing 
them to exercise the power of self-disciplining(jur:21§1). With the connivance of politicians, 
judges abuse that power by dismissing 99.82%(jur:10-14) of complaints against them filed by 
parties to cases and any other members of the People, as well as denying up to 100% of petitions 
to review those dismissals(jur:24§§b-d). The relation of political protectors-judicial protégés is 
anathema to the objective analysis of complaints against judges and the fair and impartial 
treatment of complainants. That is why judges have no inhibitions about abusing their self-
disciplining power to arrogate to themselves self-exemption from liability. 

23. Complainants have no other source of relief. They are left to bob with their complained about 
harm in the middle of the swamp. 

8. Judges’ power to show contempt for We the People 

and our representatives 

24. We the People, the masters in “government of, by, and for the people”(jur:82fn172), hired judges 
as our public servants to deliver the service of administering justice according to the rule of law. 
But judges need not serve the People to stay established in office. Voters neither elect nor reelect 
federal judges. Judges stay even when they disserve the People. There is no downside to disser-
vice, for they can neither be demoted nor have their salary reduced. To enjoy their lifelong stay 
on the bench, they only need to serve their constituency: each other. If they stand together, no-
body can bring them down...unless their swamp is drained through exposure, as proposed below. 

9. The power to retaliate 

25. Judges’ power to retaliate is not limited to declaring the pieces of a president’s or party’s legisla-
tive agenda unconstitutional. Judges have a panoply of ways to engage in chicanery: They can 
sign search and seizure warrants broader than they should be, narrow them or refuse to sign 
them; grant, deny or impose punitive, bail; admit or exclude evidence, evidentiary and expert wit-
nesses, and their testimony; uphold or overrule objections and raise others on their own; cause 
docket dates to be moved forward or backward; lose, misplace, and find documents; grant or 
deny hearings and leave to appeal; ignore, or grant more or less than, the relief requested; enter or 
disregard a verdict; grant a reduction or increase in the amount of compensation; etc.(Lsch:17§C) 

26. Judges’ power to retaliate has an important limit: They cannot retaliate simultaneously against a 
large number of professional and citizen journalists participating in a concerted effort to drain 
their swamp through investigation and exposure, especially if the effort was launched by the 
president to deliver on a campaign promise. Massive retaliation would unmask their actions 
as coordinated abuse of power to conceal their liability for, and preserve, their swamp benefits. 

B. Judges’ unaccountability is the key corruptive component of their swamp 

27. Unaccountability is the attribute that distinguishes judges individually as public officers and col-
lectively as a class, the judicial class, a privileged one. Their privilege is at once the source and 
the result of their powers, which they leverage to preserve and exploit their privilege by adopting 
a black robe first mentality and letting it guide their professional and personal “Behaviour”. 

28. Judges’ privilege is the product of corruptive components:  
a. a sense of entitlement to their office for life;  
b. the assurance of being held unaccountable by others and the capacity to assure themselves 
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their self-exemption from discipline, never mind liability to the people that they harm by 
their wrongdoing, which give rise to a sense and the reality of impunity; and  

c. the most corruptive of all powers: the power to decide what is lawful or unlawful and 
thereby make anything either right or wrong...or simply go away.  

29. People are not merely elevated to the federal bench. Because they are allowed, and manage, to 
do from there whatever they want without being worried about its adverse consequences 
regardless of the nature and quality of their behavior and performance, they are given access to a 
status that no person is entitled to receive or grab in ‘government, not of men and women, but by 
the rule of law’(ol:5fn6): Public Servants Above their Masters -We the People- and their Law.  

30. Conferring a federal judgeship amounts to issuing a license to engage in wrongdoing for profit as 
a member of an independent, sovereign corrupt organization. Since P-e Trump wants to drain the 
Establishment swamp, he must begin by draining the one that dominates it: the judicial swamp.  

C. P-e Trump owes his loyalty, not to the judges of the swamp, but rather 
to The Dissatisfied With The Establishment who elected him 

31. No federal judge has ever been nominated by P-e Trump. None of them owes him any loyalty. 
Instead, he owes his loyalty to the people who elected him, The Dissatisfied With The Establish-
ment, and to the promises that he made them, such as the promise to drain the Establishment 
swamp. The Dissatisfied encompass the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems. They 
form a huge untapped voting bloc.  

32. In fact, every year, more than 100 million parties take others or are taken to court in the more 
than 50 million cases filed in state and federal courts(jur:8fn4,5). To them must be added the 
scores of millions of parties to cases pending or deemed to have been decided wrongly or wrong-
fully and the additional scores of millions of affected related persons: their families, friends, peers, 
etc. But they are as unaware of forming a voting bloc as the Dissatisfied were until Election 2016. 

33. The majority of them have been hurt profoundly, for nothing can so deeply offend people and 
commit them to fighting back with passion and unwavering determination as to feel that they 
were abused to be taken advantage of. When the abusers are none other than the public officers 
hired to afford them due process and the equal protection of the law, that feeling is aggravated by 
a sense of betrayal. Thus, if P-e Trump undertakes to deliver on his promise to drain the judicial 
swamp, he can count with the passionate support of all those dissatisfied with the judiciary.  

D. P-e Trump, as the president for everybody’s benefit, can begin to unite 
the nation by draining the judicial swamp that harms We the People 

34. Our country is deeply divided. In fact, 2 million more people voted for Sec. Clinton than for 
Candidate Trump, which means that she won the popular vote. That comforts the anti-Trump 
movement as it demonstrates in the streets to the chant of “Not my president”. It is animated by 
the most vigorous protesters: young people. They can mount demonstrations in Washington and 
the rest of the country on the inauguration day that can mar P-e Trump’s speech and his taking of 
the oath of office in front of the on-site audience and the national and international TV public 
and media. That would diminish his authority and prestige here and abroad and set a demeaning 
contrast to the spirit of celebration and hope that suffused P. Obama’s inaugurations.(ol2:444¶1)  

35. So, he must unite our country and win over as many of those who voted for Sec. Clinton, the oth-
er candidates, and nobody because they disliked all of them. He must take action that switches 
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their attention from the negatives about him to the positives that he can bring them. Neither 
building the wall nor repealing Obamacare can begin now, let alone unite the country. But he can 
from well before Inauguration Day, start draining the Establishment’s judicial swamp. 

E. P-e Trump’s first drainage step: a press conference to call on the public and 
the media to expose the corruptive judicial powers and the resulting swamp 

36. P-e Trump can call a press conference(ol2:489¶¶10-11) to declare that the system of justice that 
he accused of being rigged in favor of Sec. Clinton is actually rigged against We the People(ol2: 
437¶4), constituting a key portion of the Establishment swamp, so that as a prerequisite to nom-
inating J. Scalia’s successor and ushering in a fair and impartial system, the depth of its corruption 
must be plumbed. He can thus become the People’s Champion of Justice. To that end, he can: 

a. make an Emile Zola-like I accuse!(jur:98§2) denunciation of politicians/judges’ connivance;  
b. ask the public to submit their judicial complaints(ol:311¶2; 362¶4) and the decisions of the 

judges in their cases(ol:274, 304) to his website for the public to examine them in search 
of the most persuasive evidence: commonalities pointing to patterns of wrongdoing;  

c. call on professional and citizen journalists to investigate the two unique national stories 
(ol2:440, 480¶¶2-3) of President Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA.  

1) Judges are required by their own Code of Conduct to “avoid even the appearance 

of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a). Therefore, journalists only have to show, rather 
than prove, that judges appear to engage in improprieties, never mind criminal 
conduct, such as concealing assets to evade taxes and launder them of the taint of 
unlawful origin(jur:65fn107a,c). Such showing will cause outrage so intense in 
the public(ol2:461§G) as to provoke resignations among judges(jur:92§d);  

d) announce nationally televised hearings on judges’ wrongdoing to determine the needed 
reform(jur:158§6-7); (jur:xlv§G on millenial impossibles that are part of today’s reality); 

e) demand that Congress convene the constitutional convention that 34 states have formally 
called, thus satisfying the constitutional requirement of Article V for amending the Consti-
tution, and advocate the adoption of term-limits for judges and the establishment of citizen 
boards of judicial accountability and liability to compensate judges’ victims(jur:160§8); 

f) encourage top universities to join forces with the national media and journalism schools, 
advocates of honest judiciaries, and groups of victims of wrongdoing judges to:  

1) organize a national conference on judges’ unaccountability and riskless wrongdoing 
(jur:97§1), and statistical, linguistic, and literary auditing techniques(jur:131§b); 

2) publish print and/or digital journals on judicial unaccountability and wrongdoing 
(jur:97§1) with articles for scholarly and general audiences; 

3) devise and disseminate templates for the public to report judicial wrongdoing as 
one of the sources together with other techniques(ol:42, 60) for compiling the An-
nual Report on Judicial Unaccountability and Wrongdoing in America(jur:126§3); 

4) create an institute(jur:130§5) of judicial accountability and reform advocacy. 
37. You can contribute to the drainage of the judicial swamp by sharing and posting this article 

widely. I offer to make a presentation of it in person or by video conference upon request(ol:202). 
 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)...and you may enter it. 
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January 5, 2017 
 

Editor Deborah Henley  editor@newsday.com, letters@newsday.com, li@newsday.com  
Reporter Will Van Sant  will.vansant@newsday.com  
Reporter Sandra Peddie sandra.peddie@newsday.com 
Newsday  tel. (631)843-2700 or (800)639-7329 
235 Pinelawn Road, Melville, NY 11747  
 
Re: Taking advantage of current events to cause Trump to keep his promise to “drain the swamp 

of the Establishment”, whose life-tenured judges are the most established...and win a Pulitzer 
 
 

Dear Editor Henley and Reporters Van Sant and Peddie, 
1. You invested an enormous amount of effort, time, and money compiling and analyzing the data 

for your Suffolk judges articles. Your investment paid off since you caused the administrative 
judge to open an investigation of judges abusing their power to repay their judicial race backers.  

2. Indeed, this is the most opportune time for you to leverage the experience that you gained 
conducting that judicial wrongdoing investigation: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment 
elected President-elect Trump. He promised to “drain the swamp of corruption of the Establish-

ment”. The most established of the Establishment are the life-tenured judges of the Federal 
Judiciary, who stay in office no matter the nature and quality of what they do or fail to do.  

3. Your exposure of the corruption of the Federal Judiciary itself will be in line with what 
Candidate Trump said he wanted to do and what as President-elect he has reaffirmed that he 
wants to do: to “drain the swamp”. What is more, it will also be in line with what The 
Dissatisfied will hold him accountable for doing. Trump cannot risk dissatisfying his electoral 
base after having lost the popular vote to Sec. Clinton by 2,865,075 votes, lest he lose Congress 
in the mid-term election next year and become a lame duck, unable to pass his legislative agenda. 

4. Can you imagine the payoff for you in terms of national recognition and of republishing or even 
syndication fees if your articles on two unique national stories(†>ol2:524) of judicial wrongdoing 
forced Soon-to-be President Trump to keep his promise by draining its most established 
swampers: life-tenured federal judges?  

5. Although 2,293 federal judges were in office on 30Sep15, in the last 228 years since the creation 
of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, the number of federal judges impeached and removed is 
8!(*>jur:2213,14) In reliance on that historic assurance of impunity in fact, federal judges abuse 
their power -as do their state counterparts- by engaging in wrongdoing risklessly. That is how 
their power to decide over people’s property, life, and all the rights and duties that determine 
their lives has become ‘absolute power, the type that corrupts absolutely’. They use their power 
in connection with the most insidious corruptor, money!, lots of money! Just the bankruptcy 
judges disposed of the $273 billion in controversy in only personal bankruptcies in 2010(jur:27§2). 

6. Judges have ample opportunity to abuse their power(jur:28§3): More than 100 million people are 
parties to over 50 million cases filed in the federal and state courts yearly(jur:84,5). To them must 
be added the parties to the scores of millions of pending cases and cases deemed wrongly or 
wrongfully decided, as well as the many scores of millions of people related to those parties: 
their friends, family, peers, employees, shareholders, etc. They are dissatisfied with judges who 
for expediency or their material gain disregard the strictures of due process and equal protection 
of the law. They form part of The Dissatisfied and of Trump’s electoral base. So it is in his 
interest to satisfy their quest for justice and vindication by draining the judicial swamp.  

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
mailto:letters@newsday.com
mailto:will.vansant@newsday.com
mailto:sandra.peddie@newsday.com


ol2:512  † http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf >from ol2:394 

7. Likewise, his interest lies in journalists showing –there is no requirement of proving‒ “even the 

appearance of impropriety”(jur:68[123a]) of judges, so that the latter may be caused to resign 
(jur:92§d) and he may replace them with judges willing to uphold his legislative agenda. Where 
would Obamacare be if it had been declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court? Hence, you, 
as a journalist, can count on Trump’s support and protection from retaliation if you contribute to 
the drainage of corruption that he wants and needs. 

8. To that end, you can write an article or publish mine(jur:xxxv-xxxviii) to denounce the swamp of 
the Federal Judiciary, just as French Writer Emile Zola wrote his famous 1898 I accuse! article 
(jur:98§2) to denounce the military that to advance its own biases and corruption had conspired 
to scapegoat Jewish Lt. Alfred Dreyfus as a traitor. His article is still studied in journalism schools. 

9. The denouncing article can concern the pinpointed investigation of two unique national stories: 
the President Obama-Justice Sotomayor story and the Federal Judiciary-NSA story(ol2:524). 
Your or our investigation can be cost-effective by starting from the advanced point to which I 
have taken it thanks to the numerous leads that I have gathered through research(ol:194§E). We 
and those who under competitive pressure will be forced to jump on our investigative bandwa-
gon will turn those stories into a Trojan horse that will reach into the circumstances enabling 
judges’ wrongdoing: secrecy, coordination, unaccountability, and risklessness(ol:190¶¶1-7).  

10. Based on the official caseload statistics, we will expose how the federal circuit judges terminate 
93% of appeals with decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., a mere ‘for lack of jurisdiction or ju-

risdictional defect], by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, without comment”. These decisions 
are so perfunctory that the majority of them are issued on a 5¢ summary order form and/or mark-
ed “not precedential”...in a legal system rooted in precedent to prevent arbitrariness and off-the-
cuff decision-making, and promote predictability and thus, conformance of one’s conduct to 
reliable legal expectations. They are the reasonless ad hoc fiats of swamp judges(ol2:453§§B-E). 

11. These stories can topple the new Democratic minority leader, Sen. Chuck Schumer, who together 
with Sen. Kirsten Gillibrand recommended Then-Judge Sotomayor to succeed Retiring Justice 
Souter. They were charged by President Obama with ‘shepherding’ her through the Senate 
confirmation process(jur:65§1-3, 6). They knew that The New York Time, The Washington Post, 
and Politico had suspected her of concealment of assets(jur:65107a,c). Sen. Schumer will lead the 
opposition to the confirmation of President Trump’s nominee to succeed the Late Justice Scalia. 

12. Your articles and mine can lead the media and the public to ask Trump to release the three vet-
ting reports on Judge Sotomayor made by the FBI, which had power of subpoena to investigate 
her concealment of assets. Trump will point to any incriminating findings therein as evidence 
that due to their secrecy the agencies of the intelligence community cannot be trusted implicitly.  

13. These two unique national stories can be your vehicle to break through to a national audience 
and onto the national media; they can win you a Pulitzer Prize...and even make you this genera-
tion’s Washington Post Reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein, and Editor Benjamin 
Bradlee of Watergate fame(jur:4¶¶10-14). Hence, I respectfully propose that we meet to discuss: 

a. a series of paid articles by me, such as those at ol2:455 and 505 [and 513 on how the 
Women’s March can “move forward” after its January 21 march], all intended to attract to 
Newsday the attention of Trump and The Dissatisfied; and other articles listed at ol2:483; 

b. our investigation of the two unique national stories(jur:102§4). 
14. So I look forward to hearing from you soon.  

  Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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January 30, 2017 
 

How the Women’s March and The Dissatisfied With The Establishment 
can seize the opportunity of President Trump’s nomination of a judge to 

the Supreme Court to set in motion an investigation of connivance 
between politicians and the wrongdoing judges that they nominate and 

confirm, whose findings can so outrage the public as to provide the public 
impetus for Marchers and The Dissatisfied to  

“move forward” to a new constitution by We the People 
. 

 
Ms. Tamika D. Mallory 
Ms. Carmen Perez 
Ms. Linda Sarsour 
Ms. Bob Bland 
Women’s March Co-Chairs 
 
Dear Misses. Bland, Sarsour, Perez, and Mallory, and National Committee Members, 

I would like to praise your values and objectives, as expressed by Ms. Perez and Ms. 
Bland in their interview on PBS Newshour on January 20; your superb organization of the 
January 21 Women’s March; and the principles that you have stated on your website.  

We have harmonious interests that make us advocates of a common cause: to enjoy, 
assert, and acquire the rights of women, of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, in 
general, and of the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal system, in particular, and of 
everybody else who makes up We the People. 

Therefore, I want to join forces with you. 
To that end, I bring to the table a concrete, realistic, and feasible answer to the question 

that you asked on your website:  
We are confronted with the question of how to move forward 
in the face of national and international concern and fear. 

I respectfully submit this answer: We “move forward” to a new constitution. 
This answer is realistic: 34 states have demanded Congress since April 2014, to con-

vene a constitutional convention. The requirement of Article V of the Constitution that two 
thirds of the states demand that Congress convene a constitutional convention has been met.  

A new constitution is a concrete rallying cry.  
More importantly, a new constitution is the embodiment of an inspiring ideal as well as 

of the foundational terms of a new relation between the people and their government to 
emerge after breaking with the Establishment: 

We “move forward” to a new constitution 
under which people need not march to beg the Establishment for permits, 

but rather in which We the People  
assert our status as the sovereign source of all political power 

and as such the masters of government,  
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who hire public servants 
to safeguard and facilitate our enjoyment of what are our rights,  

and who retain and exercise the power 
to hold our servants accountable  

and liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing. 

The “move forward” to a new constitution is feasible by applying the inform and out-
rage strategy. I developed it in my study of judges in connivance with politicians, which is titled 
and downloadable thus: 

Exposing  Judges’  Unaccountability  and 
Consequent  Riskless  Wrongdoing: 

Pioneering  the  news  and  publishing  field  of 
judicial  unaccountability  reporting* † 

 
The inform and outrage strategy is non-partisan, non-denominational, and non-violent.  
It is the product of strategic thinking: We analyze the interests of people and entities to 

determine who has harmonious and conflicting interests(†>ol2:465§1), which if strengthened 
or weakened can allow us to form or break up explicit or implicit alliances so that we may 
become stronger or clear the way to advance our cause(*>ol2:445§B, 475§D). Strategic 
thinking allows us to obtain in practice support from unwitting sources that we need not 
approve and are not part of. 

A public dominated by The Dissatisfied With The Establishment; a President who has 
promised to “drain the swamp of corruption of the Establishment” and to transfer power 
from the self-enriching Establishment to the people, whom it has harmed; and the two thirds 
of the states that have formally demanded Congress to call a constitutional convention, are 
our main ‘allies’.  

Their interests are harmonious with ours. They render us stronger; render the concrete  
goal of the “move forward” to a new constitution realistic; and render the inform and outrage 
strategy to attain it all the more feasible. 

I offer to make a presentation on the “move forward” and the strategy to you and your 
colleagues here in New York City or at a video conference or elsewhere on a paid trip.  

The article below previews my presentation. It shows that my answer to your question 
is indeed concrete, realistic, and feasible. Just as my above-mentioned study, it also shows 
my thoughtful commitment to our common cause and the value that I can add to your effort 
to advance it. We are implicit allies; my presentation can contribute to turning us into 
explicit allies. 

Consequently, I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience, for the 
most opportune occasion for launching the strategy to “move forward” to a new constitution 
is during the investigation of the justiceship nominee that the media will naturally launch 
upon President Trump announcing his or her name.   

Visit  the  website  at,  and  subscribe  to  its  series  of  articles  thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org >  +  New  or  Users  >Add  New 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
 

Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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January 29, 2017 
How the  

Women’s March and The Dissatisfied With The Establishment 

can “move forward” 

thanks to a concrete, realistic, and feasible strategy in the context of P. 
Trump’s justiceship nomination by informing the public about two unique 

national stories of swamp politicians conniving with federal judges  

‒who are life-tenured and unaccountable, and consequently are 
the most established of the corrupt Establishment and 

engage risklessly in routine, widespread, and grave wrongdoing‒ 

and thereby so outraging the public as to increase the ranks of Marchers 
and The Dissatisfied and make them strong enough to force Congress to 
call the constitutional convention that has been demanded by 34 states 

since April 2014, and to emerge therefrom with a new constitution 

under which people need not march to beg the Establishment for permits, 
but rather in which We the People assert our status as the sovereign source 

of all political power and as such the masters of government:  

We hire public servants to safeguard and facilitate  
our enjoyment of what are our rights,  

and retain and exercise the power to hold our servants  
accountable for what they do and fail to do 

and liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing 
 

A. The “move forward” toward a new constitution that We the People living 

today give ourselves for a radically different world 

1. Proposing that the Women’s March and The Dissatisfied With The Establishment “move 
forward” to a heavily amended or formally new constitution may appear right now 
inconceivable, the product, not of strategic thinking, but rather of wishful thinking. 

2. However, hundreds of years ago, the 13 colonies also deemed inconceivable having a 
constitution. But they managed to give themselves one. It required them to wage a war.  

3. Giving ourselves a new constitution that corresponds to the demands of a radically different 
world requires us to devise and implement a reasonable strategy. Its objective is not to take up 
arms or become partisan supporters of a person or an entity. Rather, it aims to form or break up 
explicit or implicit alliances of result that in effect advance our cause.     

4. More importantly, the objective of the strategy requires a justification, that is, a theoretical 
explanation of why we need a new constitution. The justification must convince the mind and 
inspire people so profoundly that they commit their soul and body to achieving the objective. It 
must motivate people to coalesce into a movement that they energize and that energizes them. 
Reason and passion are indispendable to realize a great objective. That way it becomes an 
inspiring ideal. 

5. Without the inspiring ideal of freedom and self-determination that found its expression in the 
motto ‘not taxation without representation’, we would still be paying taxes to the crown of 
England for the tea that we drink. 
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6. We, Women’s Marchers and The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, also need and want an 
ideal: We want a country where instead of having to march with our hands stretched out begging 
the King-like Establishment to give us permits, we “move forward” to give ourselves a 
constitution that is the expression of the rights that we the living today, assemble in a 
constitutional convention, decide that we have in today’s radically different world.  

7. We want to give ourselves a constitution where we assert and which reflects the fact that: 
a. We are the People in reality, not merely a character in a bookish description of democracy. 
b. We are the sovereign source of all political power. We do not draw our power from any 

constitution. We are not subservient to the constitution that we received from the past. We 
are not bound to preserve its future existence at the cost of the life that we want to live in 
the present. We hold the sovereign power, not Congress or the states, to decide when the 
time has come for us to change or do away with an old constitution in order to give 
ourselves a new constitution. 

c. In our new constitution, we will assert our status as masters. We will exercise the funda-
mental right to hire public servants to safeguard the existence and facilitate our enjoyment 
of our rights. As masters of all our public servants, we will retain the right and provide for 
the way to hold all our servants accountable for the service that they render and fail to 
render and everything else that they do that affects the service for which we hired them, 
and therefore, we will hold them liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing. 

8. By giving ourselves a new constitution, we will throw over board a constitution imposed upon us 
by the male Establishment of 228 years ago, i.e. 1789, when 

a. women could not even read, never mind vote on a constitution, and could only live to raise 
children and work in the kitchen or their husbands’ farms;  

b. only white men with property could vote; and  
c. nobody could or would have dare think of rights and duties concerning: 

abortion & its payment illegal immigration & deportation universal health care 

gun control and violence same sex marriage minorities voting 

campaign financing police profiling &brutality LBTG 

equal pay drug enforcement and decriminalization entitlements 

workplace safety regulation of pharmaceutical companies overincarceration 

right to education intelligence agencies and surveillance animal protection 

charter schools public initiatives and referenda class actions 

stalking off-shore drilling & grazing on federal lands redistricting 

job security urban decay & gentrification big corporations 

consumer protection environmental protection emancipation of slaves 

recall of elected officials international trade treaties the Internet 

federal taxes  reverse discrimination balanced budget 
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block grant to the states digital profiles & their ownership alimony and palimony 

limitation of sovereign immunity to allow claims against the government 

regulations issued by the executive branch to implement acts of the legislative branch 

anti-trust legislation judges’ unaccountability and consequent riskless wrongdoing 
 
 

9. As a result, since then nine unelected, Establishment-appointed, politicized, and unaccountable 
justices form a standing constitutional convention where even as few as five of them routinely 
amend that constitution of the past for a long gone world by reading into it whatever they fancy 
necessary to adapt it to a radically different world and protect the privileges of the faction of the 
Establishment that they represent. 

10. That is why We the People living today want to give ourselves a new constitution where we 
assert the rights by which we want to live our lives in today’s world.  
 

B. A demand by 34 states for a constitutional convention is before Congress, 
whose members have disregarded it in the interest of preserving their 

power and avoiding accountability and liability for their wrongdoing  

11. Realistically, we can “move forward” toward a new constitution given that since April 2014, the 
constitutional requirement of Article V that a constitutional convention be demanded by two 
thirds of the states -currently 34- has been met. 

12. But the members of Congress have disregarded that demand because the Establishment abhors a 
process that is bound to escape its control and strip it of its privileges and, worse yet, expose its 
wrongdoing. Only if forced to will politicians cause Congress to vote to convene a 
convention. 

13. That is the justification for the inform and outrage strategy: the public, informed of the 
routineness, extent, and gravity of politicians’ and judges’ wrongdoing, will be so outraged that 
it will be stirred up to “move forward” in an unconventional, imaginative way to force 
politicians to do what they and Congress abhor.  

14. To that end, the inform and outrage strategy provides that we should confront politicians with the 
only “concern and fear” that they respond to, i.e., that the public, informed of, and outraged at, 
public wrongdoing, may vote those politicians out of, or not into, office, if they fail to condemn, 
investigate, expose, and punish such wrongdoing. We play on politicians’ paramount “concern 
and fear”: their political survival. 

15. The precedent for this tactical element is the “concern and fear” that caused politicians in the 
2012 presidential campaign to reject reasonable compromises and embrace extremist positions, 
lest they be terminated politically by the Tea Party supporters.  

16. The confirmation of this “concern and fear” came in the 2014 mid-term primaries in Virginia 
when no less prominent a politician than House Republican Majority Leader Eric Cantor was 
defeated by a newcomer, Dave Brat, for supporting positions on immigration and other subjects 
that though seemingly reasonable, outraged the Tea Party. 

17. Consequently, from now on, we “move forward” to generate in politicians “concern and fear” 
that they may not survive next year’s mid-term election if they do not support our demands in 
their public statements, in practice, and effectively. 
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C. Informing and outraging the public by taking advantage of President 
Trump’s nomination of a judge to the Supreme Court 

1. This is the most opportune time for implementing the strategy 

18. The inform and outrage strategy takes advantage of the fact that Trump ran his presidential 
campaign on the promise to “drain the swamp of corruption of the Establishment”.  

19. What is more, in his inaugural speech, he berated both Republicans and Democrats as abusers of 
their position for self-enrichment at the expense of the people; and promised to transfer power 
from Congress to the people. Thereby he announced that he does not feel committed to 
protecting and covering up corrupt politicians even if they are Republican. He will govern in 
effect as the president of a third party: the Trump Populist Party. 
 

2. Informing of wrongdoing through the investigation of two unique 
national stories of politicians’ and judges’ outrageous wrongdoing  

20. The first step of the inform and outrage strategy is for us: 
a. to seize the opportunity of P. Trump’s nomination of a justice to the Supreme Court and 

the investigation of the nominee by the media that will naturally follow;  
b. to call a press conference and/or discreetly make private presentations to journalists to 

persuade them to investigate the two unique national stories of President Obama-Justice 
Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA, described below, which will reveal politicians 
conniving with judges engaged in wrongdoing(ol:154¶3; jur:5¶3) so that: 

c. the public: 
1) composed of: 

a) the millions who participated in the historic and indepensable Women’s March 
on January 21, 2017; 

b) the scores of millions of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment who elected 
Trump president;  

c) the segment thereof that is dissatisfied with the judicial and legal system and 
made up of:  

(1) the more than 100 million people that every year go or are taken to 
court(jur:8fn4,5);  

(2) plus the scores of millions who are parties to lawsuits pending or deemed 
to have been wrongly or wrongfully decided,  

(3) plus the scores of millions of related people, such as their family, friends, 
peers, employees, customers, employers, etc.; and 

d) the rest of We the People;  
2) informed through the media and us of: 

a) politicians who for the benefit of their own political careers and the avoidance 
of judges’ retaliation, have condoned and held unaccountable  

b) “their men and women on the bench”, who for their own gain and convenience 
abuse their power to dispose of the property, liberty, and all the rights that 
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litigants and the rest of the public have;  
(1) To understand judges’ abuse consider this: If you had power to dispose 

of the property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that shape the life of 
everybody in the Women’s March, would you be tempted to abuse it for 
your benefit if you could do so risklessly? If instead you were so abused 
by the co-chairs of the March, would you be dissatisfied? 

(2) Federal judges do wrong because they know that they are unaccount-
able: Whereas 2,293 of them were in office on September 30, 2015, the 
number of them impeached and removed in the last 228 years since the 
creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789 is 8!(jur:22fn13, 14). This his-
toric record shows that once a person becomes a member of that Judicia-
ry, he or she can do any wrong without risking any adverse consequen-
ces. They do wrong with the assurance of impunity. This makes it under-
standable why judges dare wield abusively their decision-making power. 

3) outraged, the public is stirred up to demand that politicians act accordingly. 
21. The second step is for us to lead an outraged public to force Congress and the Department of 

Justice, and/or persuade the media themselves ‒which is unheard of but would be no less 
effective‒ to hold nationally televised hearings on those two unique national stories, in general, 
and on judges’ wrongdoing experienced or witnesses; and thereby the public is 

a. further informed of such depth and breadth of the swamp of corruption of the 
Establishment, especially of its most established and powerful segment, the life-appointed 
federal judges, that the public 

b. becomes further outraged at conniving politicians and wrongdoing judges and so 
convinced that politicians cannot legislate against their own wrongdoing and that judges 
cannot apply the law against themselves; so that the public is stirred up to take further 
action.   

22. The third step is for us to lead the public in: 
a. demanding that politicians call a constitutional convention as the only process that will 

enable We the People to assert our status as masters who hold all our public servants 
accountable for rendering honest service and liable to compensate the victims of their 
wrongdoing; and 

b. generating the “concern and fear” in politicians that they will be punished at the polls 
unless they satisfy the demand. 

23. The fourth step is to: 
a. develop a draft new constitution(cf. jur:158§§6-8); 
b. present it to the public; 
c. persuade, organize, and raise funds for, Women’s Marchers and The Dissatisfied to run 

for delegation to the constitutional convention; and 
d. lead our delegates so that we become the dominant bloc that causes the most provisions of 

our constitution to be adopted. 
24. This “move forward” will benefit from any disruptive chaos and aggravated dissatisfaction 
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generated by President Trump. We must be able to turn them into transformative chaos and the 
necessary passion and commitment to convert what is unthinkable and inconceivable now into 
what is inevitable and unavoidable: a constitutional convention where We the People give 
ourselves a new constitution. 

25. Implementing the inform and outrage strategy is the first step and cannot be skipped: We must 
begin by exposing the depth and breadth of the swamp of corruption so that the drastic measures 
needed to drain it become obvious and unavoidable. Drafting a new constitution now is inoppor-
tune. A full diagnose of the ailment’s gravity is a precondition to accepting drastic treatment. 
 

D. The “move forward” to a new constitution must from the beginning expose 
the scope of wrongdoing, and cause the resignation, of swamp judges, lest 
they declare it “unconstitutional” or interpret it protect their interests 

26. In the same vein, if the swamp of the most established of the Establishment, the life-appointed 
federal judges, remain in place, they will strike down the new constitution as “unconstitutional” 
or apply it to ensure the preservation of their status as Judges Above the Law and the 
continuation of their consequent riskless wrongdoing for grabbing benefits.   

27. Therefore, as many of those judges as possible must be forced to resign, removed or fired (see as 
precedent the Midnight Judges confirmed under the Judiciary Act of 1801 but removed by the 
Judiciary Act of 1802).  

28. That is the objective of investigating the two unique national stories (see below): just to show, 
rather than prove, that judges have violated Canon 2 of their Code of Conduct, which enjoins 
them to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a) by acting:  

a. either as principals who have engaged in wrongdoing;  
b. as accessories after the principals’ wrongdoing that they learned about but in self-interest 

covered up through their silence(jur:88§§a-c), whereby they violated Canon 1 requiring 
them to “uphold the integrity of the judiciary”; or 

c. as accessories before their peers’ next wrongdoing that they encouraged with their explicit 
or implicit promise of silence.  

29. Accessories are as culpable as principals, for instead of upholding the integrity of the Judiciary 
and judicial process by exposing or preventing their peers’ wrongdoing, they too have 
contributed to the festering of such wrongdoing. Due to them as much as the principals, the 
Judiciary operates as the safe haven of wrongdoers.  

30. Swamp judges must leave the Judiciary, whether by resigning because the outrage at them makes 
their holding on to their office untenable –the precedent for this is the resignation of Supreme 
Court Justice Abe Fortas on May 14, 1969(jur:92§d)‒ or because they are impeached and 
removed; otherwise, they will turn the “move forward” to a new constitution into Sisyphus’s 
uphill climb of futility. 
 

E. The immediate steps that we can take to “move forward” together to a new 
constitution 

1. My offer to make a presentation to you 

31. I offer to make a presentation on the inform and outrage strategy for you to “move forward” to 
you and your colleagues here in NY City or at a video conference or elsewhere on a paid trip. 
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2. Share and post this email 

32. You can share and post this email in its entirety and its recipients and readers can do likewise so 
that many Women’s Marchers, the Dissatisfied With The Establishment, the dissatisfied with the 
judicial and legal system, those given hope by Trump, his supporters, the dissatisfied with 
Trump, and the rest of the People may join in the implementation of the inform and outrage 
strategy to “move forward” to our new constitution, the one by We the People. 
 

3. Trump’s interest in exposing wrongdoing judges is harmonious with 
ours in setting off a “move forward” to a result: a new constitution 

33. President Trump’s nomination of a new justice on January 31, followed by his immigration ban, 
the burst of popular protest against it, its injunction by district and circuit judges, and Trump’s 
lashing out at those judges, which consitutes an unheard-of criticism by a president of a federal 
judge, has focused public debate on everything judicial.  

34. These are extraordinary events that when analyzed with strategic thinking point to Trump’s 
interest harmonious with ours:  

a. Right now Trump is more likely than not to have an interest in a new constitution as a 
means of depriving judges of the power to enjoin his executive orders(cf. jur:23fn17a). 
Thus, he would favor a showing that federal judges are unaccountable and consequently 
engage risklessly in wrongdoing, which has gone unchecked for so long that it has turned 
the Federal Judiciary into a swamp of corruption. He can only drain it through a new 
constitution that limits judges’ power. That is precisely what the two unique national 
stories of judges wrongdoing(§5 below) can show. What is more, those stories can force 
the resignation or impeachment of wrongdoing judges, which will allow Trump to 
nominate replacement judges and thereby ‘pack the courts with his own judges’.  

b. We too want to “move forward” to a new constitution, one by We the People. 
 

4. We will highlight the interests that the media and journalists have 

in investigating the two unique national stories  

35. You can take advantage of the clout of the Women’s March to call the media to a press 
conference or individual journalists to a private and discreet presentation by us of, in general, the 
goal of the new constitution, and, in particular, the two unique national stories of judges’ 
wrongdoing(§5 next).  

a. Those stories will reveal that judges’ wrongdoing is so pervasive that it has become their 
institutionalized modus operandi and that their branch of government, the Federal 
Judiciary, is so unaccountable that it functions as a state within the state. Informed thereof, 
the public will be so outraged as to demand a new constitution as the sole means of 
deterring, detecting, and punishing judges’ wrongdoing, and forcing the Judiciary to 
function as part of “government of, by, and for” We the People. 

36. It follows that President Trump and we are implicit allies pursuing a similar result even if for 
different motives: We are allies of result. Comparatively, media outlets/journalists and 
Trump/we are implicit allies of process, although they want to reach a different result: 
Outlets/journalists have an interest harmonious with ours in investigating those stories as the 
process through which some of them will reach results that they all want: 
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a. offer a different angle on the topical subject of judges and their judiciaries that attracts 
audience away from their competitors and to themselves; 

b. win a Pulitzer Prize;  
c. enhance their reputation in the industry; earn a higher salary; receive a promotion in their 

corporate hierarchy; or secure a job at a more prestigious media outlet; and 
d. attain the status that every ambitious journalist aspires: to become this generation’s 

Washington Post Reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein, and Editor Benjamin 
Bradlee. They broke the story of what appeared at first to be a mere “garden variety 

burglary by five plumbers” at the Democratic National Committee Headquarters at the 
Watergate complex in Washington, D.C., on June 17, 1972. They were most instrumental 
in pursuing the story until it developed into a generalized media investigation of political 
espionage, slush funds to pay for it, and abuse of power to intimidate critics. The 
investigation provoked a historic scandal(*>jur:4¶¶10-14). It led to the resignation of 
President Nixon on August 8, 1974. Subsequently, Congress passed laws to increase 
public accountability and transparency(jur:65fn107d). 

 
5. Our demand for the investigation of the two unique national stories 

of President Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA 

37. Those two unique national stories(§§G,H below) are the subject of the presentation through 
which the Women’s March and I can set rolling a Watergate-like investigative bandwagon that 
can propel us through the steps laid down in §C above. This can afford us the opportunity to 
keep the objective of a new constitution on the frontpages and the top of newscasts for a long 
time while growing our membership, assertiveness, and reputation.  

38. We all can demand at the press conference, the private presentations, and when sharing and 
posting this email:  

a. that President Trump, the media, and citizen and professional journalists(jur:xxxvi§§H,I) 
expand the investigation of the justiceship nominee to include the finctioning of the 
Supreme Court(jur:47§c) and the rest of the Federal Judiciary(jur:21§§1-3), and do so pin-
pointedly and cost-effectively by investigating the two unique national stories of President 
Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA; 

1) The investigation of these stories can work as Trojan horses into the circumstances 
(*>ol:190¶¶1-7) of unaccountability, secrecy, coordination, and risklessness that 
enable wrongdoing by appointed judges in connivance with their appointing 
politicians to attain such routineness, extent, and gravity that wrongdoing has 
become the judges’ and their Judiciary’s institutionalized modus operandi.  

2) Congress receives annually and disregards in self-interest the official statistics on 
the federal courts’ caseload showing that the circuit courts dispose of 93% of 
appeals in decisions so “perfunctory”(jur:44fn68) or wrongful that they are based 
on “procedural grounds [e.g., simply “for lack of jurisdiction”], by consolidation, 

unpublished, unsigned, without comment”(†>ol2:455§§B-E) The majority are 
issued on a 5¢ summary order form and/or marked “not precedential”, whereby the 
judges deprive them of precedential value...in a common law legal system based 
on precedent. The circuit judges issue 93% of decisions that are mere ad hoc, 
arbitrary, reasonless fiats of the judicial swamp. 
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b. that P. Trump release the three secret FBI vetting reports on Nominee Sotomayor(§G 
below) to the district, circuit, and Supreme courts so that the public may be informed of 
what the FBI, exercising its power of subpoena and search and seizure, and President 
Obama(jur:77§5) and Senators Chuck Schumer and Kirsten Gillibrand, who shepherded 
her through the confirmation process(jur:78§6), knew or learned about her wrongdoing 
before and after the series of articles in The New York Times, The Washington Post, and 
Politico(jur:65fn107a) that suspected Then-Judge Sotomayor of concealment of 
assets(jur:65fn107c); 

c. that Congress and the Justice Department and/or the media hold nationally televised 
hearings on how the Establishment has allowed federal judges to abusively self-exempt 
from any liability by dismissing without investigation 99.82% of complaints against 
judges, which must be filed with their peers, and deny up to 100% of petitions for review 
of those dismissals(jur:24§§b-c).  

1) Establishment politicians have been informed of, but have disregarded, such grab 
of impunity for over 35 years since 1980, when politicians passed and enacted the 
Judicial Conduct and Disability Act(jur:24fn18a) authorizing complaints against 
federal judges and requiring the annual publication of statistics(jur:10-14) on their 
nature and handling. Connivingly, politicians have allowed the illegal abrogation 
in effect of an act of Congress intended for the first time in history to bring relief to 
complainants and bring down Judges Above the Law; 

d. that Congress, the Justice Department, and the media investigate the Federal Judiciary-
NSA story(§H below), which can lend credence to P. Trump’s distrust of the security 
Establishment if it reveals the interception(†>ol2:425) by the NSA of communications of 
critics of federal judges and/or the use of its Information Technology expertise and 
network to conceal assets of, and launder money for, judges in exchange for the judges 
granting 100% of the NSA’s secret requests for secret orders of surveillance(ol:5fn7). 

1) The precedent for government interception of communications of its critics is the 
current case of Former CBS Reporter Sharyl Attkisson, who broke the Fast and 
Furious gun-running debacle story; and revealed embarrassing details about the 
killing of the American ambassador and three other officers at Benghazi in Libya. 
She is suing the Department of Justice for hacking her office and home computers; 
and demanding $35 million in compensation(*>ol:346¶131; †>ol2:396§3). 

39. These investigations can give rise to a constitutional crisis among the three branches and a crisis 
of trust between government and We the People. The crises can dominate the headlines for 
months or years to come, as the investigations of the Watergate scandal and 9/11 did.  

40. We should proceed with due haste, keep-ing in mind that the series of events since President 
Trump announced his Supreme Court nominee has led him to complain about the politicization 
of judges and the abuse of power by the Judiciary that thwarts the will of the people expressed at 
the polls, and to claim the unreviewabi-lity of some of his executive orders. His interest in 
curbing judicial power as well as precedent so as to fulfill is political agenda is harmonious with 
ours: a new constitution by We the People.  

41. So, I respectfully request a meeting with you either here in New York City, at a video confer-
ence, or elsewhere on a paid trip, so that I may present to you my strategy for the Women’s 
March to “move forward” and answer your questions. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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January 29, 2017 
The Two Unique National Stories of 

President Obama-Justice Sotomayor and 

Federal Judiciary-NSA 

that through journalistic and official investigations can 

inform the public of judges’ wrongdoing and 
so outrage it as to stir it up to 

demand that Congress heed  

the states’ call for a constitutional convention 
where We the People can give ourselves  

a new constitution 

in which we are the masters 
who hold all our judicial public servants 

accountable and liable for their wrongdoing 

 

F. P. Trump can launch the investigation of the two unique national stories  

42. President Trump, by giving an instruction to the Department of Justice and making a presen-
tation of evidence and leads(ol:194§E) at a press conference can cause the official and journalis-
tic investigation of the two unique national stories of wrongdoing(ol:154¶3; jur:5§3) as the 
Federal Judiciary’s institutionalized modus operandi(jur:49§4) and its connivance with the NSA. 
Their wrongdoing can so harm and outrage the people as to deflect public attention from the 
President’s predicaments to such public harm and earn him the people's recognition for having 
set in motion the exposure of those two wrongdoing institutions and the con-sequent relief from 
their harm: Trump’s forgiving gratitude strategy for dealing with his two nemesis. 

 
G. The President Obama-Justice Sotomayor story and 

the Follow the money! investigation 

What did President Barak Obama(*>jur:77§5),  

Sen. Chuck Schumer and Sen. Kirsten Gillibrand(jur:78§6), and 
federal judges(jur:105fn213b)  

know about the concealment of assets by  

his first Supreme Court nominee, Then-Judge, Now-Justice 

Sotomayor(jur:65§§1-3)  

–suspected by The New York Times, The Washington Post, and Politico(jur:65fn107a)  

of concealing assets,  

which entails the crimes(*>ol:5fn10) of tax evasion(jur:65fn107c) and money laundering–  

and when did they know it? 
 

43. This story can be pursued through the Follow the money! investigation(jur:102§a; ol:194§E). 
44. Its investigation can determine whether they covered up for Then-Judge Sotomayor and 

lied(ol:64§C) to the American public by vouching for her honesty because President Obama 
wanted to ingratiate himself with the people petitioning him to nominate to the Supreme Court 
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another woman and the first Hispanic to replace Retiring Justice Souter and from whom he 
expected in exchange support for the passage of the Obamacare bill in Congress.  

45. The investigation includes a call on President Donald Trump to release unredacted all FBI reports 
on the vetting of J. Sotomayor as federal district, circuit, and Supreme Court nominee, as well as 
on J. Sotomayor herself to request that she ask him to release those reports.  

46. The release of those FBI vetting reports can set a precedent for the vetting of judges and other 
candidates for office. 

47. The investigation can reveal how routine(jur:21§1), grave(jur:27§2), and widespread(jur:28§3) 
wrongdoing(ol:154¶3) by federal judges is(jur:71§4); and the circumstances(ol:190¶¶1-7) of 
unaccountability, secrecy, coordination, and risklessness that enable their wrongdoing(jur:5§3). 

48. It can expose wrongdoing so outrageous as to force justices and judges to resign(jur:92§d), or be 
impeached and removed, for having violated their own Code of Conduct, which enjoins them 
both to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a) and “uphold the integrity of 

the judiciary”.  
49. ‘Showing the appearance of impropriety’, not the commission of a crime, thus becomes the 

standard for the investigation and the publication of articles. Responsible, unbiased, and 
ambitious journalists can easily meet it.  

50. Only in a criminal case in court is it required that the jury apply the most exacting standard of 
‘proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt’ to reach its verdict. But even there the introduction of 
each piece of evidence by the prosecutor is not subject to that standard; and the jury can base its 
verdict on circumstantial evidence, the totality of circumstances, and reasonable inferences 
drawn from them.  

51. The Follow the money! investigation is a journalistic activity; it is not a prosecutorial effort to 
obtain a conviction. By ‘showing the appearance of impropriety’ by a justice or a judge it can 
bring about his or her resignation. That is how the investigation of Supreme Court Justice Abe 
Fortas by Life magazine provoked such public outrage at his improprieties that he resigned on 
May 14, 1969(jur:92§d). 

52. Judicial resignations will open the door for the Judiciary to be ‘packed’(jur:23fn17a) with people 
transparently found capable of rendering honest services and worthy of being entrusted with the 
power to dispose of our property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that shape our lives. 
 

H. The Federal Judiciary-NSA story and the Follow it wirelessly! investigation  

To what extent do established, life-tenured federal judges  

abuse their vast computer network and expertise  

–which handle hundreds of millions of case files(*>Lsch:11¶9b.ii)–  
either alone or with the quid pro quo assistance of the NSA (National Security 

Agency) –up to 100% of whose secret requests for secret orders of surveillance  

are rubberstamped(ol:5fn7) by the federal judges of the secret court established under 

 the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act(50 U.S.C. §§1801-1811; ol:20fn5)–: 
 

a) to conceal assets –a crime under 26 U.S.C. §§7201, 7206(ol:5fn10), unlike surveillance– by 
electronically transferring them between declared and hidden accounts(ol:1) in a money 
laundering operation intended to wash money of the taint of its illegal source; and 
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b) to cover up their interception of the communications –also a crime under 18 U.S.C. 
§2511(ol:5a/fn13, 14)– of critics of judges to prevent them from joining forces to expose the 
judges’ wrongdoing?  

53. This story can be pursued through the Follow it wirelessly! investigation(jur:105§b; ol:194§E). 
54. At stake in it is contents-based interception, that is, activity aimed at finding out what the 

participants in the communication said to each other so that the interceptor may determine 
whether to interfere with, or prevent, that and future communications. Contents-based inter-
ception constitutes a deprivation of the 1st Amendment rights to ‘freedom of speech, of the press, 
to assemble peacefully, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances’ 
(jur:130¶276b). A statistical analysis(ol:19§Dfn2) of a large number of communications critical 
of judges and a pattern of oddities(†>ol2:395, 405) give probable cause to believe that contents-
based interception is going on(ol2:425).  

55. It is reasonable to assume that the people who have the most to lose due to such criticism and the 
most to gain by interfering with it, namely, judges, are the ones conducting or who have 
instigated others to conduct on their behalf such interception. 

56. The revelation of contents-based interception will provoke graver outrage than that resulting 
from Edward Snowden’s leaked documents revealing the NSA’s illegal dragnet collection of 
only contents-free metadata of scores of millions of communications, that is, only telephone 
numbers, names of callers and callees, calls’ time, duration, frequency, and location, etc. Public 
outrage will be driven to its paroxysm if it is shown that judges are behind the contents-based 
interception, not in “the national security interest”, but rather in the crass self-interest of 
preventing the exposure of their wrongdoing and preserving the flow to them of illegal or 
improper material, professional, and social benefits(ol:173¶93).  
 

I. Judges’ wrongdoing and abuse of power with the connivance of politicians 

warrants the People giving themselves a new constitution to curb them 

57. Routine, widespread, and grave wrongdoing and abuse of power will constitute evidence that 
honest service by judges cannot be obtained either by giving them self-disciplining power under 
the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980(jur:21§1), which judges have abused by self-
exempting from liability(jur:24§§b, c), nor by Congress and the president exercising constitu-
tional checks and balances on the Judiciary, a function that they have failed to perform in the 
self-interest of avoiding retaliation from judges(jur:23fn17a). As a result, judges harm litigants 
and the rest of the public by wrongfully and abusively disposing of their property, their liberty, 
and all the rights and duties that shape their lives. Connivingly, politicians have condoned and 
covered up their harmful conduct. 

58. Consequently, the People are justified in demanding that a constitutional convention be called 
where they can give themselves a new constitution in which they assert their status as the 
sovereign source of all political power and as such, the masters in “government of, by, and for 

the people”(jur:82fn172) who hire public servants, including judicial public servants, and hold 
them accountable(jur:158§§6-8) and liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing.  

59. Dr. Cordero offers to make a presentation to you and your colleagues here in New York City or 
at a video conference or elsewhere on a paid trip, on these two unique national stories and his 
inform and outrage strategy, set forth in the email above and on his website‡, for the Women’s 
March to “move forward” to a new constitution. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. 
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February 13, 2017 
 

Mr. Stephen Miller 
Senior Policy Advisor to President Donald Trump 
The White House, 1600 Pennsylvania Ave NW 
Washington, DC 20500 
 
 
Dear Mr. Miller, 

You stated at morning shows on Sunday, February 12, as seen in an NBC clip, that “we 

have a judiciary that has taken far too much power and become in many cases a supreme 

branch of government”. The President tweeted approvingly, “Congratulations Stephen Miller- on 

representing me this morning on the various Sunday morning shows. Great job!” 
This is a proposal1, based on my study of judges2, for you to advise the President on how 

he can curb the power of the Federal Judiciary by showing that its judges connive with the politi-
cians who recommend, endorse, nominate, and confirm them, and thereafter are too afraid of ju-
dicial retaliation to exercise constitutional checks and balances on them, so they hold the judges 
unaccountable. Life-tenured, federal judges are the most established of “the swamp of corruption 

of the Establishment”: In the last 228 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, 
the number of its judges impeached and removed is 8!(*>jur:21§a) Held unaccountable, assured 
of irremovability in practice, and powerful enough to suspend an executive order of a president 
elected by the people, federal judges abuse for their own convenience or gain their enormous 
power over people’s property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that determine their lives.  

From now on, the judges will use their power to show the President how true the words of 
his Justiceship Nominee J. Neil Gorsuch are: “An attack on one of our brothers and sisters of the 

robe is an attack on all of us”. The Supreme Court can make that point by upholding unani-
mously the decision of the 9th Circuit judges who upheld the immigration ban suspension of the 
disparagingly referred to as “the so-called judge”, which is what would obtain if the Court cast a 
4 to 4 vote and wasted the opportunity to send a daring message, ‘Don’t you ever mess with us!’ 

The President can cower or be true to his statement, “When I’m hit, I hit back 10 times more 

strongly”. He can hit back, not by claiming that judges’ decisions are wrong –an unwinnable 
battle– but by exposing their wrongdoing, including criminal activity. That process can be launch-
ed by either him at a press conference or you at discreet meetings with journalists presenting the 
two unique national stories of P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary-NSA(next↓). 
Their investigation can expose, among other things, widespread concealment of assets –of which 
Then-Judge Sotomayor was suspected by The New York Times, The Washington Post, and Politi-
co(*>jur:65107a,c), and money laundering between judges’ hidden and declared accounts with the 
NSA’s IT assistance. This can topple Sen. Chuck Schumer, who shepherded J. Sotomayor 
through her confirmation, learned of her concealment through the FBI vetting reports on her -
which P. Trump can order released(next↓↓)- yet lied to the people by vouching for her integrity. 

At his inauguration, the President stated that a new era began “starting right here, and right 

now”. No act of his would usher in a new era so decisively as his successful support of the 
petition for a constitutional convention made by 34 states to Congress since April 2014. No act 
would fulfill his inaugural promise to “transfer power from Washington, D.C., to the people” as 
empowering the People to adopt their constitution(†>ol2:513). To show how he can do so and 
limit ‘the power of the supreme branch’, I3 respectfully request a meeting with you and your peers.  

  Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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January 4, 2017 
Mr. Peter Thiel and Partners 
Thiel Foundation and 
Founders Fund 
 
Dear Mr. Thiel and Partners, 

This is an application1 for investment capital to develop the business proposed in my 
confidential plan based on my study Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent 

Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting
2. 

This is the most opportune time for you to invest –even discreetly, as you did when bank-
rolling the Hogan case– in this business: The Dissatisfied With The Establishment elected P-e 
Trump, whom you supported and serve. He promised to “drain the swamp of corruption of the 

Establishment”, and the latter’s most established segment is federal judges with life-tenure and 
unaccountability, which turn their power into ‘absolute power, the kind that corrupts absolutely’. 
His interest lies in “even the appearance of improprieties”(*>jur:68123a) of judges being exposed, 
so that they may be caused to resign(92§d) and he may replace them with judges willing to up-
hold his legislative agenda. Where would Obamacare be if it had been declared unconstitutional? 

Demanding accountability of public officers is in line with your backing Ron Paul in 
2012; and consistent with your statement, “We also back people working on hard problems that 

won't otherwise get solved”: Although 2,293 federal judges were in office on 30Sep15, in the 
last 228 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, the number of federal judges 
impeached and removed is 8!(jur:2213,14) In reliance on that historic assurance of impunity in 
effect, federal judges abuse their power, as do their state counterparts. Just the bankruptcy judges 
disposed of the $273 billion in controversy in only personal bankruptcies in 2010(27§2). If you 
were as unaccountable to your partners as judges are to parties and the rest of the public, and were 
under the influence of the most insidiously corruptive tandem, power and money, would you too 
be tempted to be abusive in self-interest?(21§1) Judges have ample opportunity(28§3): More 
than 100 million people are parties to over 50 million cases filed in the federal and state courts 
yearly(84,5); to them must be added the parties to the scores of millions of pending cases and 
cases deemed wrongly or wrongfully decided; plus the millions of related people: friends, fami-
ly, employees, etc. They are our client base: the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal systems. 

You can discreetly set journalists on a Watergate-like generalized media investigation(ol: 
194§E) of the two unique national stories of P. Obama-Justice Sotomayor and Federal Judiciary- 
NSA(ol2:524). Their findings will expose the circumstances of secrecy, coordination, unaccount-
ability, and risklessness enabling judges’ wrongdoing. An outraged public may keep Congress 
Republican at the mid-term election; otherwise, the popular vote may again go against P. Trump. 
While you can thereby serve him, and through SpaceX you can enrich the coastal rich, by help-
ing to expose wrongdoing judges you can assist the 93% of parties who have their appeals dis-
posed of by federal circuit judges in decisions “on procedural grounds, by consolidation, unpub-

lished, unsigned, without comment”. They are so perfunctory that the majority are issued on a 5¢ 
summary order form and/or marked “not precedential”(infra aic:6), mere ad hoc, arbitrary, 
reasonless fiats of swamp judges. You can become the Champion over the up to now unsolvable 
problem of denial of justice to We the People, the masters who hired the judicial public servants. 

So I3 respectfully request a meeting to discuss how you can invest in this for-profit business. 

  Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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February 22, 2017 
 

Ms. Tamika D. Mallory, Ms. Carmen Perez 
Ms. Linda Sarsour, and Ms. Bob Bland 
Women's March on Washington 
310 43rd St., 14th Fl, NY, NY 10036 
 

Dear Misses. Bland, Sarsour, Perez, and Mallory, and National Committee Members, 
I would like to praise your values and objectives, as expressed by Ms. Perez and Ms. Bland 

in their informative interview on PBS Newshour on January 20; your superb organization of the 
January 21 Women’s March; and the reasonable principles that you have stated on your website. 

We have harmonious interests that make us advocates of a common cause: to enjoy, assert, 
and acquire the rights of women, of The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, in general, and the 
dissatisfied with the judicial and legal system, in particular, and of everybody else who makes up 
We the People. Therefore, I want to join forces with you. To that end, I bring to the table a 
realistic, concrete, and feasible answer to the question that you asked on your website: “We are 

confronted with the question of how to move forward in the face of national and international 

concern and fear”. I submit this brief answer here and amplify it in the article below↓: 
We “move forward” to a new constitution. It is needed(↓§A) as the only means for the 

people living today to take control over the issues(¶8) that shape their world and that were not 
even in existence in 1789, when only white, property-owning, free men imposed on us the Cons-
titution, which as few as five justices have since kept ‘amending’ on the go. This answer is real-
istic(§B): 2/3 of the states -34- have demanded Congress since April 2014, to convene a cons-
titutional convention, whereby the requirement of Article V of the Constitution has been met.  

A new constitution is a concrete rallying cry, hence pragmatic. In addition, it embodies an 
inspiring ideal: We are free to cast aside ‘the dead man’s hand’ and replace the decisions of the 
few with the will of We the People, the sovereign source of all political power. Thereby we give 
ourselves the organic instrument from which we derive the laws to rule our individual and col-
lective lives. We will lay down in it the founding terms of a new relation between the People, the 
masters of government, and the public servants whom we hire to safeguard and facilitate the 
enjoyment and discharge of our rights and duties; we will retain and exercise the power to hold 
them accountable and liable to compensate the victims of their wrongdoing. This will break with 
“the Establishment, [helping to] drain its swamp of corruption”, which can earn Trump’s support. 

The “move forward” to a new constitution is feasible by applying the inform and outrage 
strategy. I devised it in my study of judges held unaccountable by their nominating and confirm-
ing politicians(§I): Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdo-

ing: Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting1.The strategy 
aims to “move forward” by informing the public thanks to your access to social media and the 
press about three causes of “national and international concern and fear”: Trump(§C) and his 
feud with the Federal Judiciary(†>ol2:527) and the NSA. The official and journalistic investiga-
tions(§F) of two unique national stories(§§G,H) can reveal wrongdoing in those two states within 
the state so routine, pervasive, and harmful(§D) as to outrage the public into demanding that the 
constitutional convention be called as the only means for the People to curb them and protect 
themselves. Thus, I kindly request a meeting2 so that I3 may present to you and other national 
committee members the strategy-implementing actions(§E) that we can take to “move forward”. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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February 21, 2017 

 

Trump and the Four Chicks 

treatment for a humorous video intended to generate a good mood in the 
audience at Women’s March indoor rallies and good will toward its co-

chairs before they strut to the podium, cheered as the audience’s 
Hollywood-like super-stars, to deliver a substantive message to an 

admiring audience well-disposed to receive it 

(To gain an idea of what the finished script, if commissioned, can look like, see at †>ol2:491 
the skit about Sec. Clinton’s and Candidate Trump’s self-deprecating humor at the charity 

gala held last October by NY Cardinal Timothy Dolan. For my full length movie scripts and 
other creative writings, see *>cw:1) 

 

Credits 

a Women’s March production 
staring Tamika Mallory, Carmen Perez, Linda Sarsour, and  

Bob Bland, with Alec Baldwin in the role of Trump 

Created and written by Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
Directed by Jackson Hyland-Lipski 

Produced by Ginny Suss and Vanessa Wruble 

Distributed in the U.S. by Cassady Fendlay 
Distributed internationally by Breanne Butler and Tina Frank 

Domestic Rights managed by Emma Collum and Ting Ting Cheng 

Foreign Rights managed by Janaye Ingram and Evvie Harmon 
Research by Mrinalini Chakraborty 

Music by Toshi Reagon 

Artistic Direction by Paola Mendoza 
Costumes by Tabitha St. Bernard-Jacobs 

Publicity blurbs by Alyssa Klein 

Public Relations Consultant Caitlin Ryan  
Digital Production by Sam Frank 

(Any omission of a committee member is totally unintended and due to 
ignorance of their identity and skill sets.) 

 
This is a hilarious story of four chicks, who one day receive out of the blue, the same way 

the immigration ban was issued, a letter from Trump asking them to come to come see him. The 
following treatment gives a sense of the story line and its undercurrent of substantive message. 

Like the immigration ban, the letter is short on details and long on confusion. The chicks 
are out of their minds. They come up with the most preposterous and funniest interpretation of 
what the letter may mean, all of which are veiled comments on current events.  

They discuss how to disguise their immigrant background and appearance to pass 
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themselves off as four full-blooded American chicks, descendants of the hungry immigrants who 
arrived on the My Flour cruise ship, but their knowledge of American history is an awful mess.  

Their anachronistic comments on how the Constitution of 1789 came to be adopted is 
delirious.  

They confuse the first Ten Amendments with the Ten Commandments and the 
homonymous movie, starring Charleston Brat, I mean, Redford Hoffman, in the role of Moses, 
“whose Moses?, you ignorant, it was Washington, who adopted the ten rights of freed slaves!”  

They give up trying to figure out how the 10 liberties of immigrants on the My Flour 
written hundreds of years ago by dead people can dictate how they are supposed to prepare their 
trip to see Trump, never mind their journey through their modern lives.  

So they go to the Internet and and stumble on the Ten Amendments. They are utterly 
perplexed that it consists only of labels, like “freedom of the press”, “freedom of speech”, “right 
of privacy”...they cannot find that right, “this list may not be up to date”.  

They wonder who gets to say what those labels mean and “why can credit card contracts 
be as simple as this amendments?”  
“Simple is good, but simplistic got me a lot of slaps from my mother. She used to give me a 
grocery list that was like just one words, half in Spanish, that I did not understand, half in 
English, that she did not understand, and you can’t imagine what I ended up buying...whatever I 
wanted!”  
“Just like me. I speak slowly, but I think a lot. I’m also outsmarting everybody. And I’m really 
pretty!”  
“Not more than me! I wish I had the power to say what “right to peacefully assemble” means and 
I’d long have assembled you with all the other conceited, arrogant, prima donna giraffes in the 
Brooklyn zoo!” 

What they learn on the Internet about the condition of women at the time the Constitution 
was written and who adopted it thousands of years ago in 1789 astonishes them. 
“You didn’t know that? Your really so ignorant. Everybody knows that about our constipation...” 
“It is the constitution!” 
“Your always such a stickler for detail. It is about the same. Focus on the big picture and learn 
something from those who know a lot.” 
“Like you, isn’t it? Then tell me, who gave people that lived like a lot of years ago the right to 
tell us how to live our lives today?”  
“That I ain’t understanding either. We’re Americans, we move forward looking at the future, not 
the past.” 
“That’s true. We should say how we want to live our lives today.” 

 
Exhausted by all this thinking, the chicks concentrate on trying on different disguises 

because, after all, “it is always Halloween in Trump’s White House”. But they finally decide to 
come dressed as themselves because “we should be free to decide how to dress our bodies”. 
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Their trip to the White House is rendered chaotic by their nervousness. They comment on 
the diversity of people and what they would have to say if they could turn the Ten 
Commandments that their parents and grandparents received from the Statute of Liberty when 
they arrived at the New York airports hundreds of years ago into ten ways of amending what a 
constitution should be for those living all over America today. 

 
When the chicks get near the White House, they become disheartened by the long line. 

[Cut to footage of the January 21 Women’s March as if the marchers in the several cities, 
including those with the Eiffel Tower in the background, had also been summoned by Trump to 
the White House and were trying to enter it.] 
“I can’t wait that long. I have to go.” 
“You just arrived!” 
“No, I’ve got to go.” 
“Did you forget to go to the bathroom again?” 
“I had other things on my mind. But don’t worry. I’ll enter through the back door. I have it in my 
blood. That’s how everybody in my family has entered work. Come with me, I’ll get you in too, 
or are you gonna stand there like bowling pins?” 

They go to the back of the White House. It is protected by police, the army, tanks, two 
aircraft carriers, and drones swirling like the bees of a startled beehive. 
“Now what? Janitor Kid, how do we get past them?” 

She looks around and sees a van approaching. She jumps onto the middle of the dead-end 
road as if she were hitchhiking flirtatiously. The driver stops. On the side of the van it is written 
“Capitol Bakery”. 
“Hellooooo chicks! Where are you going 
“Me and my girls are late for work in the kitchen. We’re supposed to serve cakes to the 
President.” 
“You are?! I’m bringing them.” 
“Can we ride with you?” 
“I guess so. Hop in.” 

The four smash themselves on the one passenger seat next to him.  
“You ain’t coming here, you’re too fat!” 
“You say that once more and I’m hitting you so hard your be bouncing all over the place like 
Trump at a rally! So hold your breath and make yourself even smaller.” 
“What did you just said? No, no, I want to hear you say it again. Who’small here? Ah?” 
“Oh, you two stop it! and just come in!” 
“Hey, who do you think you are to talk like that to my friend? 
“That’s right! Don’t you ever get messed up in between us. That’s between she and me.” 
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“Listen girls, says the driver, you don’t need to fight over space. There’s plenty of it on my lap.” 
“Are you trying to get fresh with my girls? We the four can jump you and after we’ve teached 
you some respect to ladies you won’t be able to drive even website cart. So look right and 
drive!” 

The van gets past the gate and stops behind the White House near the door to the kitchen. 
When they open the van’s backdoor, they see orange cakes. 

“I told you: Every day is Halloween with Trump. These are pumpkin cakes.  
“That’s how he gets his orange face.” 
“We’ll help you get in the trays.” She signals the other chicks and they each get their hands on a 
tray. 
“OK. Thank you”, says the driver as he takes another tray and enters with them into the White 
House kitchen. 

The pastry chef tells them where to put the trays.  
They rush to the bathroom. 

“Did you see how I got you in? 
“What we saw was you flirting with the driver.” 
“Your a real...” 
“That too, but I’m really smart. And so pretty!” 

When they come out, the chef berates them for being late and not having changed into 
their uniforms yet. 

They start whining: “Jail uniforms! We ain’t doing nothing wrong.” 
The chef ignores their whining and barks at them the order to put on the gowns hanging 

from wall hooks and take four golden trays with orange cakes and milk shakes to a room. They 
obey.  
 

They go through a door and enter another room: the Oval Office. Trump is there. 
They run toward him in desperation as they start whining, one flinging the tray in the air 

while the others gesticulate wildly and dangerously with those that they are holding. Trump is 
startled and afraid. 
“This ain’t fair!” 
“You can’t dump us out of our country!”  
“We got your letter and came here as you order. But your sending us to jail anyway.” 
“No, your not keeping the end of your stick.”  
“That’s not the dual process.” 
“The doing process, you ignorant.” 
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“Oh, your so genius. I’m pretty!” 
“Your always bickering with details” 
“Anyway, we know a lot about our rights.” 
“Who are you?!, Trump shouts. Why are you shouting at me at lunchtime?” 
“The letter!” 
“You asked us to come or you send us back.” 
“What letter are you talking about?” 
“You ain’t changing your middle of the player on a game with us.” 
“No, no! You wrote and we came. You should talk to us before sending us to Guantanamera” 
“To where? Do you have that letter with you? Let me see it.” 

They drop the trays, grope each other angrily because nobody appears to have brought 
the letter, but then they find it functioning as a “filler”. They show it to Trump. 
“I sent this letter to all Americans!” 
“Your gonna send all of us back?” 
“Whose gonna do the beds, and the waitresses, and building the buildings? 
“and picking tomatoes and peppers that nobody wants cause, oh!, that’s too hard for white soft 
skin under the sun?” 
“Then there will be even fewer people at your next inauguration.” 
“This is a letter inviting you all to one of my rallies!” 
“That’s what we did! We rushed here.” 
“I invited you all to come to one of my campaign rallies. Look at the date: February 2, 2016. 
Don’t you understand?” 
“Your sending us away and also insulting us with that bit that we ain’t smart?” 
“That’s their problem, cause I’m pretty.” 
“Another one with details. Just missing the date. No biggy if you can see the big picture. What 
are you gonna do with us now? We have lots of writes under the 10 Commandments. We know a 
lot about them and they are so flimsy they say what we say too cause that is the Freedom of the 
speech.” 
“Yes, and there’s also  Freedom of the rest in religious peace with the assembly of your family!” 
“You ain’ having no right to search and seizure us out here!” 
 

The scene continues with a strong undercurrent of what the chicks have “learned” about 
‘the old constitution and the need for a new one adopted at the constitution celebration that the 
needed number of 304 states have requested since April 2017, cause we can’t live today with the 
constitution written with issues of the dead hand of the man that was the forefathers of the 
Supreme Court that keep changing it cause they don’t know whether their in 5 or 4”. All this is 
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made all the more hilarious when Trump mixes in his own alternative facts. 
However, gradually the chicks’ common sense underlying their tenuous grasp of “details” 

prevails. They make Trump realize that it is in his interest to win over the Women’s March and 
support a new constitution as a way to earn their support at the mid-term elections when the 
electoral college cannot give him a win if he loses the popular vote. 

In agreement, they walk out of the Oval Office in a contagiously festive mood. As they 
walk through the corridors of the White House, Trump and the four chicks ramble like Pied 
Pipers of Hamelin and ever more staff as well as visitors touring the House follow them. They 
end up in the Rotunda. Trump and the chicks open the doors: They see the Washington mall 
where a huge mass of women and men are demonstrating in favor of a new constitution. That 
mass morphs into the live audience at the Women’s March rally. Then the point of view reverses 
and the four chicks blend into Misses. Bland, Sarsour, Perez, and Mallory, and other members 
of the National Committee as they all walk to the podium singing the hymn to the new 
constitution of We the People. 
 
 
I look forward to meeting with you to discuss the terms for finishing and filming this script, and 
joining forces so that we can “move forward” together toward that new constitution of We the 

People.  
 

Visit  my  website  at,  and  subscribe  to  its  series  of  articles  thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org>  +  New  or  Users  >Add  New 

 

Dare  trigger  history!(*>jur:7§5)...and  you  may  enter  it. 
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Sincerely,   

Dr.  Richard  Cordero,  Esq. 
Judicial  Discipline  Reform 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org   
New  York  City 
   tel. (718)827-9521 

Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net,  
DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org,  
Dr.Richard.Cordero.Esq@cantab.net,  
RicCordero@verizon.net,  
Corderoric@yahoo.com 
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NOTE:  Given the interference with Dr. Cordero’s email and e-cloud storage 
accounts described at * >ggl:1 et seq., when emailing him, copy the above 
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February 22, 2017 
 

Mr. Jackson Hyland-Lipski jackson@womensmarch.com 
Executive Assistant https://www.aliveinside.org/ 
The Alive Inside Foundation info@ aliveinside.org  
237 Eldridge St., NY, NY 10002  tel. (855) 594-5860 
 
  

Dear Mr. Hyland-Lipski, 
The Women’s March committee asked on their website how we “move forward”. In my 

letter(529) to them and supporting article(515), I have argued why we should “move forward” to 
a new constitution. This1 is a related proposal to you as filmmaker. Indeed, on their website, I 
read with interest that you are “the Executive Assistant to the Alive Inside Foundation, bringing 

memory and identity back to elders with dementia through music and empathy”. People who are losing 
their memories may also lose awareness of their present; they may not be able to realize that you 
are trying to help them. As a result, they may not be able to tell you even ‘thank you’. That 
makes you selfless, your work altruistic. I applaud you and your work. You can help many others. 

I advocate on behalf of victims of wrongdoing judges and the dissatisfied with the 
judicial and legal system. My advocacy is described in my study of judges and their judiciaries: 
Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the 

news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting
2. More than 51% of appellants to the 

federal circuit courts are pro se –appearing without a lawyer-, hence they ignore the law; and 
lawyers do not conduct statistical analysis –which is the focus of my research– to compare their 
cases to others, hence they ignore patterns and trends in judges’ conduct. As a result, the 
majority of both groups do not even know the extent to which they are victims of judges’ abuse 
of their power over people’s property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that shape their lives.  

Federal judges are life-tenured, in practice irremovable, and recommended, endorsed, 
nominated, and confirmed by the very politicians who thereafter hold them unaccountable for 
fear of retaliation, e.g., a single district judge suspended nationwide P. Trump’s immigration ban. 
Thus, judges do wrong risklessly to an outrageous text: Federal circuit judges terminate 93% of 
appeals with decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., a mere ‘for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional 

defect], by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, without comment”(†>ol2:455§§B-E). These deci-
sions are so “perfunctory”(*>jur:44fn68) or wrongful that the majority are issued on a 5¢ summary 
order form and/or marked “not precedential”...in a legal system rooted in precedent. They are rea-
sonless fiats of wrongdoing judges: unaccountability breeds corruption by allowing the uncheck-
ed extension of arbitrary and grabbing power. So has emerged the judicial swamp of corruption. 

My proposal is to begin its drainage with the documentary Black Robed Predators(jur:85; 
ol2:464). Made by you and written by me, it will center on two unique national stories of judicial 
wrongdoing(524§§G-H). It will benefit women, for they are less likely to have the time, money, 
and education needed to appear in court with a lawyer, never mind do so effectively without one. 
In fact, it will benefit its huge audience: over 100 million people go or are taken to court every 
year(518¶20c); additional scores of millions have pending or wrongfully decided cases, which 
affect scores of millions of relatives, peers, employees, etc. The documentary can outrage the 
public into demanding a new constitution, necessary to subject judges to the control of We the 

People. Your production of the video Trump and the Four Chicks(530) can earn the support of 
marchers, courtgoers, and investors. So I3 kindly request a meeting to discuss this proposal. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,   

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-JHyland_Lipski.pdf
mailto:jackson@womensmarch.com
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February 23, 2017 
 

Ms. Ginny Suss ginny@womensmarch.com 
Okayplayer.com, Okayafrica.com 
281 N 7th Street 1 tel. (917)207-6411 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 www.womensmarch.com 
 
 

Dear Ms. Suss, 
The Women’s March committee asked on their website how we “move forward”. In the 

below cover letter(529) and article(515), I have argued why we should “move forward” to a new 
constitution. On their website, you are described as ‘Head of Production...and a video and event 

producer for your two music and culture based media companies’. This1 is a proposal for you to use 
your skill set and experience in making others understand something as vast and complex as a 
culture to make women and the rest of the public understand that asserting their rights is under 
the control of judges that for their benefit so extensively, routinely, and gravely disregard the law 
that to wrestle that control away from them it is necessary a new constitution by We the People.  

I advocate on behalf of victims of wrongdoing judges and the dissatisfied with the 
judicial and legal system. My advocacy is described in my study of judges and their judiciaries: 
Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the 

news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting
2. More than 51% of appellants to the 

federal circuit courts are pro se –appearing without a lawyer-, hence they ignore the law; and 
lawyers do not conduct statistical analysis –which is the focus of my research– to compare their 
cases to others, hence they ignore patterns and trends in judges’ conduct. As a result, the 
majority of both groups do not even know the extent to which they are victims of judges’ abuse 
of their power over people’s property, liberty, and all the rights and duties that shape their lives.  

Federal judges are life-tenured, in practice irremovable, and recommended, endorsed, 
nominated, and confirmed by the very politicians who thereafter hold them unaccountable for 
fear of retaliation, e.g., a single district judge suspended nationwide P. Trump’s immigration ban. 
Thus, judges do wrong risklessly to an outrageous extent: Federal circuit judges terminate 93% 
of appeals with decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., a mere ‘for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional 

defect’], by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, without comment”(†>ol2:455§§B-E). These deci-
sions are so “perfunctory”(*>jur:44fn68) or wrongful that the majority are issued on a 5¢ summary 
order form and/or marked “not precedential”...in a legal system rooted in precedent. They are rea-
sonless fiats of wrongdoing judges: unaccountability breeds corruption by allowing the uncheck-
ed extension of arbitrary and grabbing power. So has emerged the judicial swamp of corruption. 

My proposal is to begin its drainage with the documentary Black Robed Predators(jur:85; 
ol2:464). Made by you and written by me, it will center on two unique national stories of judicial 
wrongdoing(524§§G-H). It will benefit women, for they are less likely to have the time, money, 
and education needed to appear in court with a lawyer, never mind do so effectively without one. 
In fact, it will benefit its huge audience: over 100 million people go or are taken to court every 
year(518¶20c); additional scores of millions have pending or wrongfully decided cases, which 
affect scores of millions of relatives, peers, employees, etc. The documentary can outrage the 
public into demanding a new constitution, necessary to subject judges to the control of We the 

People. The making by you or your peer J. Hyland-Lipski(536) of my below video Trump and 

the Four Chicks(530) and your production of it at a WM’s event can earn the support of marchers, 
courtgoers, and investors. So I3 kindly request a meeting to discuss this proposal. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-JHyland_Lipski.pdf
https://www.linkedin.com/in/dr-richard-cordero-esq-0508ba4b
http://www.judicial-discipline-reform.org/
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February 15, 2017 

Mr. Michael Tedesco 

Consultant 

Thomson Reuters Findlaw 

New York City 
 

 

Dear Mr. Tedesco,  

I gratefully accept your offer of marketing advice for lawyers. The topic that I am inter-

ested in discussing is my business plan, which is below and can be downloaded
1
. The plan aims 

to turn judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform advocacy into a for-profit business
2
. It is in line 

with our current politico/judicial environment and way of doing business online:  

a. Candidate, President-elect, and President Trump: 

1. promised to “drain the swamp of corruption of the Establishment”, whose most firmly 

established segment is that of the federal judges(ol2:505), who are life-tenured and in 

practice irremovable and unaccountable so that sure that they will not lose their jobs or 

even be imposed a fine, let alone be sent to jail, they engage in wrongdoing risklessly 

(jur:21§§1-3) for the convenience and gain of themselves and their peers; and  

2. i. is involved in a feud, which has no precedent in living memory, with federal judges, 

a) one of whom, District Judge Gonzalo Curiel, he openly criticized as being 

biased against him when presiding over the Trump University case(ol2:437);   

b) has disparaged “the so-called judge”, namely, Federal District Judge James 

Robart, who suspended nationwide his immigration ban;  

c) has criticized the judges of the 9th Circuit who sustained that suspension; and  

d) approved the “Great job!” of his Senior Policy Advisor Stephen Miller, who 

stated in the Sunday shows that “we have a judiciary that has taken far too much 

power and become in many cases a supreme branch of government”(ol2:527); 

ii. all of which allows the reasonable assumption that P. Trump will find it in his interest 

to approve and may support directly or indirectly through his associates and like-

minded business people exposing federal judges’ wrongdoing, especially if such ex-

posure is conducted professionally and as a for-profit business, as mine is, and applies... 

b. the Internet business model: give away valuable information; attract seekers of that 

information; sell space for advertising of interest to seekers; and offer for a fee access to 

advanced and customized databases, information, knowledge, and services based thereon; 

c. the mood of the people is dominated by The Dissatisfied With The Establishment, and its 

segment of the dissatisfied with the judicial and legal system, who are ever more connected 

through, and adept at using, the Internet. They constitute the business’s huge customer base 

and can generate with respect to judges who appear involved in wrongdoing(jur:88§§a-c) a 

flood of motions for recusal, disqualification, new trial, to quash an order, reopen a case, etc. 

Indeed, this is the most opportune time to turn judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform 

advocacy into a for-profit business and even make progress toward the realization of the ideal of 

Equal Justice Under Law. I offer to make a presentation to you and your peers on how you can 

benefit by developing my business. Hence, I
3
 look forward to receiving your marketing advice. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)...and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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November 10, 2016 

Vice Dean Avery W. Katz 

Columbia Law School 

435 West 116th Street,  

New York, NY 10027-7297 
 

 

Dear Dean Katz, 

Thank you for your kind email. My proposal
1
 concerns: 1. teaching a course, not on the pro-

fessional responsibility of students when they become lawyers, but rather on the performance of 

judges in practice based on the analysis of official documents, a subject that neither Columbia 

Law School nor any other law school is teaching, as reflected on their websites, as opposed to 

references in passing in other courses to what the judges’ Code of Conduct provides for them in 

theory; and 2. the establishment of an apposite for-profit institute to study such performance and 

its impact on a. the rule of law; b. the parties that pay for judges to adjudicate their controver-

sies; and c. the rest of We the People, affected by the precedential force of judges’ decisions
2
.  

No school that deems more self-beneficial to have judges sit on their boards, teach courses, 

and participate in its moot court, and no institute named after a judge can be expected to study 

fairly and impartially how self-disciplining judges, who dismiss without investigation 99.82% 

(*>jur:10,11) of complaints against them and, as a result, are unaccountable, disregard with im-

punity due process and equal protection of the law. Thus, what should guide your School’s deci-

sion regarding my proposal is not its curricular needs, but rather a. the need for transparency in 

the performance of judges who hold all their adjudicative, administrative, policy-making, and 

disciplinary meetings behind closed doors and never appear before a press conference; b. the 

needs of students who as lawyers will be baffled by receiving in 93% of their appeals before 

federal circuit judges a 5¢ form disposing of them in perfunctory and arbitrary decisions “on 

procedural grounds, by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, without comment”(infra ↓453); 

and c. the needs of the People for information on how their property, liberty, rights, and duties 

are dealt with unlawfully by judges wielding ‘absolute power, the kind that corrupts absolutely’. 

I praise you because your reference to “our past correspondence a few years ago” reveals 

your powerful memory or superb record-keeping system even for a letter like mine that was also 

rejected...or perhaps how you were impressed by it. Had action been taken consonant with its 

proposal, you would have impressed with your courage and singular service to the administration 

of justice precisely those who elected the new president, The Dissatisfied With The Establish-

ment. They would have been outraged upon learning how the most powerful Establishment en-

tity, the Judiciary, administers justice in practice. They would have hailed you as their Champion 

of Justice and in turn protected you from retaliation. One can assume that you care for them, for 

your students too, that you are a person who cares for principles and duty, just as you cared to 

send me a first email of rejection and even a second one, and cared to invite me to “let you and 

Dir. E. Werbell know if there's any other way that we can answer further questions”. There are: 

Both can discreetly inform through me The Dissatisfied and the rest of the People at the most 

propitious time: when the new president intends to ‘drain the swamp of the Establishment’. So 

you can arrange for me to make a presentation to i) officers of student organizations; ii) editors, 

e.g., of The New Yorker, The Atlantic, NYT, etc., and deans of your journalism school with a 

view to their publishing my series of articles(↓ol2:483)
3
 and joining the investigation(↓461§G); 

iii) potential investors in the institute, as set forth in my business plan, available upon request; 

etc. I
4
 can answer your questions if you invite me to meet with you, Dir. Werbell and Dean Miller. 

    Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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December 7, 2016 

Vice Dean Avery W. Katz 

Columbia Law School 

435 West 116th Street,  

New York, NY 10027-7297 
 

 

Dear Dean Katz, 

Thank you for your reply email of last November 2. My responsive email of November 

10 is herewith in its form of a letter. They concern my initial proposal to Dean Gillian Lester, 

which is restated in the first paragraph of my enclosed letters to the two colleagues of yours to 

whom you referred me, namely, Dean Julia Miller and Director Eva Werbell
1
.  

Since you wrote in your email, “Please let either of us know if there's any other way that 

we can answer further questions regarding Columbia Law School”, I am sharing with you all my 

question, ‘Will you afford me the opportunity to discuss my proposal with you?’ My letters to 

each of you provide elements of the foundation of that question. I submit that they furnish the 

foundation with enough convincing solidity for you to answer the question in the affirmative.  

This is particularly the case now that Candidate Trump won the election and has been 

chosen by Time as its Man of the Year for his unconventional candidacy: He ran on the cam-

paign promise to “drain the swamp of corruption of the Establishment”. Yet, he has nominated for 

his cabinet and White House members of the Establishment, with the exception of Steve Bannon, 

who will be his ‘Chief Strategist’. A strategy Trump needs, for he risks alienating his base, The 

Dissatisfied With The Establishment, with those Establishment nominees and his walking back 

his campaign promises to expel all immigrants, build the wall and repeal Obamacare right away, 

pull out of the climate change and economic treaties, and name a special prosecutor to prosecute 

Sec. Clinton...who would be the president by the popular vote with 2.6 million more votes than 

Trump, who appears as only the president by the technicality of the Electoral College. What is 

left of his promises and legitimacy? Draining the swamp may be the one that he can keep.  

For it is in his interest to keep it. As argued in the article infra(ol2:505), the Federal Judi-

ciary is the quintessential Establishment, with judges established by their life-appointments and 

most profoundly influenced by the corruptive absolute power resulting from their unaccountabi-

lity. It is in P-e Trump’s interest to use his nomination of J. Scalia’s successor to have the media 

and, yes, law schools like yours, show the public that judges have failed to comply with their 

own Code of Conduct, whose Canon 2(
2
>jur:68

123a
) enjoins them to “avoid even the appearance 

of impropriety”. This can cause resignations(jur:92§d). Trump can welcome and facilitate them, 

as it would give him the opportunity, not only to nominate one justice, but rather to ‘pack’ the 

Supreme Court and the lower courts with judges who will uphold his agenda’s constitutionality. 

But that showing will outrage The Dissatisfied and the rest of We the People and stir them up to 

compel the reform of the Judiciary to ensure that its judges are held accountable and liable.  

This is an opportunity for you and Columbia Law to make a name by launching the first 

ever investigation(ol2:440) of the Judiciary in reliance on Trump’s strategic interests. You can 

invite him to your School to address the issue, just as your University’s president invited the 

President of Iran to address its students. Bottom line: I am not proposing that you and your 

School take a gamble, but rather that you think strategically and take advantage of this oppor-

tunity to latch onto the President’s promise and the mood of his electoral base to become their 

Champion of Justice. So will you afford me
3
 the opportunity to discuss my proposal with you? 

  Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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March 1, 2017 

Dean Robert C. Post  

Yale Law School  

P.O. Box 208215 

New Haven, CT 06520-8215 
 

 

Dear Dean Post, 

Last September 12, I sent you
1
(infra452) a proposal to 1. teach a course on the grave im-

plications for legal education and the administration of justice to be drawn by analyzing(455) 

caseload statistics(462a-d) of the federal courts; and 2. establish at your school a pioneering ins-

titute for teaching, researching, and exposing judges’ conduct in fact versus in theory and reform-

ing their operation. I stated that the institute has a business aspect that can earn your school much 

needed cash and offer students a realistic job prospect at a time of dwindling law jobs for 

graduates; and that the basis of my proposal was my study Exposing Judges’ Unaccountabili-

ty and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial 

unaccountability reporting
2. You were kind enough to refer my proposal to Deputy Dean A. 

Klevorick, who emailed me that he had submitted it to the Curricular Appointments Committee. 

While I have not heard from it, I trust you and your colleagues have heard that after Pre-

sident Trump disparagingly referred to “the so-called judge” who suspended nationwide his im-

migration ban, namely, J. James Robart, the President’s justiceship nominee, J. Neil Gorsuch, 

reportedly remarked to a member of Congress that “An attack on one of our brothers and sisters of 

the robe is an attack on all of us”. His remark was turned into a fact by the panel of circuit judges 

who unanimously upheld the suspension to send Trump a warning: ‘Don’t you ever mess with us!’ 

However, Trump cannot be expected to heed it: After his Senior Policy Advisor stated on 

February 12, that “we have a judiciary that has taken far too much power and become in many cases a 

supreme branch of government”, Trump tweeted approvingly, “Congratulations Stephen Miller- on re-

presenting me this morning on the various Sunday morning shows. Great job!” He will hit back(527). 

J. Gorsuch’s remark betrays a gang mentality: ‘We against the rest of the world’. For 

gang members, an attack against one of them can never be justified. Their reaction is never to 

objectively examine the attack in light of legal, ethical, or propriety considerations. It is never 

moderated by a sense of proportion. Rather, it is to retaliate to the full extent of the gang’s pow-

er. That mentality excludes denunciation of one gang member by another. So judges disregard 

their duty(18usc3057; jur:68
123b

) to denounce their wrongdoing peers: They look the other way 

before and after their wrongs(jur:88§§a-c); dismiss 99.82% of complaints against them and deny 

up to 100% of petitions to review such dismissals(jur:10-14; 21§1); and systematically deny en 

banc petitions(jur:45§2), for their interest is in ensuring that ‘if you don’t review any of my 93%(457 

§D) perfunctory decisions, I won’t review yours’. Mutual protection overrides commitment to “jus-

tice[, which] must be seen to be done”(jur:44
71

). Conniving politicians have allowed judges to op-

erate unaccountably and in secrecy(524). So has festered the swamp of judges’ riskless wrongdo-

ing(483). The Dissatisfied With The Establishment(515) and you can participate in its drainage. 

Indeed, the President’s character and interest create the reasonable expectation that he will 

support your agreement to the proposed exposure of judges’ abuse, not of discretion, but of pow-

er and their wrongdoing(505). Thus, I
3
 respectfully ask that you invite me to make a presentation 

to you and/or your faculty and students. You will be supporting, not Trump, but rather the learn-

ing by your students and the public about judges’ conduct in fact and the administration of justice.  

   Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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March 3, 2017 

Professor Emeritus Alan Dershowitz 

Harvard Law School   

1563 Massachusetts Avenue  

Cambridge, MA 02138 
 

 

Dear Professor Dershowitz, 

It has been written that ’you see yourself’ “as a "lawyer of last resort"—someone to turn to 

when the defendant has few other legal options—and takes those cases that are what he calls "the most 

challenging...and precedent-setting cases".
1
 For the overwhelming majority of plaintiffs and defen-

dants, the courts are not a resort where judges protect their rights and liberties: The analysis of 

the official statistics of the federal courts shows that circuit judges dispose of 93% of appeals in 

perfunctory decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., “for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional defect”], by 

consolidation, unsigned, unpublished, without comment” and/or marked “not-precedential”, such as 

unresearched, reasonless, fiat-like summary orders on 5¢ forms(infra 453). District judges have 

no incentive to write meaningful opinions since they know that 93% of appeals from them will 

be terminated in such perfunctory way. If your publishers had published without peer review and 

your readers had had to buy whatever you wrote, would you have felt the need to put so much 

effort to produce first-rate writings? Perfunctoriness covered up by unaccountability leads to the 

exercise of ‘absolute power, which corrupts absolutely’: hence judges’ riskless wrongdoing. 

This is a proposal
2
 for you to put your commitment to individual rights and civil liberties 

behind the defense of not only the minute minority of von Bulows and Assanges who need and 

can afford you individually, but also of the rest of We the People, who can afford you collective-

ly and need you all the more because they do not have either the reputational, intellectual, or 

legal options to secure equal protection from judges who with impunity deny them due process. 

You can contribute as publicly or discreetly as you wish to Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability 

and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: [and] Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial 

unaccountability reporting
3
. That is the title of my study of how judges perform in fact v. theory. 

Concretely, you can support the proposal whose title appears to have piqued your curiosi-

ty enough for you to open the email containing it: “How the Women’s March [WM] can seize Trump’s 

justiceship nomination to “move forward” to a new constitution, one by We the People”(529, 515). WM 

mobilized millions who are dissatisfied with the Establishment and fear the aggravation of their 

dissatisfaction by P. Trump(505). The number of voters who can respond to your and WM’s 

exposure of judges’ wrongdoing(ol:154¶3) is huge: over 100 million people are parties to new 

cases filed annually(518¶20c), plus the parties to cases pending or deemed to have been decided 

wrongly or wrongfully. They form an untapped voting bloc: the dissatisfied with the judicial and 

legal system, who can become a Tea Party-like socio-political movement. By addressing their con-

cerns, you can help the Democrats bring about a stunning reversal in the 2018 mid-term elections. 

You can also support my proposal to your alma matter in my letter to Yale Law School Dean 

R. Post(541) to make a presentation on judges’ abuse of power and wrongdoing. As an eminent 

professor emeritus, you can cause Harvard associations to invite me to make my case for a stu-

dent-led 9/11 Commission-like multidisciplinary investigation(524). To that end, I
4
 offer to present 

first to you by phone or at a video conference so that you may assess the merits of “your most chal-

lenging and precedential case”: for the People and their constitution; and what you can gain from 

joining the creation of a judicial accountability institute
5
. So I look forward to hearing from you. 

 

   Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely,  Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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March 9, 2017 

Professor Emeritus Alan Dershowitz 

Harvard Law School  dersh@law.harvard.edu 

1563 Massachusetts Avenue  

Cambridge, MA 02138 
 

 

Dear Professor Dershowitz, 

Thank you for your reply to my email of last Saturday, March 4, where you stated that 

“We need independent judges now more than ever”. 

My email dealt with the issue, not of judicial independence, but rather of judicial 

unaccountability. The latter’s consequence is abuse of power to the detriment of litigants and the 

rest of We the People.  

 

A. Neither We nor you need unaccountably independent judges 

1. What need is there for unaccountably independent FISA judges, who can order secret 

surveillance of you as a threat to “national security” due to your connection with Assange and his 

latest leak of documents on hacking by the CIA? 

2. Judges are so independent that they can dispose perfunctorily of 93% of appeals to the federal 

circuit courts in decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., “for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional 

defect”], by consolidation, unsigned, unpublished, without comment” and/or marked “not-

precedential””, as opposed to the 7% of decisions intended to pass the scrutiny of the media and 

make it to casebooks. 

3. Would your clients need you if you limited your evaluation of their cases to the front of a 5¢ 

form where you filled out its blank with the equivalent of the “   Affirmed   ” or “   Denied   ” of a 

summary order?   

4. Would the appellate decision of your appeal from a denial of your application to disclose 

whether you are being surveilled fall among the 93% or the 7% class of decisions of 

unaccountably independent judges?(
†
>ol2:515) 

5. Neither the People nor you need independent judges who can for their personal convenience and 

gain risklessly enter with the NSA a quid pro quo agreement(ol2:524). What we all need is 

judges held accountable for delivering Justice Equal and Under Law. Only the People can amass 

enough power to hold them accountable rather than independent from everybody else. That is 

shown in my study of judges and their judiciaries as they perform in fact rather than in theory:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability  
and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  

Pioneering the news and publishing field  
of judicial unaccountability reporting* † 

 

B. The need for your support, not to undermine judges’ independence, but to 
inform the People of the grave implications of judges’ unaccountability 

6. My appeal to you is not that you undermine judges’ independence.  

7. Rather, it is that you, as a defender of civil rights and individual liberties, allow yourself the 

opportunity to hear with an open mind my presentation to you of the “Brandeis 
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brief”(
†
>ol2:454¶4) based on my analysis of official statistics in the Annual Report of the 

Director of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts(*>jur:26fn23a >28 U.S.C §604(a)(3-4); 

(h)(2)) ‒presented to, and ignored by, Congress annually‒ and describing how judges perform in 

fact as opposed to the theory of the rules applicable to them.  

8. My intent is, as stated in my previous email, to persuade you to act, as discreetly or openly as 

you wish, to bring that analysis and its grave practical implications to the attention of Yale Law 

School Dean Robert Post, the Women’s March, Harvard associations and/or a publisher of books 

or a series of articles”(
†
>ol2:483) so that they may be informed and outraged enough to bring in 

turn that information to the People. 

9. We can have a conversation on the phone or at a video conference or I can meet you here in New 

York City. I will use the opportunity to persuasively present to you statistical facts as well as 

legal and common sense reasoning. For instance: 

 

C. If the President had no choice but not to disrespect one judge’s 
suspension of his immigration ban, what chance does Joe 

Schmock or you have against unaccountably independent judges?  

10. When a single district judge of Seattle, WA, has the power to suspend nationwide the 

immigration ban of the President of the United States, who had promised as a candidate to issue 

such ban and who was elected by more than 62 million Americans, and just three circuit judges 

have the power to confirm the national effect of the judge’s suspension, what realistic chance do 

Joe Schmock and Jane Widgetry or even the parties to Committee of Creditors v. Lehman 

Brothers have to force judges to do or not do anything, even if that is only to do them a trial 

according to due process of law?  

11. The independence of judges has not been at risk whether at present or in the past. Indeed, 

although 2,293 federal judges, the models for their state counterparts, were in office on 

September 30, 2015, in the last 228 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, the 

number of federal judges impeached and removed is 8!(*>jur:22fn13,14) 

12. Federal judges are life-tenured and their salary cannot be diminished while in office(jur:22fn12a 

>U.S. Const., Art. III, Sec. 1).  

13. The exercise by judges of such power has a long history: The justices of the Supreme Court 

declared unconstitutional one piece after the other of the New Deal legislation of President 

Roosevelt. His proposal to “pack the court” with his own justices failed because Congress would 

not support it(jur:23fn17a). 

14. President Trump had no choice but to comply with the ban suspension. Had he issued another 

executive order directing all members of the executive branch to disregard the suspension and 

continue enforcing his immigration ban, he would only have humiliated himself publicly:  

15. Many law enforcement officers would have been wary of obeying his order, for they would have 

risked being sued personally by the people prevented from entering the country or even their 

relatives and employers, whether for violating their civil rights or otherwise causing them harm 

in fact. Even the airlines would have rushed to court seeking a declaratory judgment given that if 

they had refused to transport those people, they, as deep pocket defendants, would have been 

sued too for acting in consequence of an order that they knew had been deprived of legal force, 

thereby knowingly and unlawfully harming those people by stranding them.  

16. Very soon nobody would have risked disregarding the ban suspension, the President’s order to 
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do so notwithstanding.  

17. Worse yet, the enforcing officers and airlines would have been brought up before federal judges, 

who would not have missed the opportunity to hold them in contempt of court so as to send an 

unambiguous message to those who would defy any of their peers: “Don’t you ever disregard 

what any of ‘our brothers and sisters of the robe’ tell you to do and not to do!” 

18. President Trump would have been left in the middle of the field alone, a general watching his 

troops, not only deserting him, but even aiding and abetting his enemy, the unaccountably 

independent judges. What a humiliating defeat! 

19. Trump did not respect the independence of the judges. He simply recognized that not even he 

and his whole executive branch could defy them without destroying themselves in the process.  

20. If unaccountably independent judges order you to reveal any connection between Assange and 

the Russians in the latest CIA documents leak, do you have a choice other than complying or 

being sent to jail for contempt of court? Who will be your ‘lawyer of last resort’? A People 

grateful for your having informed them how judges risklessly abuse them and engage in 

wrongdoing on the strength of their unaccountable independence? 

 

D. Judges are so independent as to constitute A State Within the state 

21. Judges are so independent precisely because those politicians who recommend, endorse, 

nominate, and confirm them know full well that they are doomed to defeat if they take them on: 

They risk having their whole legislative agenda declared unconstitutional and being personally 

retaliated against if they ever are brought up on any charge before a judge or have the cheek of 

appearing before them as plaintiffs to beg for any relief.  

22. As a result, politicians fail to enforce constitutional checks and balances on the very judges that 

they put on the bench. 

23. That is how judicial independence has become judicial unaccountability. So have judges been 

elevated by politicians and themselves to a position that is inimical to ‘government, not of men 

and women, but by the rule of law’: They have become Judges Above the Law...up there for life 

and too high to be investigated, never mind impeached and removed.  

24. From that untouchably high position, unaccountably independent judges have managed to turn 

their judicial branch into a State Within a state. They have become the unaccountable Lords who 

for their personal convenience and gain wield power over the property, liberty, and all the rights 

and duties that determine the lives of the servants of their Fiefdom: We the People. 

 

E. The search for the Knight of the Well-rounded Profile to defend the 

servants against the Lords of the Land of Their Law 

25. It is in defense of the People that you can as requested above use , even discreetly, your status 

and connections vis-à-vis Harvard associations, Dean Post, the Women’s March, or a publisher 

willing to publish my study or a series of articles on judges unaccountable independence 

(
†
>ol2:483).  

26. Therefore, I respectfully request the opportunity to make my case to you. So I look forward to 

hearing from you.  
 

   Dare trigger history!(jur:7§5)…and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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March 25, 2017 

Justiceship Nominee Neil Gorsuch reportedly said: 
«An attack on one of our brothers and sisters of the robe is an attack on all of us».  

Guided by that we-against-the-rest-of-the-world mentality, he and his peers in 

the 10th Circuit have protected each other by disposing of the 573 complaints 
filed against any of them during the 1oct06-30sep16 11-year period through 

self-exemption from any discipline except for one single reprimand, a 99.83% 

dismissal rate; and dispose of 93% of appeals with reasonless decisions. 
The concern is not whether Judge Gorsuch favors big corporations over the 

little guy, but whether anybody protects us from them:  
UNACCOUNTABLY INDEPENDENT JUDGES, WHO RISKLESSLY ENGAGE IN WRONGDOING. 

The demand for public hearings of complainants and parties that he and his 

peers have for their own benefit dumped out of court 
 

1. After President Trump issued his first immigration ban, Federal District Judge James Robart of 

the 9
th

 Circuit suspended it nationwide. The President referred to him disparagingly as “this so-

called judge”. When his justiceship nominee, Judge Neil Gorsuch, who sits on the Court of 

Appeals for the 10
th

 Circuit, paid a goodwill visit to Congress in anticipation of his confirmation 

hearings, he was asked about the President’s reference. He reportedly remarked that “An attack 

on one of our brothers and sisters of the robe is an attack on all of us”. His remark was con-

firmed by the conduct of the three-judge appellate panel of 9
th

 Circuit judges who unanimously 

upheld the nationwide suspension to send Trump a warning: ‘Don’t you ever mess with us!’  

2. J. Gorsuch too has been practicing his remark. As a circuit judge for the last 11.5 years, he has 

tolerated and/or participated in the systematic dismissal of the 573(Line:3 of the table below) 

complaints against judges in his circuit and the systematic denial of petitions to review such 

dismissals(L:65, 68). He and his peers have protected their own, taking only one corrective 

action, a reprimand. Their system of self-exemption from discipline is 99.83% perfect in effect. 

That statistic is representative of judges’ abusive dismissal of complaints against them(stat:1-60, 

the official tables, infra). Their self-ensured unaccountability leads to their riskless wrongdoing. 

3. Each circuit collects its statistics and sends them to the Administrative Office of the U.S Courts 

(AO)
1
. The latter’s director is appointed by the chief justice of the Supreme Court and must in-

clude them in his Annual Report to the Judicial Conference of the U.S., which is presided over 

by the chief justice and gathers the chief circuit judges and representative district, bankruptcy, 

and magistrate judges. The Report is also submitted to Congress and the public. So, J. Gorsuch 

and all his peers send annually an unambiguous, unabashed message to all politicians and us:  

We have rendered the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act that you, politicians, passed in 
19802 to set up the complaint mechanism useless. You, the public, waste your time 
complaining against us, for we take care of our own. We are so powerful that we can just 
as easily suspend a presidential order nationwide as doom to failure a whole legislative 
agenda by declaring each of its laws unconstitutional. And we are untouchable! In the 
last 228 years since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, only 8 of us judges 
have been impeached and removed(*>jur:22fn14). We can engage in any wrongdoing, 
for we are our own police. We are the Judges Above the Law of the State Within the state. 

4. J. Gorsuch stated as a badge of honor at the hearings that of the 2,700 cases in which he has be-

ing one of the appellate panel judges 97% have been decided unanimously. He added with pride 

“that’s the way we do things in the West”. He did not mean ‘in the West we morph into each 

other to surmount the differences inherent in being appointed by either Republican or Dem-
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ocratic politicians, discarding the different views that we held in college, which led me to found 

the opposition paper The Federalist.’ Rather, he confirmed the statistics that show that circuit 

judges dispose of 93% of appeals in decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., “for lack of jurisdic-

tion or jurisdictional defect”], by consolidation, unsigned, unpublished, without comment”(
†
>ol2: 

455). The majority of these decisions are reasonless, fiat-like summary orders(
*
>jur:43§1). They 

fit the front of a 5¢ form, with the only operative word rubberstamped, mostly ‘the decision be-

low is Affirmed or the motion is Denied’. The rest of those decisions have an opinion so arbitra-

ry, ad-hoc to reach a desired result, or unlawful that they may not be relied upon in other cases; 

so they too are marked “not-precedential”. Only the remaining 7% are signed, published, and in-

tended to pass media scrutiny, be discussed in law journals, and end up in law school casebooks.  

5. What criteria does J. Gorsuch use to treat parties so unequally: dumping their appeals with a 

meaningless decision or sweating it out on a meaningful one? In fact, he also bragged that in 

99% of his cases he had been in the majority. This means that in only 1% of them he felt so 

strongly about the issues or the parties to bother to dissent, thus being in the minority. Yet, he 

remained a typical judge, for the 2% of cases where it was one of the other two panel members 

who dissented can be distributed equally by allocating 1% to each. For him and his peers getting 

along with each other and taking it easy with 93% of appeals are more appealing attitudes than a 

principled discharge of their duty. The latter requires reading the briefs, doing legal research, and 

coming to the panel conference prepared to advocate “a result compelled by the law”, which he 

said a good judge pursues. No wonder he shied away from the exacting and socially lethal action 

of denouncing any of his peers or even protesting publicly their systematic dismissal of com-

plaints against them, which would have led to a lot of controversy and his outcast as a traitor.  

6. So the question for the senators to ask before voting on J. Gorsuch is not whether what got under 

his skin in that 1% of cases in which he stood up for something other than his camaraderie with 

his peers was a big corporation or a little guy. Rather, it is how he could claim commitment to 

rule of law results, never mind integrity, although during the past 11.5 years on the bench he has 

seen his peers dismiss on average one complaint a week of those 573 against them, but has 

simply looked the other way or even joined the other bullies in abusing their judicial power to 

silence complainants by resorting to false pretenses(L:44-50) to dump their complaints. Why did 

he tolerate, or participate in, the cheating of parties out of the meaningful appellate service to 

which their payment of the filing fee entitled them contractually? By ensuring his and his peers’ 

unaccountability they have turned their independence into a cover for their riskless wrongdoing. 

7. It is not by mounting a filibuster against J. Gorsuch that senators, or by watching it while remain-

ing inactive that the House members, should handle his confirmation. It is by holding public 

hearings for the complainants and the parties to appeals that he and his peers have dumped out of 

court and deprived of equal justice under law. Holding those hearings will not be an attack on 

judicial independence. As representatives of We the People, the only source of sovereign power 

and the masters of “government of, by, and for the people”, Congress has the duty to defend and 

enforce the People’s right to hold all their public servants accountable and liable for their wrong-

doing. It will be an overdue application of the principle that in ‘government, not of men and wo-

men, but by the rule of law’, judges are not allowed to arrogate to themselves unaccountable in-

dependence. Their holding of office as public servants depends on their faithfully and competent-

ly serving their masters, the People. P. Trump said in his inaugural speech, “We are transferring 

power from Washington and giving it back to you, the People”. Let’s demand that he and Con-

gress hold hearings to find out the masters’ experience at the mercy of their judicial servants, who 

have trampled justice to climb to a position intrinsically for wrongdoers: Judges Above the Law. 

Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)...and you may enter it. Sincerely,  Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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March 25, 2017 

Table1 of Complaints2 Against Judges in the 10th Circuit, where Judge N. Gorsuch3 
sits, showing how he and his peers systematically dismiss 99.83% of them to 

exempt themselves from any discipline, thus protecting their unaccountable 
independence and becoming Judges Above the Law 

Line Data of the Judicial Council4, 10th Cir., filed with AO1 ‘065’ ‘076 
‘08A

7 
‘08B

8 
‘09A

9 
‘09B ’1010 ’1111 ’1212 ’1313 ’1414 ’1515 ’1616 totals 

1.  Complaints Pending on Sep. 30 of preceding year * 2 14 7 - 0 52 18 
26♦

‡ 
8 9 11 17 12 176 

2.  Complaints Concluded     0 -         

3.  Complaints Filed17 49 37 17 58 18- 73 62 64 33 59 33 37 51 573 

4.  Complaint Type/Source               

5.  Written/Filed by Complainants 49 37 17 58  71 61 64 33 59 33 37 51 570 

6.  On Order of/Identified by Circuit Chief Judges 0 0 0 0  2 1 0 0 0 0 - 0  

7.  Complainants♦♦               

8.  Prison inmates    50  47 26 37 13 27 15 22 13 250 

9.  Litigants    8  23 33 19 25 25 16 11 20 180 

10.  Attorneys    0  0 0 1 0 7 3 4 2 17 

11.  Public Officials    0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

12.  Other    0  3 2 7 0 0 0 0 4 16 

13.  Judges Complained About **               

14.  Circuit Judges 24 18 3 29  21 10 12 3 28 1 4 14 167 

15.  District Judges 40   27  43 34 35 22 16 23 29 22 291 

16.  Bankruptcy Judges 2   0  3 1 2 2 1 0 0 3 14 

17.  Magistrate Judges 8 12 7 2  6 17 15 6 14 9 4 12 112 

18.  Nature of Allegations               

19.  Erroneous Decision    2  46 50 57 30 53 16 28 46 328 

20.  Delayed Decision 1 7 4 1  5 10 1 4 7 4 6 0 50 

21.  Failure to Give Reasons for Decision    0  1 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 4 

22.  Improper Discussions With Party or Counsel    4  9 6 6 6 8 7 2 0 48 

23.  Hostility Toward Litigant or Attorney    0  7 6 7 3 6 14 4 1 48 

24.  Racial, Religious, or Ethnic Bias 14 19 13 28  2 3 9 0 1 3 4 3 99 

25.  Personal Bias Against Litigant or Attorney    3  13 20 21 7 14 18 5 10 111 

26.  Conflict of Interest (Including Refusal to Recuse) 2 4 1 0  7 4 5 1 4 10 2 3 43 

27.  Failure to Meet Financial Disclosure Requirements    0  2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 

28.  Improper Outside Income    0  0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 

29.  Partisan Political Activity or Statement    0  4 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 7 

30.  Acceptance of a Bribe    0  0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 

31.  Effort to Obtain Favor for Friend or Relative    0  0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4 6 

32.  Solicitation of Funds for Organization    0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

33.  Violation of Other Standards    0  1 1 2 1 0 10 0 1 16 

34.  Other Misconduct    57  48 23 28 14 23 0 25 40 258 

35.  Disability    5  5 0 7 0 0 0 2 10 29 

36.  ACTIONS REGARDING THE COMPLAINTS               

37.  
Concluded/Terminated by Complainant or Subject 

Judge/Withdrawn 
   0  0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
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38.  Data of the Judicial Council, 10th Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08
A 

‘08
B 

‘09
A 

‘09
B 

‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

39.  
Complaint Withdrawn with Consent of Chief Circuit 
Judge 

   0  0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 

40.  Withdrawal of Petition for Review    0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

41.  Actions by Chief Circuit Judge               

42.  
Matters Returned from Judicial Council/or Judicial 

Conference Committee 
   0  0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

43.  Complaint Dismissed ♦ in Whole or in Part    32  78 51 75 33 57 26 42 37 431 

44.  
Not in Conformity WIth Statute/Not Misconduct or 
Disability 

   1 0 4 4 3 5 0 2 4 2 25 

45.  
Directly Related to Decision or Procedural Ruling/ 
Merits Related 

   30 0 74 43 68 30 49 21 35 33 383 

46.  Frivolous    1 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 18 

47.  
Lacked Factual Foundation/Allegations Lack 

Sufficient Evidence 
   30 0 46 43 61 18 32 19 32 36 317 

48.  Allegations Incapable of Being Established    0 - 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 3 

49.  Filed in Wrong Circuit    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

50.  Otherwise Not Appropriate    1 - 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 

51.  Complaints Concluded in Whole or in Part    0  8  2 0 0 0 2 2 14 

52.  Informal Resolution Before Complaint Filed    0  0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

53.  Voluntary Corrective Action Taken    0  4  1 0 0 0 0 1 6 

54.  
Action No Longer Necessary Because of Intervening 

Event 
   0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 8 

55.  Appropriate Action Already Taken    - 0 - - - - - - - - 0 

56.  Complaint Withdrawn    - 0 -  - - - - - - 0 

57.  Subtotal    - 0 - - - - - - - - 0 

58.  
Special Investigative Committee Appointed/Complaint 

Referred to Special Committee 
   0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 

59.  Actions by Special Committees     -          

60.  Matter Returned from Judicial Council    0 - 0 0 0 0 0  0 0 0 

61.  New Matter Referred to Chief Judge    0 - 0 0 0 0 0  0 0 0 

62.  Judicial Council Proceedings               

63.  Matter Returned from Judicial Conference    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

64.  Complaint Transferred to/from Another Circuit    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

65.  Received Petition for Review19 - - - 0 - 58 13 43  0 23 13 26 176 

66.  Withdrawn     0 - - - - - - - - 0 

67.  Action on Petition for Review    0 -         0 

68.  Dismissed Complaint20/Petition Denied    21 - 54 19 45 17 37 18 16 15 242 

69.  Matter Returned to Chief Circuit Judge    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 

70.  
Matter Returned to Chief Judge for Appointment of 
Special Committee 

   0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

71.  Ordered Other Appropriate Action /Other    0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

72.  
Received Special Committee Report/Special 

Committee Reports Submittted to Judicial Council 
   0 - 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 

73.  
Remedial Action Taken/Action on Special Committee 

Report 
   0           

74.  Complaint Dismissed     0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

75.  Not Misconduct or Disability    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
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76.  Data of the Judicial Council, 10th Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08
A 

‘08
B 

‘09
A 

‘09
B 

‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

77.  Merits Related    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

78.  Allegations Lack Sufficient Evidence    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

79.  Otherwise Not Appropriate    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

80.  Corrective Action Taken or Intervening Events    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

81.  Referred Complaint to Judicial Conference    0 0 0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

82.  Remedial Action Taken    0 - 0 - - - - - - -  

83.  Privately Censured    - 0 - - - - - - - -  

84.  Publicly Censured    - 0 - - - - - - - -  

85.  Censure or Reprimand    0 - 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

86.  Suspension of Assignments    0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

87.  
Directed Chief District J. to Take Action (Magistrates 
only)/Action Against Magistrate Judge 

   0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

88.  Removal of Bankruptcy Judge    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

89.  Request of Voluntary Retirement    0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0 

90.  Certification of Disability of Circuit or District Judge    0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 0 

91.  Additional Investigation Warranted    0 - 0         

92.  Returned to Special Committee    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

93.  Retained by Judicial Council    0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

94.  Actions by Chief Justice       0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 

95.  Transferred to Judicial Council    0 - 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 1 1 

96.  Received from Judicial Council    0 - 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 0 

97.  Complaints Concluded/Terminated by Final Action               

98.  
During 12-month Period Ending Sep. 30 of reported 
year 

37 48 24 0 0- 96 50 83 33 57 47 40 36 
551

21 

99.  Complaints Pending on Sep. 30 [end of reported year]    26 0 29 30 7 8 11 18 14 27 170 

1.  Data of the Judicial Council, 10th Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08

A 
‘08

B 
‘09

A 
‘09

B 
‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

[These notes are in the original.]  
♦ Each complaint may involve multiple reasons for dismissal. 
♦♦ Number of complainants may not equal total number of filings because each complaint may have multiple complainants. 
♦‡Revised  

Note: Excludes complaints not accepted by the circuits because they duplicated previous fillings or were otherwise invalid filings.  

* Each complaint may involve multiple allegations against numerous judicial officers. Nature of allegations is counted when a 
complaint is concluded. 

Each complaint may involve multiple  allegations. Each complaint may have multiple reasons for dismissal. 
 

ENDNOTES 

The above article is supported by Dr. Cordero’s study of judges and their judiciaries, titled: 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability andConsequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting* † 

The above table collecting all the statistics on complaints against federal judges filed in the 10th Circuit 
between 1oct06 through 30sep16 together with its source, namely, the official tables presenting the statistics 
of the complaints filed in all circuits between 1oct96 through 30sep16 are found in the file at: 

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/ol2/DrRCordero_hearings_JGorsuch_complainants&parties.pdf  
 

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org>  +  New  or  Users  >Add  New 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
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1
 This table is based on Table S-22 presenting the statistics on complaints filed against judges and 

action taken under 28 U.S.C. §604(h)(2). That Table is included in the Annual Report that must 

be submitted to Congress as a public document, §604(a)(3), by the Director of the Administrative 

Office of the U.S. Courts (AO), §§601-613. On AO, see also http://Judicial-Discipline-

Reform.org/OL/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf >jur:21fn10. 

Each of the 12 regional federal judicial circuits and two national courts must file its statistics on 

complaints against its judges with AO for inclusion in the statistical tables in its Annual Report. 

The tables for the fiscal years 1oct96-30sep97 and since have been collected in the file at 

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/statistics&tables/statistical_tables_complaints_v_judges 

.pdf. Hence, readers can conveniently download that file and prepare similar tables for each of 

the other circuits and any period of years. To that end, that file contains a table template that 

readers can fill out. 

The above table for the 10
th

 Circuit is representative of the other circuits’ systematic dismissal of 

complaints against their respective judges and their judicial councils’ systematic denial of 

petitions for review of those dismissals. That constitutes the foundation for the assertion that the 

judges have proceeded to abuse the self-discipline power granted to them under the Judicial 

Conduct and Disability Act
2
 to exempt themselves from discipline, placing themselves beyond 

investigation(L:58-61) and above any liability. They hold themselves unaccountable by 

arrogating to themselves the power to abrogate in practice that Act of Congress. By so doing, 

they harm the complainants, who are left with no relief from the harmful conduct of the 

complained-about judge and exposed to his or her retaliation. Likewise, they harm the rest of the 

public, who is left with judges who know that as a matter of fact they can rely on the protection 

of their peers to abuse their power and disregard due process and the equal protection of the law, 

for their are in effect Judges Above the Law. 

2
 Any person, whether a party to a case or a non-party, even a judge, can file a complaint against 

the conduct or disability of a federal judge under the provisions of the Judicial Conduct and 

Disability Act of 1980, 28 U.S.C. §§351-364; http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/28usc_ 

Judicial_Code.pdf. The complaint is not a means for a party to avoid an appeal on the merits 

from a judge’s decision. In fact, the complaint need not be related to any lawsuit at all; e.g., it 

may concern the attendance of a judge at a seminar where she became drunk and disorderly or at 

a fund raising meeting in favor of a political candidate or against a given issue where the judge 

appeared to breach her impartiality or place the prestige of judicial office in favor or against 

thereof. But it is obvious that the most frequent occasion where a person comes in contact with a 

judge and for complaints against her to arise is a lawsuit, whether at the trial or appeallate level.  

In any event, the complaint must be filed with the chief circuit judge of the circuit where the 

complained-about judge sits. The chief and the complained-about judge may have been col-

leagues, peers, and friends for 1, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 years or more. If they hold life-appointments, 

as circuit and district judges do, they are stuck with each other for the rest of their professional 

lives. If she is a bankruptcy judge, she was appointed for a renewable term of 14 years by the 

respective circuit judges under 28 U.S.C. §152. If she is a magistrate judge, the respective district 

judges appointed her for a renewable term of 8 years under 28 U.S.C. §631(a) and (e).  

The very last thing that they want is a peer holding professional and personal grudges against 

them for their rest of their lives or even for a term of years for failure to dismiss the complaint 

and insulate her from any discipline. Actually, appointing-judges who hold an appointee of theirs 

liable for misconduct or incompentence indict their own good judgment and the quality and 
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impartiality of their vetting procedure. Think of all the criticism that has been heaped on 

President Trump for having appointed General Michael Flynn his National Security Advisor 

allegedly without having found out during the vetting of him that he had had meetings with the 

Russian ambassador; and for demonstrating a dishonest character when he lied thereabout to the 

Vice President. The President fired him less than a month after appointing him. 

Worse yet, finding that a judge behaved dishoneslty or incompetently casts doubt on her 

character and professional capacity. This provides grounds for every party that has appeared 

before her to file a motion in his own case for recusal or disqualification, to quash her decision, 

to reverse and remand for a new trial, for leave to appeal... 

’Why bother!’, shout the judges handling the complaint. ‘It suffices for me as chief 
circuit judge to dismiss the complaint by signing a decision with boilerplate text 
alleging that it relates to the merits of the case or lacks any evidence; or by us in 
the judicial council having an unsigned 5¢ form issued that disposed of the 
petition for review of such dismissal with one single operative word: Denied. 
That’s how we avoid all the hassle and the bad blood that comes with it.’ 

And then there is the self-serving consideration of reciprocally ensured survival: ‘Today I 

dismiss this complaint against you, and tomorrow, when I am or one of my friends is the target 

of one of these pesky complaints, you in turn dismiss it’. By so doing, the judges assure each 

other that no matter the wrongdoing they engage in, their “brothers and sisters of the robe” will 

exempt them from any discipline and let them go on to do ever graver wrongs.(* >jur:68§§a-c) 

The result is the same: Complainants are left to bear the dire consequences of the misconduct and 

wrongdoing of judges, and the rest of the public is left at the mercy of a judicial class with ever 

less integrity and regard for the strictures of due process and equal protection of the law, for the 

class is composed of Judges Above the Law.  

3
 Judge Neil M. Gorsuch received his commission to a seat on the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 

10
th

 Circuit on August 8, 2006; https://www.ca10.uscourts.gov/judges/judge-neil-m-gorsuch. 

Thereafter he may have served on that Circuit’s judicial council; on the administrative, policy-

making, and disciplinary functions of judicial councils see 
‡
 http://Judicial-Discipline-

Reform.org/docs/28usc_Judicial_Code.pdf >28usc§332(g).  

However, the website of the 10
th

 Circuit does not provide information on its judicial council, let 

alone on its current membership, much less on its members in previous years. The members of 

the judicial council are the ones who systematically denied petitions from complainants to 

review the dismissal by the chief circuit judge of their complaints against judges in the circuit.  

4
 On judicial councils see http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/28usc_Judicial_Code.pdf 

>28usc§332(g).  

5
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2006  

6
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2007  

7
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2008  

8
 The adoption on March 11, 2008, of new rules for filing and processing complaints against 

judges caused the complaints filed from 1oct07 through 10may08 under the old rules to be 

reported in Table S-22A in the 2008 Judicial Business Report; and those filed under the new 
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rules from 11may-30sep08 to be reported in that year’s Table S-22B. The same applies to the 

corresponding 2009 tables. 

9
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2009. While the 2009 Judicial 

Business Report covers only the fiscal year that started on October 1, 2008, its table on 

complaints against judges includes the complaints filed under the new rules during May 11 

through September 30, 2008. This period alone is reported in Table S-22B of 2008. 

10
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2010  

11
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2011  

12
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2012 >Complaints against judges, 

Table 10 Judicial Complaints Commenced, Terminated, and Pending Fiscal Years 2010-2012 

>Table S-22, http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics/table/s-22/judicial-business/2012/09/30  

13
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2013 >Complaints against judges, 

http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/complaints-against-judges-judicial-business-2013 

>Table 10 Judicial Complaints Commenced, Terminated, and Pending Fiscal Years 2011-2013 

>Table S-22, http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics/table/s-22/judicial-business/2013/09/30  

14
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2014 >Complaints against judges, 

http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/complaints-against-judges-judicial-business-2014 

>Table 10 Judicial Complaints Commenced, Terminated, and Pending Fiscal Years 2012–2014 

>Table S-22, http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics/table/s-22/judicial-business/2014/09/30  

15
 http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2015 >Complaints against judges, 

http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/complaints-against-judges-judicial-business-2015 

>Table 10 Judicial Complaints Commenced, Terminated, and Pending Fiscal Years 2013-2015 

>Table S-22, http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics/table/s-22/judicial-business/2015/09/30  

16 
http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/judicial-business-2016 >Complaints against judges, 

http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/complaints-against-judges-judicial-business-2016 

>Table 10 Judicial Complaints Commenced, Terminated, and Pending Fiscal Years 2015-2016 

>Table S-22, http://www.uscourts.gov/statistics/table/s-22/judicial-business/2016/09/30
 

17
 Over the years, the judges have added some headings and removed others to and from the table 

for reporting the statistics on complaints against judges. This explains why some cells have no 

values, which is indicated by an unobstrusive hypejn - so that it may not be misinterpred as a 

failure to include the correspoinding value. In the same vein, this is a composite table that 

aggregates all headings and entries and place them in the most logical position in the series of 

headings and entries. The most significant addition and removal came when the new rules for 

processing these complaints were adopted in 2008. The use of the new rules became mandatory 

on May 11, 2008. Since then a new reporting table with more numerous and detailed headings 

and entries has been used to report the statistics on complaints filed under the new rules. 

Although the new rules for filing complaints against federal judges provided more numerous and 

detailed causes for complaint, the systematic dismissal of them and denial of petitions for review 

of such dismissals by judges protecting their own as well as themselves –‘I protect you today, 

and if tomorrow I’m or any of my friends is the one complained against, you protect me or them- 

continued unabated.  
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The new rules was a ruse by the judges to dissuade Congress from taking action to correct the 

fact that the judges had applied for over 20 years the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 

in such a way as to render it useless so that judicial discipline was as inexistence as it had been 

since the creation of the Federal Judiciary in 1789, a period during which there was no formal 

mechanism for complaining against judges; see the history of, and a comment on, the new rules 

at http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/judicial_complaints/8-4-

3DrRCordero_new_rules_no_change.pdf. 

18
 Table S-22A(stat:28) for the fiscal year 1oct08-30sep09 deals only with the action taken on the 

complaints filed under the old rules up to and including May 10, 2008. By definition, none of 

those complaints could have been filed during that fiscal year. Consequently, that table does not 

report any complaint filed. 

19
 The table(cf. stat:24) used to report complaints about judges filed under the old rules did not 

report the number of complainants’ petitions to the judicial circuit to review the unfavorable 

disposition of their complaints, which consisted in their systematic dismissal without any 

investigation. Accordingly, it did not report on the disposition by judicial councils of such 

petitions.  

The table(cf. stat:26) used for reporting under the new rules began reporting both the number of 

petitons for review and their disposition. This explains why the number of “Received Petitions 

for Review” is 176(L65), yet the number of “Petitions Denied” is 242(L68).  This illustrates that 

the circuit and district judges on the judicial council of the respective circuit overwhelmingly 

disposed of those petitions through their systematic denial. Thereby they attained the same 

objective: their self-exemption from discipline to ensure their unaccountability as Judges Above 

the Law. 

20
 Cf. stat:28. The entry “Action on Petition for Review: Petition Denied” under the heading 

Judicial Council Proceedings” first appear in Table S-22B of 2009(stat:30). 

21
 To the 551 «Complaints Concluded/Terminated by Final Action»(L98) there have been added 

the 1 «Complaint Dismissed»(L74) and the 14 «Complaints Concluded in Whole or in 

Part»(L51) to arrive at the total of 566 complaints terminated before and through final action.  
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Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England  Judicial Discipline Reform 2165 Bruckner Blvd., Bronx, NY 10472-6506 

M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School  DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org 

D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org tel. (718)827-9521; follow @DrCorderoEsq 
 

March 24, 2017 

Template for Readers  
to collect from the official Tables1 of Complaints2 Against Judges the statistics of 

complaints filed in any federal circuit, and show how judges systematically 
dismiss _____% of them to exempt themselves from any discipline, thus protecting 

their unaccountable independence and becoming Judges Above the Law‡ 

Line Data of the Judicial Council3, ___ Cir., filed with AO1 ‘064’ ‘075 
‘08A

6 
‘08B

7 
‘09A

8 
‘09B ’109 ’1110 ’1211 ’1312 ’1413 ’1514 ’1615 totals 

1.  Complaints Pending on Sep. 30 of preceding year *        ♦‡       

2.  Complaints Concluded               

3.  Complaints Filed16     17          

4.  Complaint Type/Source               

5.  Written/Filed by Complainants               

6.  On Order of/Identified by Circuit Chief Judges               

7.  Complainants♦♦               

8.  Prison inmates               

9.  Litigants               

10.  Attorneys               

11.  Public Officials               

12.  Other               

13.  Judges Complained About **               

14.  Circuit Judges               

15.  District Judges               

16.  Bankruptcy Judges               

17.  Magistrate Judges               

18.  Nature of Allegations               

19.  Erroneous Decision               

20.  Delayed Decision               

21.  Failure to Give Reasons for Decision               

22.  Improper Discussions With Party or Counsel               

23.  Hostility Toward Litigant or Attorney               

24.  Racial, Religious, or Ethnic Bias               

25.  Personal Bias Against Litigant or Attorney               

26.  Conflict of Interest (Including Refusal to Recuse)               

27.  Failure to Meet Financial Disclosure Requirements               

28.  Improper Outside Income               

29.  Partisan Political Activity or Statement               

30.  Acceptance of a Bribe               

31.  Effort to Obtain Favor for Friend or Relative               

32.  Solicitation of Funds for Organization               

33.  Violation of Other Standards               

34.  Other Misconduct               

35.  Disability               

36.  ACTIONS REGARDING THE COMPLAINTS               

37.  
Concluded/Terminated by Complainant or Subject 

Judge/Withdrawn 
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38.  Data of the Judicial Council, _____ Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08
A 

‘08
B 

‘09
A 

‘09
B 

‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

39.  
Complaint Withdrawn with Consent of Chief Circuit 
Judge 

              

40.  Withdrawal of Petition for Review               

41.  Actions by Chief Circuit Judge               

42.  
Matters Returned from Judicial Council/or Judicial 

Conference Committee 
              

43.  Complaint Dismissed ♦ in Whole or in Part               

44.  
Not in Conformity WIth Statute/Not Misconduct or 
Disability 

              

45.  
Directly Related to Decision or Procedural Ruling/ 
Merits Related 

              

46.  Frivolous               

47.  
Lacked Factual Foundation/Allegations Lack 

Sufficient Evidence 
              

48.  Allegations Incapable of Being Established               

49.  Filed in Wrong Circuit               

50.  Otherwise Not Appropriate               

51.  Complaints Concluded in Whole or in Part               

52.  Informal Resolution Before Complaint Filed               

53.  Voluntary Corrective Action Taken               

54.  
Action No Longer Necessary Because of Intervening 

Event 
              

55.  Appropriate Action Already Taken               

56.  Complaint Withdrawn               

57.  Subtotal               

58.  
Special Investigative Committee Appointed/Complaint 

Referred to Special Committee 
              

59.  Actions by Special Committees               

60.  Matter Returned from Judicial Council               

61.  New Matter Referred to Chief Judge               

62.  Judicial Council Proceedings               

63.  Matter Returned from Judicial Conference               

64.  Complaint Transferred to/from Another Circuit               

65.  Received Petition for Review18 -              

66.  Withdrawn               

67.  Action on Petition for Review               

68.  Dismissed Complaint19/Petition Denied               

69.  Matter Returned to Chief Circuit Judge               

70.  
Matter Returned to Chief Judge for Appointment of 
Special Committee 

              

71.  Ordered Other Appropriate Action /Other               

72.  
Received Special Committee Report/Special 

Committee Reports Submittted to Judicial Council 
              

73.  
Remedial Action Taken/Action on Special Committee 

Report 
              

74.  Complaint Dismissed                

75.  Not Misconduct or Disability               
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76.  Data of the Judicial Council, 10th Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08
A 

‘08
B 

‘09
A 

‘09
B 

‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

77.  Merits Related               

78.  Allegations Lack Sufficient Evidence               

79.  Otherwise Not Appropriate               

80.  Corrective Action Taken or Intervening Events               

81.  Referred Complaint to Judicial Conference               

82.  Remedial Action Taken               

83.  Privately Censured               

84.  Publicly Censured               

85.  Censure or Reprimand               

86.  Suspension of Assignments               

87.  
Directed Chief District J. to Take Action (Magistrates 
only)/Action Against Magistrate Judge 

              

88.  Removal of Bankruptcy Judge               

89.  Request of Voluntary Retirement               

90.  Certification of Disability of Circuit or District Judge               

91.  Additional Investigation Warranted               

92.  Returned to Special Committee               

93.  Retained by Judicial Council               

94.  Actions by Chief Justice               

95.  Transferred to Judicial Council               

96.  Received from Judicial Council               

97.  Complaints Concluded/Terminated by Final Action               

98.  
During 12-month Period Ending Sep. 30 of reported 
year 

              

99.  Complaints Pending on Sep. 30 [end of reported year]               

1.  Data of the Judicial Council, _____ Cir., filed with AO ‘06 ‘07 
‘08

A 
‘08

B 
‘09

A 
‘09

B 
‘10 ‘11 ‘12 ‘13 ‘14 ‘15 ‘16 totals 

[These notes are in the original.]  

♦ Each complaint may involve multiple reasons for dismissal. 
♦♦ Number of complainants may not equal total number of filings because each complaint may have multiple complainants. 
♦‡Revised  

Note: Excludes complaints not accepted by the circuits because they duplicated previous fillings or were otherwise invalid filings.  

* Each complaint may involve multiple allegations against numerous judicial officers. Nature of allegations is counted when a 
complaint is concluded. 

Each complaint may involve multiple  allegations. Each complaint may have multiple reasons for dismissal. 
 

 

ENDNOTES 

‡ See how the above template was used, its endnotes, and the official statistical tables on 
complaints against judges filed from 1oct96 to date at: 

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/ol2/DrRCordero_hearings_JGorsuch_complainants&parties.pdf     

The template is supported by Dr. Cordero’s study of judges and their judiciaries, titled: 

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability andConsequent Riskless Wrongdoing:  
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting * † 

 

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org>  +  New  or  Users  >Add  New 
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April 4, 2017 

Dear Publisher and Editor, 

Kindly find herein(
†
>ol2:546) an article that I offer for publication. It has national appeal 

because it concerns the current controversial confirmation by the Senate of President Trump’s 

nominee to the Supreme Court, Judge Neil Gorsuch. This is its gist: 

How Judge Gorsuch and his peers dismiss 99.83% of complaints against 
them and dispose of 93% of appeals with reasonless decisions; the need for 
We the People to demand that Congress hold public hearings on our 
experience at the mercy of unaccountably independent Judges Above the Law 

A. The article’s avoids the failed angle of guessing a judge’s views on issues 

1. At the confirmation hearings, the Senate Committee on the Judiciary asked of Judge Gorsuch 

questions concerning his position on specific issues that are likely to come before him if he were 

confirmed as justice. Like all judicial nominees regardless of which was the nominating party, he 

refused to express his views on those issues, claiming that otherwise he would show that he had 

made up his mind and would expose himself to litigants’ motion of recusal for lack of impar-

tiality. Thus, he revealed little about himself. Moreover, what little he did reveal was as expect-

ed favorable to himself and his confirmation. So, the hearings were structurally not enlightening. 

2. His decisions for the past 11 years on the bench may be a more revealing means of predicting his 

future decisions, but not necessarily: The decisions of a circuit court are taken by a three-judge 

panel. As shown by the official statistics discussed in the article, 93% of appeals are disposed of 

pro-forma in decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., “for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional 

defect”], by consolidation, unsigned, unpublished, without comment”. As to the 7% that have 

reasons and are signed by a judge, the latter can always find a form of words to conceal his 

wrongful motives and render his decisions plausible within the margins of his judicial discretion. 

B. New angle: official statistics to impeach with facts revealed by his own peers 

3. The article provides original analysis of J. Gorsuch’s statements at his hearings, doing so on a 

solid new foundation, i.e., original research on the official statistics of the Administrative Office of 

the U.S. Courts. It confronts his words against the background of his and his peers’ own official 

facts. That kind of analysis shows that unaccountably independent judges do not serve the inter-

est of either litigants or the rest of the public; they serve their own. This showing can reasonably 

be expected to interest, even outrage, your readers and make them come back for broader and 

deeper analysis and facts, such as those that he has disclosed officially to his peers(infra §E). 

C. Finding the article and its supporting materials 

4. To enable you to corroborate that showing, the official statistical tables that provide the foundation 

of the article together with it and related materials are in the file at: http://Judicial-Discipline-
Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero_hearings_JGorsuch_complainants&parties.pdf. In turn, the article is 

supported by this study*
†
 of judges’ performance in practice as opposed to the theory of their codes:  

Exposing Judges’ Unaccountability and Consequent Riskless Wrongdoing: 
Pioneering the news and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting* 

†
 

D. An innovative proposal: the media to conduct ‘public hearings’ on judges  

5. The article proposes that you and top national media outlets form a board to conduct national 

http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero_hearings_JGorsuch_complainants&parties.pdf
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‘public hearings’ for people to share their experience at the hands of judges who deny them due 

process and equal protection risklessly because they dismiss all complaints against them and are 

held unaccountable by the politicians who nominated and confirmed them to the bench. The esta-

blished media have the means to conduct those hearings and stand to gain therefrom: They are 

commercially threatened by the new media; distrusted by polls that have turned out to be wrong; 

and challenged by the advent of state-sponsored and ad revenue-driven fake news. Yet, the 

established media are the only ones that have the necessary financial and technical resources, and 

field the most and best known reporters with access to influential people. They can announce, 

and attract the national public to, hearings on its experience with judges and its opinion of the 

justice that they administer. Thereby the media can generate news and steer its flow while 

highlighting the status of We the People as the masters of all public servants, even judicial ones, 

with the right to hold them accountable. So, the hearings are a strategic means for the established 

media to enhance their competitive position, credibility, and reputation. By taking the lead in 

promoting their holding, you can become the People’s Champion of Justice(*>ol2:201§§J,K). 

E. A trend-setting project: analysis of judges’ disclosed financial statements 

6. Like all nominees, J. Gorsuch had to submit a vast amount of information about his cases and 

personal finances; the Senate Committee on the Judiciary has made gigabytes of it public. In-

stead of wasting effort and time trying to know his views on legal issues, which he and the other 

nominees make unknowable, it is more sensible to use that information for knowing his integrity, 

for a financially dishonest judge cannot be reasonably expected to have any respect for the law 

and its equal application. Hence the proposed project to ‘audit’ his disclosed “in detail assets 

and liabilities”(cf. jur:65¶137) to determine whether they make sense, by contrast to the annual 

financial reports that judges submit to their own peers, who have no more interest in finding non-

sense(jur:105fn 213b) in them than they have in finding actionable misconduct in the complaints 

filed against them and that they dismiss to the tune of 99.83%. The ‘audit’ of J. Gorsuch can use 

that of another justiceship nominee(jur:65fn107) as its model. It will be timely even after his 

confirmation because his position would become untenable if it showed that he had failed the 

judges’ requirement in their Code to “avoid even the appearance of impropriety”(jur:68fn123a). 

F. A huge audience waiting for a pioneering media outlet 

7. Every year more than 50 million new cases are filed in the federal and state courts(jur:8fn4,5); 

each has at least two parties –the Wal-Mart class action had over 2 million members-, and there 

are scores of millions of cases pending or deemed to have been decided wrongly or wrongfully. 

Those parties are passionate, for hardly anything aggrieves a person more deeply than having 

their property, liberty, and the rights and duties that shape their lives trampled by those who 

wield power abusively. They constitute a huge constituency: the dissatisfied with the judicial and 

legal system. You can provide the judge-uncontrolled means that they need to pursue their quest 

for vindication, restoration, and justice while they can earn you substantial revenue and goodwill. 

G. My offer of a presentation on one or a series of articles and proposals 

8. I offer to make a presentation to you by video conference or, upon your invitation, in person on 

why it is in your interest to publish that article either alone or as part of a paid series(
†
>ol2:483) 

of articles, and implement the proposal for media-conducted public hearings on judges and the 

auditing of their financial statements. Taking such actions can make you a pioneer in the news 

and publishing field of judicial unaccountability reporting. So I look forward to hearing from you.  

  Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5)...and you may enter it. Sincerely, Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq. 
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April 13, 2017 

A For-profit Business Plan 

for exposing how judges  
self-exempt from discipline by dismissing 99.83% of complaints against them, 

and dispose of 93% of appeals with reasonless decisions; and a proposal for 

public hearings conducted by Congress and/or a board of national media 
outlets on the personal cases and experience of litigants, lawyers, and others 

at the mercy of judges above discipline and their decisions by fiat 
 

Dear Advocates of Honest Judiciaries, 

 

Thank you for your emails replying to my article on Judge Neil Gorsuch and his fellow judges 

(ol2:546), and for letting me know about your projects and seeking my opinion thereon. Kindly 

consider the following comments on two projects that are representative of others: 

 

A. On the sit-in in Washington, D.C., to request that the President 

appoint a certain kind of people to the judiciary 

1. You want to ensure that “intelligent, honorable, morally and ethically correct individuals” are ap-

pointed to the bench. Yet, they must also have the academic qualifications and professional expe-

rience needed to perform competently as judges so that they are acceptable to the nominators and 

confirmers; otherwise, you and the nominees are headed for an exercise in self-embarrassment. 

2. The appointment of a judge, whether to the federal or a state judiciary, is a political act intended 

to assure that the laws enacted by the appointing party will be upheld as constitutional and inter-

preted as intended by their adopting party. A group like yours does not offer anything as impor-

tant as that intended assurance. On the contrary, your demand for honest judges works against 

the interest of politicians: Known for their double-talk and opportunism, not their principles, 

politicians have an interest in appointing people of their ilk, willing to play the power game. 

They have no use for the likes of Mother Theresa of Calcutta and St. Francis of Assisi. Hence, 

your Washington sit-in will be an exercise in futility that will only waste the effort, time, and 

money of your group and cause through disappointing results an erosion of commitment. 

3. Neither the President, a governor, nor a legislative body will ever nominate a person who is not a 

lawyer and a judge, or who does not have the qualifications to be a judge –Justice Elena Kagan 

was never a judge but was a lawyer and former dean of Harvard Law School–. The risk is too 

great that the lack of such qualifications may lead to public criticism of the nominee, 

embarrassment of the appointer, and the forced withdrawal by the nominee of his or her name.  

4. You only need to remember the embarrassment of President George W. Bush when he nomi-

nated Ms. Harriet Miers to the Supreme Court in 2005. She was roundly disapproved by even 

fellow Republicans as unqualified and had to withdraw herself from the nomination. Bush did 

not risk nominating even his Attorney General, Alberto Gonzalez. Instead, he went for a sure 

name, Then-Judge John Roberts, a member of the Court of Appeal for the Federal Circuit. 

5. This shows that what appears to advocates of honest judiciaries to be a good idea must be evalu-

ated in the context of one’s resources, the facts, and other people’s interests to determine how to 

turn it into a reality. This calls for pragmatism enhanced by dynamic analysis of harmonious and 

conflicting interests underlying strategic thinking and resulting in a strategy(
†
>ol2:445§B, 475§D). 
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B. On breaking up the Ninth Circuit 

6. Even if that circuit were broken up into two or more circuits, the judges that have been appointed 

for life would remain on the bench. Belonging to a smaller or a new circuit is not going to cause 

them to become “intelligent, honorable, morally and ethically correct individuals”, never mind po-

litical neutral and committed to applying only and always the rule of law. They will remain 

political appointees expected to rule along political lines. That is shown by the politically moti-

vated controversy in the Senate over the confirmation of Judges Merrick Garland and Neil Gor-

such, nominated to the Supreme Court by Presidents Obama and Trump, respectively. 

7. Worse yet, their respective interests favor maintaining the status quo: The politicians will not 

dare investigate for misconduct the judges for whose honesty they vouched, lest they indict their 

good judgment and vetting procedures and provoke the retaliation of all judges, for each could be 

investigated next. They will continue to hold them unaccountable and allow them to self-exempt 

from discipline, as shown by the analysis of the official statistics(ol2:546). The judges will keep 

risklessly engaging in wrongdoing for their gain and convenience at the expense of everybody 

else. Politicians and judges have a harmonious interest in frustrating the advocates’ conflicting 

interest in non-political judges. The Circuit break-up is not a strategy for judicial honesty. It is an 

effort that proves that in the absence of strategic thinking and its analysis of interests, there is 

only wishful thinking, amateurism, and improvisation that do not attain the intended objective. 

 

C. A reasonable strategy: first expose judges’ unaccountability and conse-

quent riskless wrongdoing, thus establishing the need for judicial reform 

8. The first step to reform the judiciary is to show why it needs reforming: Judges abusively exempt 

themselves from 99.83% of complaints, are held unaccountable by their Republican and Demo-

cratic appointers, and risklessly engage in wrongdoing(jur:5§3) harmful to everybody else.  

9. For instance, circuit judges dispose of 93% of appeals in decisions “on procedural grounds [e.g., 

a mere ‘for lack of jurisdiction or jurisdictional defect’] by consolidation, unpublished, unsigned, 

without comment”(ol2:455§§B-E). These decisions are so “perfunctory”(*>jur:44fn68) or 

wrongful that the majority of them are issued on a 5¢ summary order form and/or marked “not 

precedential”...in a legal system rooted in precedent –as opposed to a code of rules– to prevent 

arbitrariness and off-the-cuff decision-making, and promote predictability and thus, conformance 

by the man and woman in the street of his or her conduct to reliable legal expectations.  

10. Circuit judges mostly affirm the decisions on appeal and deny motions raised in the appeals(ol2: 

457¶26). District judges, who weigh pro se cases as 1/3 of a case and treat them accordingly(ol2: 

45§B), know that most of their decisions will be affirmed pro-forma and act perfunctorily. Their 

decisions, whether reasonless or cobbled together, are the ad hoc fiats of the judges of “the 

swamp of the Establishment”(ol2:453), for their life-appointment and in effect irremovability –

only 8 federal judges have been impeached and removed in the last 228 years since the creation 

of their Judiciary in 1789(jur:21§a) – make them the Establishment’s most established members.  

11. So, We the People are at the mercy of judges who risklessly deny us due process and equal 

protection of the law, which are reserved for the 7% of decisions that, intended for public 

scrutiny, are reasoned, signed, and published. If this information, based on official statistical 

facts, is made known to the national public -not just the passers-by at the time of a sit-in in D.C.-, 

it can outrage the People and cause them to demand that their senators and representatives, lest 

they be voted out of, or not into, office, call on Congress to conduct public hearings on the 

experience of the People at the hands of the judges that they hold unaccountably independent. 
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D. The benefit for advocates of meeting and discussing the most cost-
effective way of attaining their objective: an honest judiciary 

12. You and other advocates should meet locally to discuss the above facts and out-of-court inform- 

and-outrage strategy before embarking on any trip. Even demonstrating at your courthouse has 

no chance at present of accomplishing anything: Your demands will not imperil legislators’ e-

lectability or even make it to the newscast; they will be ignored like those of most demonstrators. 

13. Your focus should not be on your personal, local cases, which are of as little interest to anybody 

else as theirs are to you. Rather, highlight through the use of the official statistical tables accom-

panying the article on Judge Gorsuch and his peers
‡
 how judges in your circuit abusively dismiss 

99.83% of complaints against them, enabling their riskless wrongdoing(ol:154¶3) that harms and 

interests everybody else. (If your appellate attorney failed to disclose that his or her attorney’s 

fees would buy you a 93% chance of receiving only a reasonless 5¢ form decision, consider 

suing him or her for malpractice.) Meet(cf. ol:274) with other advocates to use the table template 

(ol2:555) to draw up the table concerning your judges. KNOWLEDGE IS POWER. Gain and 

wield it to implement the inform-and-outrage strategy that can earn you public respect and atten-

tion, and make future demonstrations numerous and effective. You and others can inform the 

public by distributing that article by email and social media and discussing it with local groups. 

14. This will allow you to strategically pursue your and other people’s personal cases and share expe-

riences involving wrongdoing judges by demanding that public hearings thereon be held with a 

view to judicial reform by Congress and/or a pioneering and potentially trendsetting entity: a 

board of national media outlets working in their commercial and public interest(ol2:558§§D,E). 

 

E. Participating in a business to expose judges’ wrongdoing 
and advocate judicial reform 

15. If you and your group are travelling for a demonstration to D.C. or anywhere else for free and 

without having to sacrifice time that you could or must use to earn a living, I would like to know 

how you have managed that feat. Such scenario is, of course, unrealistic. Planning to travel there 

or just to demonstrate locally on a workday must have made you all realize that even the noblest 

objective requires effort, time, and money. Implementing any plan or strategy needs financing. 

16. Thus, I have devised a for-profit business plan to pursue through strategic thinking the exposure 

of judges’ wrongdoing and the advocacy of judicial reform. Its table of contents is below. I wel-

come your ideas on how to raise the necessary investment capital to implement that plan. If you 

have any experience with Fund Me initiatives or access to individuals willing to put their money 

where their noble or business ideas are, I would appreciate your letting them and me know.  

17. In this vein, I offer to present to you and your group by video conference or, upon your invita-

tion, in person, why it is necessary and opportune to share and post widely the article that dis-

cusses judges’ official statistical facts; to implement a business plan that addresses the public 

harm caused by their unaccountable abuse of their power over your property, liberty, and the 

rights and duties that determine your and everybody else’s life; and to hold them liable to com-

pensate the victims of their wrongdoing, for they are not entitled to be Judges Above the Law. 

18. Your contribution to informing We the People that in ‘government of, by, and for the people’ 

they are the masters of all public servants, including judicial public servants; outraging the masters 

at their servants’ wrongdoing; and empowering them to hold their servants accountable can earn 

you the People’s recognition and turn you into their Champion of Justice. So I look forward to 

hearing from you. 
 Dare trigger history!(*>jur:7§5) and you may enter it. 
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Part I. OFFICIAL STATISTICS OF THE FEDERAL COURTS: 

their analysis points to its judges’ arbitrary handling of caseloads  

that denies due process and equal protection of the laws 

 

Sections A.-E > http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCordero-Honest_Jud_Advocates.pdf 
>ol2:454 and 546 

 

Table of Contents 

of 

Part II. THE BUSINESS PLAN 
for raising investment capital to  

expose judges' wrongdoing and advocate judicial reform  
through a for-profit business that caters to 

professionals, litigants, and   
The Dissatisfied With The Judicial and Legal Systems 

F. Executive Summary: Paying to acquire, and earning by providing, knowledge and services to 

counter judges’ power to harm by denying due process and equal protection of the laws and 

engaging in other wrongdoing 

G. Dr. Cordero’s study of judges and their judiciaries: the foundation for the for-profit business 

of judicial wrongdoing exposure and reform 

1. The publication of the study and the formats of publication 

H. Dr. Cordero’s website: the storefront for the public to look in and the billboard to attract clients 

I. The targeted segments of the market 

1. The Dissatisfied With The Establishment 

2. The market of professionals 

3. Professors and students as a pool of employees 

4. The market of pro ses 

J. Activities to be financed to enable the offering of services 

K. Formation of the team of professionals to pursue the multidisciplinary and business venture 

and its evolution into the institute of judicial accountability reporting and reform advocacy 

1. Desirable association with a prestigious academic institution from early on 

2. The key members of the team or officers of the institute 

3. The logistics of setting up and running the office 

L. Key profit points of the business plan 

M. What investors can provide in addition to investment capital 

N. Conclusion: This is the most opportune time for a business intended to help “drain the 

swamp of corruption of the Establishment”  

Visit the website at, and subscribe to its series of articles thus: 
www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org > + New or Users >Add New 
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