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1. DESIGNATION OF ITEMS IN THE RECORD IN BKR COURT
D:1-508q
vol. I
1. Dr. Richard Cordero’s Notice of Appeal of April 9, 2005
D:1
2. Decision and Order of U.S. Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, of April 4, 2005, in In re David and Mary Ann DeLano, docket no. 04-20280, WBNY, finding that Dr. Cordero has no valid claim against Mr. DeLano, no standing to participate in any further Court proceeding in the DeLano case, and denying any stay of the provisions of the Decision and Order, on appeal to the U.S. District Court, WDNY
D:2*
3. Notice of Chapter 13 Bankruptcy Case, Meeting of Creditors, Deadlines
D:22*
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/Follow_money/DeLano_docs.pdf 
4. Voluntary Petition of January 26, 2004, under Chapter 13 of the Bank-ruptcy Code, with Schedules, of David DeLano and Mary Ann DeLano
D:27*
5. Chapter 13 Plan of Debt Repayment of January 26, 2004
D:59*
6. Capital One Auto Finance’s Notice of February 3, 2004, of request to be served with notice pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2002 and 9010
D:61*
7. Bankruptcy Court’s Order of February 9, 2004, to Debtor to Pay Trustee
D:62*
8. Dr. Richard Cordero’s Objection of March 4, 2004, to Confirmation of the DeLanos’ Chapter 13 Plan of Debt Repayment
D:63*
9. Creditors’ Appearances for §341 Meeting form showing Dr. Cordero’s sole appearance for the DeLanos’ meeting on March 8, 2004
D:68

10. Proceeding Memo-Chapter 13 341A meeting of Creditors on March 8, 2004, adjourning the meeting to April 26, 2004
D:69
11. Assistant U.S. Trustee Kathleen Dunivin Schmitt’s letter of March 11, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that the U.S. Trustee for Region 2, Deirdre A. Martini, concurs with her that the DeLano case should continue to be handled by Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber
D:70
12. Claims register as of March 14, 2004
D:71
13. Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 12, 2004: see 150, infra
14. Letter of Christopher K. Werner, Esq., attorney for the DeLanos, of March 19, 2004, to Trustee Reiber proposing dates for the adjourned §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:73
15. Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 24, 2004 to Dr. Cordero accompanying a copy of Att. Werner’s March 19 letter to him and asking Dr. Cordero for dates for the examination
D:74
16. Dr. Cordero’s Objection of March 29, 2004, to the DeLanos’ Claim of Exemptions
D:75
17. Dr. Cordero’s Memorandum of March 30, 2004, to the parties on the facts, implications, and requests concerning the DeLano Chapter 13 bankruptcy petition and the events at the meeting of creditors on March 8, 2004
D:77
18. Dr. Cordero’s Notice of March 31, 2004, of Motion for a Declaration of the Mode of Computing the Timeliness of an Objection to a Claim of Exemptions and for a Written Statement on and of the “Local Practice” concerning how the examination of the debtors is actually conducted at a §341 meeting of creditors, which Practice the officer presiding over the DeLano case, Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, claimed in open court and for the record on March 8, 2004, that Dr. Cordero should have found out by making phone calls instead of reading strictly the Bankruptcy Code and Rules
D:97
19. Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 1, 2004, to Dr. Cordero asking him for dates when to hold the §341 hearing
D:103

20. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 3, 2004, to Region 2 Trustee Martini accompanying the March 30 Memorandum
D:104

21. Bankruptcy Court’s Case Administrator Paula Finucane’s Deficiency Notice of April 9, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
D:105
22. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 13, 2004, to Clerk of Court Paul Warren concerning all the mistakes made in docketing three of Dr. Cordero’s documents and the failure to docket other two, namely:
D:106
a. Dr. Cordero’s Objection of March 29, 2004, to a Claim of Exemptions
D:75
b. Dr. Cordero’s Memorandum of March 30, 2004, on the facts, implications, and requests concerning the DeLano bankruptcy petition and the events at the meeting of creditors on March 8, 2004
D:77
c. Dr. Cordero’s Motion of March 31, 2004, for a Declaration of the Mode of Computing the Timeliness of an Objection to a Claim of Exemptions and for a Written Statement on and of Local Practice
D:97
d. Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 4, 2004, to Mr. Todd M. Stickle, Deputy Clerk in Charge, requesting information about documents mentioned in specific entries of the docket of Pfuntner v. Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, but not entered in it and, as a result, lacking their own entry numbers
D:108
e. Deputy Stickle’s letter of January 28, 2004, to Dr. Cordero asking him to provide the entry numbers of the requested documents, yet Dr. Cordero had stated that they lacked entry numbers
D:110
23. Trustee Reiber’s letter, undated but received on April 15, 2004, to Dr. Cordero concerning the letter that the latter had not received from the Trustee and referring to the Trustee’s need to “have sufficient time to complete my investigation” of the DeLanos before examining them, thereby pretending that he was investigating them although he had not yet asked them for a single document
D:111
24. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 15, 2004, to Trustee Reiber requesting that he send the letter that he told Dr. Cordero on March 12 that he would send him and asking that he state the nature and scope of his investigation of the DeLanos
D:112
25. Deputy Stickle’s letter of April 16 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that the deficiency notice relating to mistakes in docketing Dr. Cordero’s Motion for a Declaration of the Mode of Computing the Timeliness of an Objection to a Claim of Exemptions and for a Written Statement on and of Judge Ninfo’s “Local Practice” would be corrected
D:115
26. Att. Werner’s letter of April 16, 2004, to Trustee Reiber and Dr. Cordero to provide dates in May for the adjourned §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:116
27. Att. Werner’s cover letter April 16, 2004, to the Bankruptcy Court
D:117
a. “Debtors’ statement of in opposition to Cordero [sic] objection to claim of exemptions” of April 16, 2004, stating, among other things, that 
D:118
“As indicated in the Debtors’ petition, the Debtors’ financial difficulties stem from over then (10) years ago, relating to a time when Mr. DeLano lost his job at First National Bank and had to take a subsequent position at less than half of his original salary. As a result, the Debtors were unable to keep pace on various credit card obligations which they had incurred in their children’s education and other living expenses. The Debtors have maintained the minimum payments on those obligations for more than ten (10) years”
28. Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 20, 2004, to Att. Werner directing him, “because of the concerns which have been raised” [by Dr. Cordero], to provide him with financial documents concerning the DeLanos, which constituted his first document request ever and the start of his “investigation” of them
D:120
29. Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 20, 2004, sending Dr. Cordero a copy of the Trustee’s letter of March 24 to Mr. Werner and the latter’s reply of March 19, thereby pretending that they were the letters that Dr. Cordero had not received and had asked for although Dr. Cordero had stated that he had received those letters
D:122
30. Trustee Reiber’s statement to the court of April 22, 2004, that §341 hearing in the DeLano case is being adjourned and that he will set a new date at Court on April 26, 2004
D:123
31. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 23, 2004, to Trustee Reiber stating that the letters that he sent with his April 20 letter to Dr. Cordero could not be the letter that the Trustee had said that he would send Dr. Cordero and that the Trustee must have sent to Att. Werner, indicating how suspicious the Trustee’s reluctance to send that letter was, and stating why the Trustee’s request to Att. Werner for documents of the DeLanos was so deficient and requesting that he correct it
D:124
32. Dr. Cordero’s reply of April 25, 2004, to Debtors’ statement in opposition to Dr. Cordero’s objection to a claim of exemptions
D:128
33. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 26, 2004, to Trustee Martini requesting that she respond to his Memorandum of March 30 and asking again that Trustee Reiber be removed and a trustee unrelated to the parties and willing to investigate the DeLanos be appointed
D:137
34. Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 27, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that he has not yet received the requested documents from the DeLanos that he needs in order to ask meaningful questions at the independent hearing that he wants to hold and that he sent Dr. Cordero copies of letters between Att. Werner and the Trustee
D:138
35. Trustee Martini’s letter mailed on May 5 and received by Dr. Cordero on May 6 but antedated as of April 14, 2004, stating that she spoke with Trustee Schmitt and sees no reason to recuse from the DeLano case Trustee Reiber, who is required to carefully scrutinize the schedules
D:139
36. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 10, 2004, to Trustee Martini stating that the letter that he received from her on May 6 but antedated as of April 14, was not accompanied by any list that she mentioned in her letter as being enclosed
D:141
37. Dr. Cordero’s proof of claim of May 15, 2004, against the DeLanos
D:142
a. Summary of the document supporting Dr. Cordero’s proof of claim against the DeLanos
D:144
38. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 16, 2004, to Trustee Reiber 1) requesting once more the letter(s) that he sent to Att. Werner but not to him in which he must have stated, among other now regretted things, his request for proposed dates for the adjourned §341 examination of the DeLanos and 2) requesting the Trustee to obtain the already requested financial documents from the DeLanos
D:147
39. Trustee Reiber’s letter of May 18, 2004, to Dr. Cordero with copy of: 
D:149
a. Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 12, 2004, sent to Att. Werner and promised in a phone conversation with Dr. Cordero but not sent to him till then and only after the latter’s repeated requests that the Trustee send it to him too, informing them of the Trustee’s decision to conduct an adjourned §341 hearing ‘because Dr. Cordero raised objections which it is proper for Dr. Cordero to question the DeLanos about’ and stating that “it would be helpful if Dr. Cordero could transmit to Att. Werner a list of any documents which he may desire prior to the hearing”
D:151
40. Trustee Reiber’s letter of May 18, 2004, to Att. Werner to inquire about his progress in obtaining the documents requested in the April 20 letter
D:153
41. Stick-it of May 19, 2004, stuck on News release of April 16, 2003, titled U.S. Credit Reporting Companies Launch New Identity Fraud Initiative, sent by Trustee Martini to Dr. Cordero instead of the requested list of credit card companies with their addresses, phone numbers, and names of contact persons
D:154
42. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 23, 2004, to Trustee Martini requesting that she send him the list of credit card companies that she pretended to have sent and that she refer the case to the FBI and relinquish control of it
D:158
43. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 23, 2004, to Att. Werner requesting, on the basis of Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 12, financial documents from the DeLanos
D:159
44. Trustee Schmitt’s note of May 24, 2004, to Dr. Cordero sending him without a formal letter and to speed things along a list of credit card issuers with their addresses
D:160
45. Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 8, 2004, to Trustee Reiber requesting that he obtain requested documents from the DeLanos, state whether the meeting adjourned to June 21 will be held, and recuse himself from the case
D:161
46. Trustee Reiber’s letter of June 15, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that he has not received any reply to his demand letter for documents; will not subpoena the DeLanos, and will move for dismissal, but will set a hearing date for August for the event that the DeLanos may produce the requested documents
D:162
47. Trustee Reiber’s motion of June 15, 2004, to dismiss the DeLanos’ Chapter 13 petition “for unreasonable delay” in submitting documents, noticed for July 19, 2004
D:164
48. Att. Werner’s letter of June 14, 2004, to Trustee Reiber concerning his phone contact with the 8 credit card companies holding claims larger than $5,000 and accompanying the following documents:
D:165
a. Incomplete Equifax report no. 4117002205 of April 26, 2004, for David DeLano, which begins on page 3 of 14 and continues with pages 5, 7, 9, 11, 13
D:167
b. Incomplete Equifax report no. 4129001647 of May 8, 2004, for Mary Ann DeLano, which begins on page 3 of 12 and continues consecutively until page 7 of 12
D:173
c. A single statement of account of each of eight credit card accounts out of the 36 monthly statements of each account of the DeLanos covered by the Trustee’s request for statements for the previous three years; and dated as of between July and October 2003, rather than the most current statement for May or June 2004
D:178
d. IRS 1040 forms for the DeLanos’ tax returns for each of the 2001-03 fiscal years
D:186*
49. Trustee Reiber’s letter of June 16, 2004, to Att. Werner stating that he will maintain his motion to dismiss, suggesting that he move under Rule 2004 FRBkrP to compel the credit card companies to appear and produce the requested documents, and noting that Att. Werner did not copy Dr. Cordero in on the correspondence and that in future he must do that but that on this occasion the Trustee will make a copy and send it to Dr. Cordero
D:189
50. Att. Werner’s letter of June 16, 2004, to Discover Financial Services requesting copies of statements for 2001-2003 of a joint account of the DeLanos
D:191

51. Trustee Reiber’s adjournment on June 21, 2004, of the DeLanos’ §341 meeting of creditors to August 23, 2004
D:192
52. Dr. Cordero’s Statement of July 9, 2004, in opposition to Trustee Reiber’s motion to dismiss the DeLano petition and containing in the relief the text of a requested order
D:193*
53. Att. Werner’s letter of July 12, 2004, to Trustee Reiber concerning his efforts to obtain production of statements of credit card accounts and suggesting that the Trustee issue subpoenas to credit card companies Chase Manhattan and Bank One of Delaware to obtain the credit card statements that they have not produced, and his attempt to leave a message on Discover’s subpoena mailbox
D:203
a) MBNA America: statements of David DeLano’s account 5329-0315-0992-1928, from opening statement date March 9, 2001 to closing statement date April 8, 2004
b) MBNA America: statements of Mary DeLano’s account 4313-0228-5801-9530, from opening statement date March 15, 2001 to closing statement date April 14, 2004
54. Debtors’ Statement of July 13, 2004, in opposition to Trustee’s motion to dismiss, submitted by Att. Werner to the court and stating that they requested that Trustee Reiber issue subpoenas to prompt the credit card companies to produce the requested credit card statements; and accompanied by exhibits:
D:204
a. Mr. DeLano’s letter of April 29, 2004, to Bank One Cardmember Services requesting copies of the monthly statements for his account for the period beginning April 2001 through April 2004
D:206
a)  Monthly statements of an MBNA credit card account of Mr. DeLano covering the closing periods from April 9, 2001 through April 8, 2004
b) Monthly statements of an MBNA credit card account of Mrs. DeLano covering the closing periods from April 13, 2001 through April 14, 2004
55. Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 19, 2004, faxed to Judge Ninfo as agreed at the hearing on July 19 together with his:
D:207*
a. Proposed order for production of documents by the DeLanos and Att. Werner, obtained through conversion of the requested order contained in Dr. Cordero’s Statement of July 9, 2004
D:208
56. Att. Werner’s letter of July 20, 2004, to Judge Ninfo, delivered via messenger, objecting to Dr. Cordero’s proposed order because it “extends beyond the direction of the Court”
D:211
57. Att. Werner’s letter of July 20, 2004, to Dr. Cordero accompanying the following documents:
D:212
a. Att. Werner’s subpoenas of July 19, 2004, sent by mail or fax to:

1)
Chase Manhattan, c/o eCast Settlement: 4102-0082-4002-1537
D:213
2)
Bank One Delaware, N.A., c/o Weinstein, Treiger & Riley P.S.: 4266-8699-5018-4134 and 4712-0207-0151-3292
3)
Bank One Delaware, N.A. (First USA Bank): 4262-519-982-211
4)
Discover Financial Services: 6011-0020-4000-6645
5)
HSBC: 5215-3125-0126-4385
a) Equifax report no. 4117002205 of April 26, 2004, for David DeLano
b) Equifax report no. 4129001647 of May 8, 2004, for Mary Ann DeLano

c) Copy of Dr. Cordero’s proposed order of July 19, 2004, for production of documents with Mr. Werner’s notes and cross-outs
214
58. Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 21, 2004, faxed to Judge Ninfo, requesting that he issue the proposed order as agreed at the hearing on July 19, 2004
D:217*
59. Att. Werner’s notice of hearing and order objecting to Dr. Cordero’s claim and moving to disallow it, dated July 19, 2004, but filed on July 22, 2004
D:218*
60. Judge Ninfo’s order of July 26, 2004, providing for the production of only some documents but not issuing Dr. Cordero’s proposed order because “to [it] 249, Attorney Werner expressed concerns in a July 20, 2004 letter”
D:220*
61. Att. Werner’s letter of July 28, 2004, to Trustee Reiber
D:222
a. Letter of Discover Financial Services of July 23, 2004, to Att. Werner accompanying requested documents
D:223
a) Discover statements of account 6011-0020-4000-6645 from closing dates April 16, 2001 to April 30, 2004, jointly held by the DeLanos
62. Att. Werner’s letter of August 5, 2004, to Trustee Reiber accompanying the submission of credit reports issued by Equifax, Experian, and TransUnion and statements of account of Bank One:
D:224
a. Bank One’s Letter of July 29, 2004, to Att. Werner accompanying the requested documents
D:225
a) Bank One statements for David DeLano’s accounts 4262-519-982 211 from January 12, 2001 to September 12, 2003 and [after application of a new account numbering system] 4266-6699-5018-4134 from September 13, 2003 to December 12, 2003

b) Equifax report no. 4205 0105 12 of July 23, 2004, for David DeLano
c) Equifax report no. 4205 0102 19 of July 23, 2004, for Mary Ann DeLano
d) Equifax report no. 4129-0016-47 of May 8, 2004, for Mary Ann DeLano
e) TransUnion report no. 1285-0478-4 of July 26, 2004 for Mary DeLano
f) TransUnion report no. 1285-0492-3 of July 26, 2004 for David DeLano
g) Experian report no. 1023-6763-93 of July 26, 2004 for David DeLano
h) Experian report no. 2634-2888-60 of July 26, 2004 for Mary DeLano
63. Att. Werner’s letter of August 11, 2004, to Trustee Reiber about eCAST Settlement Corporation regarding the Chase Manhattan account statements
D:227
a. Letter of Jon Brennan of Becket & Lee of July 26, 2004, to Att. Werner concerning a letter from the Weinstein, Treiger & Riley law firm concerning two Bank One accounts
D:228
64. Att. Werner’s letter of August 13, 2004, to Trustee Reiber to submit statements of account of Bank One
D:229
a. Letter from Jennifer Jones-Kabalo, Operations Supervisor at Wein-stein, Treiger & Riley law firm, of August 12, 2004, concerning its request to its client Bank One for statements for two accounts
D:230
a) Bank One statements for Mr. DeLano’s account no. 4712-0207-0151-3292 closing from January 17, 2001 to December 17, 2002
b) Bank One statements for Mr. DeLano’s account no. 4262-519-982-211 closing from January 12, 2001 to December 10, 2001
65. Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 14, 2004, for docketing and issue, removal, referral, examination, and other relief, noticed for August 23 and 25, 2004
D:231*
a. Table of contents
D:231*
b. Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 21, 2004, faxed to Judge Ninfo, requesting that he issue the proposed order as agreed at the hearing on July 19, 2004
D:245*
c. Proposed order for Docketing and Issue, Removal, Referral, and Examination
D:246*
d. Statement of Dr. Cordero’s telephone account activity showing that he used the fax number that Judge Ninfo gave him at the hearing on July 19, namely, (585)613-4299, to fax to him the proposed document production order, as agreed at that hearing
D:248*
Faxed to: 

FBI Bob Silveri


Mailed to:

U.S. Attorney Bradley E. Tyler on August 16, 2004

66. Dr. Cordero’s reply of August 17, 2004, in opposition to Debtor’s objection to his claim and motion to disallow it
D:249*
a. Table of contents
D:249*
Faxed to: 

FBI Bob Silveri
 on August 23, 2004

67. Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 20, 2004, for sanctions and compensation for violation of FRBkrP Rule 9011(b) concerning Christopher Werner, Esq.
D:258*
68. Att. Werner’s “Response to Cordero Reply to Objection to Claim”
D:271*
69. Judge Ninfo’s Interlocutory Order of August 30, 2004, requiring Dr. Cordero to take discovery of his claim against Debtor DeLano, which arises from the Pfuntner v. Gordon et al. case on appeal in the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, and stating that on December 15 the date will be set for that evidence to be presented at an evidentiary hearing
D:272*
70. Att. Werner’s letter of September 1, 2004, to Trustee Reiber concerning Discover Financial Services statements for Mr. David DeLano’s account no. 6011-0020-4000-6645 closing from January 16, 2001 to December 16, 2003
D:280
71. Att. Werner’s letter of September 9, 2004, to Trustee Reiber accompanying statements of accounts from Chase Manhattan Bank
D:281
72. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 22, 2004, to Trustee Reiber proposing dates to examine the DeLanos under §341 and describing the broad scope of the examination as provided under FRBkrP Rule 2004(b)
D:283
73. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2004, to Arthur Heller, clerk at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, concerning his motion to quash Judge Ninfo’s order of August 30, 2004, which severs a claim from the Premier case on Appeal in that Court to try it in the DeLano case before Judge Ninfo
D:285
74. Att. Werner’s letter of September 28, 2004, to Trustee Reiber informing him that he will not submit dates for the examination of the DeLanos in response to Dr. Cordero’s September 22 letter until the Trustee instructs him to do so
D:286
75. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 29, 2004, to Att. Werner requesting production of documents pursuant to Judge Ninfo’s order of August 30, and without prejudice to Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 9, to quash it in the Court of Appeals
D:287*
76. Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 1, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that he does not think that he has authority under Judge Ninfo’s bench order to examine the DeLanos until the matter of the allowability of Dr. Cordero’s claim has been resolved
D:296
77. Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 1, 2004, to Mr. Arthur Heller, clerk at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, referring Dr. Cordero’s letter to him of September 27 and stating that he is not aware of any Notice of Appeal in that Court concerning the DeLano [thus betraying his failure to understand that the appeal was that of Premier]
D:297
78. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 12, 2004, to Trustee Reiber setting out the factual and legal reasons why Judge Ninfo’s order does not prevent the Trustee from conducting a §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:298
79. Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 13, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that he only had Judge Ninfo’s bench order, not the August 30 written version and that the latter has nothing to do with the appeal of the Premier case to the Court of Appeals
D:301
80. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 20, 2004, to Trustee Reiber showing that the Trustee’s letter of October 13 belies his own statement therein that he did not have Judge Ninfo’s written order of August 30 and once more requesting the §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:302
81. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 21, 2004, to Trustee Martini and to Trustee Schmitt requesting each to instruct Trustee Reiber to hold a §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:307
82. Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 27, 2004, to Dr. Cordero requesting a copy of the order by which the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, the Hon. John M. Walker, Jr., recused himself from the Premier Van Lines case
D:308
83. Ms. Christine Kyle’s letter of October 27, 2004, stating that Trustee Schmitt will contact Dr. Cordero, either on November 17 when she comes back to the office or before, concerning her discussion with Trustee Reiber on the request that the Trustee hold the §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:309
84. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 27, 2004, to Att. Werner to make a good faith effort under FRCivP 37(a)(2) to obtain discovery from Mr. David DeLano before moving for an order to compel such and for sanctions
D:310*
85. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 28, 2004, to Trustee Reiber providing Trustee Reiber with dates for holding the §341 examination of the DeLanos and accompanying a copy of
D:311
a. statement of October 13, 2004, of Chief Judge Walker’s recusal from the Premier Van Lines case
D:312
86. Att. Werner’s letter of October 28, 2004, to Dr. Cordero accompanying Mr. DeLano’s Response to discovery demand of Richard Cordero-Objection to Claim of Richard Cordero, where discovery of every item requested is denied as not relevant and the item concerning Mr. Palmer is said not to be in Mr. DeLano’s possession
D:313*
a. Mr. Werner’s Response to discovery demand of Richard Cordero-Objection to Claim of Richard Cordero”, where discovery of every item requested is denied as not relevant and the item concerning Mr. Palmer is said not to be in Mr. DeLano’s possession
D:314-315*
87. Trustee Reiber’s letter of November 2, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that he has nothing to add to his position concerning Dr. Cordero’s request that the Trustee hold the §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:316
88. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 4, 2004, to enforce Judge Ninfo’s Order of August 30, 2004, by ordering Mr. DeLano to produce the requested documents and declaring that the Order does not and cannot prevent Trustee Reiber from holding a §341 examination of the DeLanos
D:317*
89. Att. Werner’s statement of November 9, 2004, to the court on behalf of the DeLanos “in opposition to Cordero [sic] motion regarding discovery” and request that it be denied in all respects
D:325*
90. Judge Ninfo’s Order of November 10, 2004, denying in all respects Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 4 and holding the hearing, noticed for November 17, to be moot
D:327*
91. Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 14, 2004, to Trustee Martini requesting that she send him the letter that she said she would send him upon his request that she take a stand on whether Trustee Reiber must hold a §341 examination of the DeLanos regardless of Judge Ninfo’s decision as to court proceedings
D:330*
92. Trustee Reiber’s letter of November 17, 2004, to Att. Werner stating that upon Mrs. DeLano retiring, their IRA will become a legitimate source of disposable income
D:331
Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 29, 2004, to judges of the Judicial Circuit of the Second Circuit and of the Court of Appeals for that Circuit that have dealt with his case and an accompanying Request of the same date to make a report to the Acting U.S. Attorney General under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) that an investigation should be had in connection with offenses against United States bankruptcy laws


Clerk MacKechnie’s letters by Deputy Allen that since the judgment mandate in the Premier appeal was issued, the Court no longer has jurisdiction over the matter and they can be of no assistance to Dr. Cordero, sent on behalf of:

a) CA2 Judge Robert D. Sack on December 3, 2004


b) CA2 Judges James L. Oakes and Rosemary S. Pooler on December 3, 2004


c) CA2 Judge Chester J. Straub on December 7, 2004


d) CA2 Judge Robert A. Katzmann on December 29, 2004


93. Judge Ninfo’s order of December 21, 2004, setting down for March 1, 2005, as agreed at the hearing on December 15, 2004, the evidentiary hearing to determine Mr. DeLano’s motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim
D:332*
Letter of Karen Greve Milton, Circuit Executive, of December 13, 2004, as Secretary to the Judicial Circuit, that Dr. Cordero’s letters of October 14 and November 29, 2004, to Circuit Judge José A. Cabranes were forwarded to her, and stating upon her review that Dr. Cordero has exhausted his remedies concerning the matters filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §351 and has no further recourse before the Judicial Council


94. Trustee Reiber’s letter of December 30, 2004, to Dr. Cordero confirming that he will conduct a Section 341 Hearing of the DeLanos on February 1, 2005, at his office on South Winton Court, Rochester
D:333*
The Hon. Edward R. Korman, Chief Judge of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York, of January 27, 2005, to Dr. Cordero to acknowledge receipt of his letter of November 29, 2005, and inform him that since the Judge does not have personal knowledge of the letter’s subject matter, Dr. Cordero can file himself a complaint with the U.S. Attorney, WDNY


95. Dr. Cordero’s brief of documents for the parties attending the examination of the DeLanos under 11 U.S.C. §§341 and 343 and FRBkrP Rule 2004 on February 1, 2005, at the Office of Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber


96. Documents submitted at the examination of the DeLanos on February 1, 2005

a. Closing memorandum of December 24, 2004, of the sale by DeLanos’ son of the trailer that he bought with the $10,000 that they had lent him
D:334
b. NYS Department of Motor Vehicles Notice of Recorded Lien, 091201, by Summit Acceptance Corporation on a 1998 Chevrolet of David DeLano
D:335
c. Retail Installment Contract and Security Agreement of June 19, 2001, between Auto Solutions and David DeLano for the purchase of a 1998 Chevrolet Blazer
D:336
d. Proof of Claim entered on March 8, 2004, by Erich M. Ramsey for Capital One Auto Finance
D:340
97. Att. Werner’s letter of February 16, 2005, to Trustee Reiber accompanying the following incomplete documents described as “relevant portion of Mr. and Mrs. DeLano’s Abstract of Title” in response to “your request at the adjourned 341 Hearing”; these documents begin thus:
D:341*
a. “4. Church of the Holy Spirit of Penfield New York”
D:342
b. “Public Abstract Corporation”, concerning an interest in premises from October 5, 1965, recorded in Liber 3679, of Deeds, at page 489, of the Records in the office of the Clerk of the County of Monroe, New York
D:344
c. “#12,802 Abstract of Title to Part Lot 45 Township 13, Range 4, East Side Shoecraft Road, Town of Penfield”
D:345*
d. “33516 Abstract to Lot #9 Roman Crescent Subdivision”
D:347*
e. $95,000 “Mortgage Closing Statement April 23, 1999, 1262 Shoecraft Road, Town of Penfield
D:351*
f.  “U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development Optional for Transactions without Sellers”
D:353*
98. Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 17, 2005, to request that Judge Ninfo recuse himself under 28 U.S.C. §455(a) due to lack of impartiality
D:355*
a. Table of contents
D:356*
b. Dr. Cordero's motion of August 8, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to remove the Pfuntner and recuse himself
D:387*
c. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, to the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit for leave to file updating supplement of evidence of bias in Judge Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request for a trial by jury
D:425*
i) Table of contents
D:427*
d. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 9, 2004, to quash in the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit the order of Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, of August 30, 2004, to sever a claim from the case on appeal in the Court of Appeals to try it in the DeLano bankruptcy case, docket no. 04-20280
D:440*
ii) Table of contents
D:443*
99. Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 22, 2005, to Trustee Reiber analyzing the documents produced by Att. Werner as incomplete, incapable of explaining the flow of mortgages, silent on equity, and at odds with information previous provided; and requesting that the Trustee recuse himself or hire professionals to conduct a title search and appraisal, and follow the money earned by the DeLanos 
D:461*
100. Letter of Karl S. Essler, attorney for David Dworkin and Jefferson Henrietta Associates, of February 22, 2005, to Judge Ninfo, stating Mr. Essler’s belief that the Judge has done nothing that warrants granting Dr. Cordero’s motion for his recusal 
D:468
101. Trustee Reiber’s letter of February 24, 2005, to Att. Werner requesting information about the mortgage to Columbia Bank that later on ended with the government [HUD] but that is not recorded as having been discharged
D:469
Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti’s statement of March 1, 2005, of the number of stenographic packs and folds that she used to record the evidentiary hearing on the same date where Dr. Cordero examined Mr. DeLano on the former’s claim against the latter in connection with the DeLanos’ motion to disallow such claim


102. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 1, 2005, to Trustee Schmitt serving on her a copy of his letter to Trustee Reiber of February 22 and pointing out the need to grant the requests made to and denied by Trustee Reiber and requesting that she take a position on the letter and the requests and inform Dr. Cordero thereof in writing
D:470
Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 5, 2005, to Att. Werner accompanying the following letters:


a. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3, 2005, to the DeLanos, sent to Att. Werner, proposing that they come with him to the authorities in Washington, D.C. to disclose everything they know about judicial misconduct and a bankruptcy fraud scheme


b. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 4, 2005, to the DeLanos informing them about the letter addressed to them that he is sending to Att. Werner and requesting that they ask him for it


103. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 10, 2005, to Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt accompanying the required blank tapes to have an official copy of the recording of the §341 examination of the DeLanos at Trustee Reiber’s office on February 1, 2005, and requesting an answer to the letter of March 1, 2005
D:471
104. Att. Werner’s letter of March 10, 2005, to Trustee Reiber in response to the latter’s letter of February 24 concerning records of discharge of mortgages of the DeLanos
D:472
Att. Werner’s letter of March 11, 2005, to Dr. Cordero responding to the latter’s letter to him of March 5 and stating that he is under no obligation to maintain it confidential though he will no disclose it; that all letters should be addressed to him because he passes them on to the DeLanos; and that ‘Dr. Cordero’s suggestion that it is improper to discard credit card account statements is without merit and that Dr. Cordero’s complaint that Att. Werner wanted to show a document to Mr. DeLano referred to by Dr. Cordero during the examination is without legal basis’


Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 18, 2005, to Att. Werner stating that to make the conclusory assertion that something is without merit or legal basis does not amount to a legal argument; setting forth the circumstances under which Att. Werner volunteered the statement that he had discarded documents of the DeLanos; stating that the document that Att. Werner asked for at the evidentiary hearing was Dr. Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano which neither had read so that the motion to disallow his claim was not based on it and was raised in bad faith; and asking that Att. Werner and the DeLanos reconsider Dr. Cordero’s March 3 letter and discuss it in a telephone conference


105. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 19, 2005, to Att. Werner stating that no enclosures were sent to Dr. Cordero with the copy of Att. Werner’s letter to Trustee Reiber of March 10 and requesting that he send a list of everything that Att. Werner sent to the Trustee as well as a copy
D:473*
106. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 21, 2005, to Trustee Schmitt stating that in response to his request for an official copy of the tapes of the §341 examination of the DeLanos on February 1, 2005, she sent a copy of a recording of a meeting of creditors on March 8, 2004 that has nothing to do with the DeLanos except that it occurred on the same day when Trustee Reiber’s attorney, James Weidman, Esq., prevented Dr. Cordero from examining the DeLanos, and requesting that she send a copy of the recording on February 1, 2005, and of the meeting of the DeLanos conducted by Att. Weidman on March 8, 2004
D:474
107. Letter of Ms. Jill Wood, Assistant to Trustee Schmitt, of March 23, 2005, apologizing for having sent a copy of a recording made on March 8, 2004 -which had nothing to do with the DeLanos except the date of the meeting of creditors- and accompanying a copy of a recording labeled as that of the §341 examination of the DeLanos on February 1, 2005
D:476
108. Att. Werner’s letter of March 24, 2005, to Dr. Cordero with 14 “copies of the enclosures to our letter to Trustee Reiber of March 10, 2005, which were apparently omitted from your copy of the correspondence” 
D:477*
a. Printouts of screenshots of February 25, 2005, electronic records indexing of the Monroe County Clerk’s office 
D:478*
109. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 29, 2005, to Trustee Reiber commenting on the uselessness of the printed screenshots from the website of the County Clerk’s Office that Att. Werner produced in response to the Trustee’s request for information about a mortgage of the DeLanos; asking whether his lack of protest means that the §341 examination of the DeLanos on February 1, 2005, was a charade that he conducted with no intention to obtain any financial information from the DeLanos; and requesting that he either take certain steps to obtain that information or recuse himself and let another trustee be appointed who can conduct an efficient investigation of the DeLanos
D:492*
110. Assistant Wood’s letter of April 6, 2005, to Dr. Cordero accompanying a copy of “the 341 hearing tapes for March 8, 2004”, stating where the DeLano hearing begins, and of a meeting of creditors on March 8, 2004, and acknowledging that she made the mistake of telling me that the recording included the introduction
D:495
111. Docket of In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, as of April 13, 2005
D:496
2. TRANSCRIPT OF THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING IN BKR CT.
Tr:1-190
vol. I
112. Transcript of the Evidentiary Hearing held on March 1, 2005, before Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo of the DeLanos’ motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim, prepared by Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti
Tr:i-190

3. ADDENDUM TO DESIGNATED ITEMS WITH BRIEF IN DIS CT.
Add:509-1170
vol. I
113. Judge Ninfo’s statements on pages 3 and 4 (D:5-6) of his decision on appeal of April 4, 2005, portraying Dr. Cordero as a liar and a perjurer  concerning his status and work as a lawyer
Add:509
114. Letters, briefs, motions, applications, and statements in which Dr. Cordero gave notice since 2002 that he is a lawyer to Judge Ninfo and the parties and in turn the parties acknowledged that fact to the Judge, which casts doubt on the truthfulness of the Judge’s allegation that “neither the Court nor any of the courtroom staff recalls such an admission” or on his competency in reading those documents at all or with the minimal degree of due care required of a lawyer, let alone a judge
Add:510

115. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Judge Ninfo identifying himself as a lawyer
Add:513
116. Judge Ninfo’s letter of October 8, 2002 acknowledging receipt of Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002
Add:514
117. Report for Judge Ninfo’s search of February 23, 2005, for Richard Cordero in the New York State Attorney Directory
Add:515

118. Report for Judge Ninfo’s WestLaw Search of February 28, 2005, of “Richard & Cordero”
Add:516

119. Letter of April 26, 2005, of Mr. Samuel H. Younger, Chief Manage-ment Analyst, Attorney Registration Unit, New York State Unified Court System, Office of Court Administration, to Dr. Cordero indicating that there is only one Richard Cordero registered with the Office and listing the dates of registration, which indicate that he retired since 1993
Add:518

120. Docket of the Chapter 11 bankruptcy case of Heller, Jacobs & Kamlet, no. 04-13127, SDNY, filed on May 7, 2004, as of May 16, 2005
Add:520

121. Affirmation of Leonard G. Kamlet, Esq., of April 14, 2005, stating that a Richard Cordero worked at his former law firm of Heller, Jacobs & Kamlet in a paralegal capacity, was not a lawyer, and was not the Richard Cordero, Esq., to whom he handed the affirmation
Add:526

122. Affirmation of Anthony M. Heller, Esq., of April 21, 2005, stating that his former law firm of Heller, Jacobs & Kamlet employed a paralegal named Richard Cordero, who was never an attorney, but never employed Dr. Richard Cordero or anyone else named Richard Cordero who was an attorney, and that his firm went out of business at the end of 2003
Add:529

123. Docket of Pfuntner v. Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY
Add:531

124. Extracts from the American Bar Association Model Code of Professional Responsibility
Add:551

125. Extract from the New York Code of Professional Responsibility: Canons and Disciplinary Rules
Add:552
126. Letter of May 3, 2005, of Linda C. Smith, Senior Account Representative at Martindale-Hubbell, to Dr. Cordero acknowledging that through an internal error his record was associated to that of the law firm of Heller, Jacobs & Kamlet
Add:553 
127. FindLaw Manager Brian Doyle’s letter of May 4, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating that they could not identify any precise event or request that associated him to the law firm of Heller, Jacobs & Kamlet
Add:554
a. FindLaw’s corrected listing as of April 26, 2005, concerning Richard Cordero
Add:555

128. Dr. Cordero’s petition of January 20, 2005, to the Supreme Court of the United States for a Writ of Certiorari to the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, docket no. 04-8371
Add:557

Questions Presented
Add:557

Index of Appendices
Add:558

Table of Authorities Cited
Add:584

Table of Headings of the Petition for Certiorari
Add:588

I.
Opinions Below
Add:590

II.
Jurisdiction
Add:590

III.
Constitutional and Statutory Provisions Involved
Add:591

IV.
Statement of The Case
Add:592

V.
Reasons for Granting The Writ
Add:604

VI.
Conclusion
Add:629

129. 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) on the duty to report to the U.S. Attorney grounds for believing that bankruptcy fraud has been committed or that an investigation in connection therewith is needed
Add:630*
130. 28 U.S.C. §158 Appeals (As amended April 20, 2005, P.L. 109-8, Title XII, § 1233(a), 119 Stat. 202), which provides for the judges in a circuit to choose whether appeals from bankruptcy judges go before one district judge of the same district or a panel of three judges from a different district, whereby the nature and objectivity of the review varies so consi-derably throughout the country as to deny equal protection under law
Add:630*
131. U.S. District Court, WDNY, Local Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 5.1(h) on pleading a RICO count, which requires so many factual details before any discovery has been conducted as to render such pleading impossible in practice
Add:633*
132. Judge Ninfo’s citations to authority in his decision on appeal of April 4, 2005
Add:637
a. 9C Am Jur 2d Bankruptcy
Add:638
b. Norton Bankruptcy Law and Practice 2d
Add:643
c. 9 Collier on Bankruptcy § 3001.09, 15th Edition Revised
Add:649
d. In re Youroveta Home & Foreign Trade Co., 297 F. 723 (1924)
Add:651
e. In re Burrows, 156 F.2d 640 (2nd Cir. 1946)
Add:654[657-80]
133. Dr. Cordero’s Designation of April 18, 2005, of Items in the Record and Statement of Issues on Appeal
D:1-499
134. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 18, 2005, to Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti requesting that she state “the number of stenographic packs and the number of folds in each pack that you used to record that hearing and that you will be using to prepare the transcript” of her own recording of the evidentiary hearing in DeLano on March 1, 2005, and indicate the cost of the transcript
Add:681
135. Dr. Cordero's letter of April 19, 2005, to Trustee Martini requesting that she remove Trustee Reiber and let Dr. Cordero know what she intends to do
Add:682
136. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 21, 2005, to Trustee George Reiber requesting a response to his letter of March 29 concerning the uselessness of the printouts of screenshots from the Monroe County Clerk’s Office that were to have provided information about the mortgages of the DeLanos and sending him a copy of the Designation and Statement
Add:683
137. Dr. Cordero's letter of April 21, 2005, to Trustee Schmitt requesting a 4th time a statement of her position on Trustee Reiber’s failure to investigate the DeLanos
Add:685
138. Cover letter of Bankruptcy Case Administrator Karen S. Tacy of April 22, 2005, to Dr. Cordero accompanying her transmittal forms to the District Court and informing him that the District Court Civil Case Number for the appeal is 05cv6190L
Add:686

a. Transmittal form of April 21, 2005, addressed to district clerk, marking as transmitted to the District Court Dr. Cordero’s Notice of Appeal and the Statement of Issues and Designated Items of Appellant; and as missing documents the Statement of Issues and/or Designated items of Appellee
Add:687
139. Bankruptcy Court’s electronic filing on April 22, 2005, of the title cover of Dr. Cordero’s Designation of Items in the Record and Statement of Issues on Appeal of April 18, 2005, and notice that because it is voluminous it is available in paper format only and is available for review at the clerk’s office
Add:690*
a. Notice of the court stating that the attachment to the document is voluminous and available only in paper form to be viewed in the clerk’s office during regular business hours
Add:691*
140. Judge Larimer’s order of April 22, 2005, to Dr. Cordero informing him that an appeal was docketed on that date and that he is scheduled “to file and serve his brief within twenty (20) days after entry of this order on the docket”, and that “It shall be the responsibility of appellant to notify Judge Larimer, in writing, when the record is complete and all briefs have been filed, that the case is ready for oral argument…or submission”, whereby the Judge recognized implicitly that the record was not yet complete
Add:692*
141. Bankruptcy Court’s electronic filing on April 22, 2005, of Judge Ninfo’s scheduling order of the same date
Add:694
142. Dr. Cordero’s Objection of May 2, 2005, to Judge Larimer’s scheduling order, because “contact with the court reporter for preparation of the transcript had only been initiated so that the transcript has not been even started, let alone delivered for the appellant to take into consideration when writing his brief on appeal”, whereby the transmittal of the record from the bankruptcy to the district court was premature; and his request for the urgent rescission of the order and for the Judge to inform him of his decision promptly by fax on this occasion
Add:695[797-710]
143. Letter of May 2, 2005, by Devin L. Palmer on behalf of the DeLanos to Bankruptcy Case Administrator Tacy stating that Appellant’s designated documents included the necessary items; that “However, Appellant failed to include the four exhibits attached to Judge Ninfo’s April 4 Decision and Order of Judgment Ninfo [sic]. Those exhibits, clearly part of the record as an attachment to the decision appealed by Mr. Cordero are enclosed hereto (and that they are enclosed and attached under Document No. 90 of the online Docket)”; [the documents sent to and received by Dr. Cordero are the following]
Add:711
a. James Pfuntner’s Interpleader Complaint filed on September 27, 2002, to “Determine Rights in Property of the Debtor and in Property in the Debtor’s Possession, to Grant Plaintiff and Compel the Trustee to pay Administrative Expenses or Otherwise Determine the Liability of Those Found to Hold an Interest in the Debtor’s Property or Property in Possession of the Debtor for the Use and Occupancy of the Plaintiff’s Real Property, and to Vacate the Automatic Stay of Actions”
Add:712

b. Judge Ninfo’s Order of July 15, 2003, providing for a series of “discrete” “discreet” hearings from October 16, 2003, in Pfuntner
Add:719

c. Judge Ninfo’s Order of October 16, 2003, Disposing of Causes of Action in Pfuntner
Add:725

d. Judge Ninfo’s Decision and Order of October 16, 2003, Denying Recusal and Removal Motions and Objection of Richard Cordero to Proceeding with any Hearings and a Trial on October 16, 2003, in Pfuntner
Add:729

e. Judge Ninfo’s “Cordero Oral Decision” of October 16, 2003, in Pfuntner
Add:731

f. Judge Ninfo’s Decision & Order of October 23, 2003, Finding a Waiver of a Trial by Jury, in Pfuntner
Add:741

g. Judge Ninfo’s Scheduling Order of October 23, 2003, in Connection with the Remaining Claims of the Plaintiff, James Pfuntner, and the Cross-Claims, Counterclaims and Third-Party Claims of the Third-Party Plaintiff, Richard Cordero, in Pfuntner
Add:749[753-70]
144. Dr. Cordero’s answer and counterclaim of November 1, 2002, in Pfuntner
Add:770
a. Plaintiff Pfuntner’s Summons of October 3, 2002, in an Adversary Proceeding, no. 02-2230, to Dr. Cordero
Add:777

b. Letter of Michael Beyma, Esq., attorney for M&T Bank, of August 15, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:778

c. Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 26, 2002, to Att. MacKnight
Add:780

d. Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:781

e. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 7, 2002, to Att. MacKnight
Add:782

f. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 17, 2002, to Plaintiff Pfuntner
Add:783

145. Att. Beyma’s letter of August 1, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:784

146. Dr. Cordero’s third-party complaints and cross-claims of November 21, 2002, in Pfuntner
Add:785

a. Letter of David Dworkin, owner/manager of Jefferson Henrietta Associates, of March 1, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:805[816-30]

b. Bill for storage and insurance from Jefferson Henrietta Associates of March 7, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:806

c. Manager Dworkin’s letter of April 25, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:807

d. Trustee Gordon’s letter of April 16, 2002, to Manager Dworkin
Add:808

e. Trustee Gordon’s letter of June 10, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:809

f. Att. Stilwell’s letter of May 30, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:810

g. Letter of Michael Beyma, Esq., attorney for M&T Bank, of August 28, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:811

h. Att. MacKnight’s letter of September 19, 2002,to Dr. Cordero
Add:812

i. Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:813

j. Trustee Gordon’s letter of October 1, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
Add:814

147. Trustee Schmitt’s letter of October 8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
Add:816

148. Judge Larimer’s order of May 3, 2005, rescheduling Dr. Cordero’s appellant’s brief for June 13 without making any reference to, much less discussing, any of Dr. Cordero’s legal and practical arguments for not scheduling the brief until after the filing of the transcript, whose preparation was not yet even in sight
Add:831

149. Bankruptcy Case Administrator Tacy’s transmittal form of May 3, 2005, to District Clerk Early, marking “Perfected Record consisting of: Letter and supporting documents filed by Appellee” and “Other: Please note that the Appellee paper filed a copy of Appellant’s Designation of Items” (despite the fact that item no. 112 of Dr. Cordero’s Designation and his April 18 letter to the Reporter gave notice that he wanted and had requested the transcript, which had not yet been filed so that the record could not have been perfected under FRBkrP 8007(b))
Add:832
150. Reporter Dianetti’s letter of May 3, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating that the transcript will cost between $600 and $650 and “Please understand that this is an estimate only”, and that “The information you requested regarding how many packs of [stenographic] paper and the number of folds was given to you after the hearing”
Add:834
151. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 10, 2005, to Court Reporter Dianetti asking by how much more her estimate of the transcript cost between $600 and $650 can fluctuate and that such fluctuation “makes it all the more necessary that you state how many packs of stenographic paper and how many folds in each pack constitute the whole of your recording. I trust you will have no problem in providing me with this information this time”
Add:835
152. Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 16, 2005, for the District Court to comply with FRBkrP 8007 in the scheduling of his appellate brief and “rescind its scheduling order requiring that he file his brief by June 13 and reissue no such order until in compliance with FRBkrP 8007(b) it has received a complete record from the clerk of the bankruptcy court”
Add:836
153. Judge Larimer’s rescheduling order of May 17, 2005, pretending that “Appellant requested additional time within which to file and serve his brief”, and without referring to or discussing Dr. Cordero’s argument for the Judge’s compliance with the rules, requiring that “Appellant shall file and serve his brief within twenty (20) days of the date that the transcript of the bankruptcy court is filed with the Clerk of the Bankruptcy Court”
Add:839
154. Court Reported Dianetti’s letter of May 19, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating that “I am unable to state by how much my estimate can fluctuate, if it fluctuates at all, unless I prepares the entire transcript” and that as to the number of stenographic packs and folds “I trust you already have that information”
Add:840
155. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 26, 2005, to Court Reporter Dianetti that her calling her price range ‘an estimate’ defeats the purpose of stating an upper limit and requesting that she state the maximum cost of the transcript and “the number of stenographic packs and the number of folds in each that comprise the whole recording of the evidentiary hearing and that will be translated into the transcript”
Add:842
156. Court Reporter Dianetti’s letter of June 13, 2005, stating that the maximum cost of the transcript is $650 and “I am listing the number of stenographic packs and the number of folds in each pack and this is the same information that was given to you on the afternoon of the hearing”
Add:843
157. Dr. Cordero’s notice of June 20, 2005, to the District Court of his efforts to obtain the transcript
Add:845[846-850]
158. Dr. Cordero’s motion of June 20, 2005 for a stay in Pfuntner and a joinder of its parties to the DeLano appeal together:
Add:851
a. Dr. Cordero’s statement of June 18, 2005, to the Pfuntner parties on Judge Ninfo’s linkage of Pfuntner and DeLano in the Judge’s April 4 decision on appeal, where the Judge traced the origin of DeLano through documents filed in Pfuntner, which he attached to his decision and which the DeLanos’ attorney not only included in their Designation of Additional Items on the Record but even added other Pfuntner documents to them, whereby they all demonstrated that they viewed the two cases inextricably linked (Cf. ¶142 above)
Add:853
159. Dr. Cordero's letter of June 25, 2005, to Reporter Dianetti requesting that she state whether she merely copied the numbers of packs and folds that she gave him at the end of the March 1 evidentiary hearing or counted those that she will actually transcribe, which she necessarily had to do to calculate her cost estimate, and that she agree to certify that her transcript will be complete, accurate, and free of tampering influence
Add:867
160. Court Reporter Dianetti’s letter of July 1, 2005, to Dr. Cordero requiring that he prepay $650 for the transcript and stating that “The balance of your letter of June 25, 2005 is rejected”
Add:869
161. Application of July 7, 2005, by Christopher Werner, Esq., attorney for the DeLanos, for $16,654 in legal fees for services rendered to the DeLanos
Add:871*
a. Att. Werner’s itemized invoice of June 23, 2005, for legal services rendered to the DeLanos, incurred almost exclusively in connection with Dr. Cordero’s request for documents and the DeLanos’ efforts to avoid producing them, beginning with the entry on April 8, 2004 “Call with client; Correspondence re Cordero objection” and ending with that on June 23, 2005 “(Estimated) Cordero appeal”
Add:872*
162. Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 13, 2005, to stay in Bankruptcy Court the hearing for confirmation of the DeLanos’ debt repayment plan and the confirmation order, withdraw the case pending appeal, remove Trustee Reiber, and the District Court to take notice of Dr. Cordero’s addition of issues to the appeal
Add:881
a.
Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of July 11, 2005, in support of his motion to stay confirmation hearing and order, withdraw case pending appeal, remove trustee, and give notice of addition to appeal
Add:886

b.
Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to Judge Larimer with his motion of July 13, 2005, to stay, remove trustee, etc.
Add:907
163. Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 18, 2005, to have Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti referred to the Judicial Conference for investigation of her refusal to certify the reliability of her transcript
Add:911

a. Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to Judge Larimer with his motion of July 18, 2005, to refer Reporter Dianetti to the Judicial Conference
Add:932
164. Att. Werner’s ingratiating letter of July 19, 2005, to Judge Larimer accompanying:
Add:935
a.
Att. Werner’s “Statement in opposition to Cordero motion [sic] to stay confirmation and other relief”, because “Richard Cordero sets forth no substantive basis for any of the relief requested in his current Motion, nor does he have any interest in the DeLano matter whatsoever, as determined by Judge Ninfo” (a conclusory assertion unsupported by any legal discussion, and revealing Att. Werner’s failure to recognize Dr. Cordero’s status as a party in interest, not to mention as appellant)
Add:936
165. Trustee Reiber’s undated “Findings of Fact and Summary of 341 Hearing”
Add:937*
a. Undated and unsigned sheet titled “I/We filed Chapter 13 for one or more of the following reasons”
Add:939*
166. Judge Ninfo’s order of August 8, 2005, instructing M&T Bank to deduct $293.08 biweekly from his employee, Debtor David DeLano, and pay it to Trustee Reiber
Add:940*
167. Judge Ninfo’s order of August 9, 2005, confirming the DeLanos’ Chapter 13 debt repayment plan after considering their testimony and “the Trustee’s Report” of Trustee Reiber (cf. ¶165 above) and allowing payment of legal fees in the amount of $18,005 to Att. Werner by the DeLanos (who stated in Schedule B of their January 2004 bankruptcy petition that they had $535 in cash and account)
Add:941*
168. Trustee Reiber’s Acknowledgment of August 19, 2005, of Claim and Notice of the Manner of the Proposed Treatment of Dr. Cordero’s Claim, stating that its amount is zero and its classification is “ignore”, and remarking that the claim is disallowed
Add:944[945-950]*
169. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of August 23, 2005, to compel the production of documents and take other actions necessary for the exercise of the Court's supervision over the Bankruptcy Court and of Appellant's right of appeal, and for the proper determination of this appeal, returnable on September 12
Add:951*
a. Table of contents
Add:953*
b. Propose document production order
Add:977*
170. Letter of David D. MacKnight, Esq., attorney for James Pfuntner, of September 2, 2005, to Judge Larimer entering a limited response to Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 23 to compel production of documents, and asking that such motion be denied insofar as it concerns Mr. Pfuntner and that the name Pfuntner be stricken from any order issued in connection with that motion
Add:985
171. Att. Werner’s response of September 7, 2005, on behalf of the DeLanos, addressed to Judge Larimer to oppose Dr. Cordero’s motion by stating that “it does not appear that Cordero has fully perfected the appeal to date; Judge Ninfo has already determined that Cordero has no claim in this proceeding and is not a creditor…[so] there is no basis for the current Motion herein by Cordero; [and] all other aspects of the Cordero Motion…have no merit nor any procedural basis herein”
Add:988
172. Judge Larimer’s decision and order of September 13, 2005, stating that Dr. Cordero’s motion “to refer a bankruptcy court reporter to the Judicial Conference for an “investigation” is denied in all respects” because “The prolix submissions might lead one to believe that this is a significant problem. It is not. It is a tempest in a teapot” and with nothing more, let alone a legal argument, ordering that “The matter must be resolved as follows”, where he required Dr. Cordero to request in writing Reporter Dianetti to prepare the transcript, which he “has no right to “condition” his request in any manner”, and prepay her fee of $650
Add:991
173. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 20, 2005, for reconsideration of Judge Larimer’s decision and order concerning Reporter Mary Dianetti and the transcript necessary to the appeal
Add:993
174. Judge Larimer’s decision and order of October 14, 2005, stating that “The motion for reconsideration is in all respects denied”, with not a single argument indicating that the Judge had even read it or noticed that it was returnable on November 18, and then directing Dr. Cordero to request the transcript within 14 days and pay the $650 fee lest he be found to have failed to perfect his appeal and have it dismissed
Add:1019
175. Judge Larimer’s decision and order of October 17, 2005, “den[ying] in their entirety” Dr. Cordero’s three pending motions [¶¶158, 162, 169, 173, above] but referring to not even one of his legal arguments, just to show that the Judge had bothered to read the motions before expediently getting them out of the way with the conclusory fiats that “there is no basis in law to support such relief”, “these motions are wholly without merit”, and “it completely lacks merit”
Add:1021*
176. Letter of Bankruptcy Clerk Paul R. Warren of October 20, 2005, to Judge Larimer to inform him of Dr. Cordero’s letter to Contracting Officer Frieday and qualifying it as “an effort to both avoid your Order and to intimidate the Bankruptcy Court’s clerical staff”
Add:1024
a. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 18, 2005, to Contracting Officer Melissa Frieday, stating in the first sentence that he had been referred to Officer Frieday by the Chair of the Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference, Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen King, CA5; and requesting that she replace Reporter Dianetti in preparing the transcript, investigate her refusal to certify its reliability, and refer the matter to U.S. Attorney General Alberto Gonzales
Add:1025
177. Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 24, 2005, to Reporter Dianetti request​ing that she prepare the transcript of the March 1 evidentiary hearing in Bankruptcy Court, enclosing with it a certified check for $650, and stating that the request was being made under the compulsion of Judge Larimer’s order and with reservation of all his rights
Add:1027
178. Dr. Cordero’s notice of October 25, 2005, to Judge Larimer that he complied with his order by requesting Reporter Dianetti to produce the transcript and providing payment, but did so under compulsion of his October 14 order and under reservation of his right to challenge the order and the request on appeal
Add:1031
179. Dr. Cordero’s cover letter of October 25, 2005, to the Bankruptcy Court accompanying his notice of the same date to the District Court of having complied with the order of Judge Larimer that directed him to request the transcript and stating that such notice was his response to Bankruptcy Clerk of Court Warren’s letter to Judge Larimer of October 20
Add:1037
180. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of November 5, 2005, under 11 U.S.C. §330(a) for Judge Ninfo to revoke his order of August 9, 2005, confirming the DeLanos’ debt repayment plan, because it was procured by fraud
Add:1038

181. Dr. Cordero’s notice of November 9, 2005, to the District Court of his motion filed in Bankruptcy Court for Judge Ninfo to revoke for fraud the confirmation of Debtor DeLanos’ plan; and of his intent that the attached copy be filed in the District Court’s appeal docket of Cordero v. DeLano
Add:1064
182. Judge Ninfo’s letter of November 10, 2005, to Dr. Cordero denying, without stating any reason whatsoever, his request to appear by phone at the hearing of his motion returnable on November 16, to revoke the confirmation of the DeLanos’ plan due to its procurement by fraud, and requesting that he renotice his motion to state the missing time of day when the motion would be heard
Add:1065
183. Dr. Cordero’s request of November 11, 2005, for a statement of reasons for Judge Ninfo to deny his request to appear by phone at the hearing in Rochester set for November 16, despite the fact that Dr. Cordero, who lives in New York City, has so appeared before Judge Ninfo in 12 previous occasions, that such hearings on average last 15 minutes, which does not justify the trip’s substantial cost in time and money, and that other parties are still allowed to appear by phone, so that the denial appears arbitrary and discriminatory
Add:1066
184. Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 11, 2005, to the parties advising them that the time of the hearing on November 16 is 11:00a.m. and that they should contact the Court or consult its electronic calendar in PACER (CM/ECF) before attending the hearing given Judge Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request to appear by phone
Add:1068
185. Att. Werner’s response of November 11, 2005, “to Cordero motion [sic] to revoke confirmation”, that “Dr. Cordero was previously found to have no standing for lack of any proper interest or claim against the Debtors” and “his motion is wholly without merit and…is without merit and should be denied” (without Att. Werner discussing any of Dr. Cordero’s legal arguments or element of his statement of facts)
Add:1069

186. Dr. Cordero’s notice of November 12, 2005, to the District Court of his filing a request in Bankruptcy Court for a statement of reasons for Judge Ninfo having denied his request to appear by phone at the hearing on November 16 of his motion to revoke for fraud the confirmation of Debtors’ debt repayment plan
Add:1070[1071-80]
187. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 15, 2005, for the District Court to comply with the FRBkrP for docketing the transcript, entering the appeal, and scheduling the appellate brief
Add:1081

a. Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to Judge Larimer in connection with his motion of November 15, 2005, for the District Court to docket the transcript, enter the appeal, and schedule the appellate brief
Add:1090
188. Judge Larimer’s order of November 21, 2005, as if “Appellant requests an extension of time to file his brief”, [rather than requests the District Court to comply with the FRBkrP on docketing, entering, and sche-duling], and extending such time; confirming that “briefs are deemed filed the day of mailing”, and stating that “the remainder of the motion is denied” because “the appeal was docketed in April 2005 and all partied were notified…[and] it now appears that the record on appeal is complete”
Add:1092
189. Judge Ninfo’s order of November 22, 2005 denying Dr. Cordero’s motion to revoke due to fraud the confirmation of the DeLanos’ debt repayment plan because Dr. Cordero has no standing in the case, is not a party in interest, and thereby cannot file the adversary proceeding necessary to seek revocation
Add:1094

190. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of December 6, 2005, in Bankruptcy Court to quash the order denying the motion to revoke due to fraud the order of confirmation of the DeLanos’ plan, revoke the confirmation, and remand the case
Add:1095

191. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 7, 2005, in District Court to withdraw cases [DeLano and Pfuntner] from Bankruptcy Court and declare both the order denying his motion to revoke due to fraud the order of confirmation of the DeLanos’ plan; and the order confirming such plan null and void pending appeal
Add:1097

192. Judge Ninfo’s order of December 9, 2005, peremptorily dispatching with an “in all respects denied” one-liner Dr. Cordero’s December 6 motion, issued on the day of the motion’s arrival and skipping any discussion of its detailed factual considerations and legal analysis of the Judge’s November 22 order sought to be quashed for denying confirmation revocation
Add:1125

193. Dr. Cordero’s notice of December 16, 2005, to the District Court of his filing in Bankruptcy Court of his December 6 motion to quash the order denying revocation of plan confirmation, to revoke such confirmation, and to remand the case, and pointing out how Judge Ninfo peremptorily dispatched the 25-page motion on the day of its arrival with his “in all respects denied” one-liner without any discussion of its detailed contents
Add:1126

a. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2005, in Bankruptcy Court to quash Judge Ninfo’s November 22 order denying revocation due to fraud of the DeLano Debtors’ debt repayment plan confirmation, to revoke such confirmation; and to remand DeLano to the District Court pending its appeal
Add:1127

194. Judge Larimer’s order of December 19, 2005, stating that “Appellant’s motion is denied in all respects” concerning Dr. Cordero’s December 7 motion to withdraw DeLano and Pfuntner from Bankruptcy Court and nullify Judge Ninfo’s decisions
Add:1155
4. POST-ADDENDUM WITH REPLY IN DISTRICT COURT 
Pst:1171-1500
vol. I
195. Local Rules 25 and 32(a)(1) of October 24, 2005, of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit requiring the submission in counseled cases of a copy of a brief in digital format as a PDF file
Pst:1171

196. Trustee Reiber’s list of December 7, 2005, of allowed claims, indicating a debt forgiven percentage of 87.39% (as opposed to 78% provided for in the Plan (D:59) and the Notice of meeting of creditors (D:23)) and allowing Att. Werner a claim of $9,948 (cf. Att. Werner’s fees of $18,005 approved by Judge Ninfo in August 9, 2005; Add:872, 938, 942; although the DeLanos claimed in their petition to have in hand and on account only $535 (D:27/Sch:B))
Pst:1174*
197. Dr. Cordero’s notice of December 16, 2005, of filing a motion in Bankruptcy Court to quash the order denying the motion to revoke due to fraud the order confirming the DeLanos’ Plan, revoke the confirmation, and remand the case
Pst:1176

198. Docket of Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L, WDNY
Pst:1181

199. Letter from John Folwell, clerk at the District Court, of January 3, 2006, to Dr. Cordero, returning his CD with the Appellant’s Brief, the Designation of Items, and the Addendum in PDF files because “local court rules prohibit the Clerk’s office from accepting electronic filings…from pro se parties”
Pst:1213

200. Judge Larimer’s order of January 6, 2006, denying Dr. Cordero’s request −made by phone to Clerks John Folwell and Jean Marie McCarthy− “that the Addendum in Support of Appellant’s Brief (Dkt. #31) be filed electronically…” because it “exceeds 1,300 pages. Scanning this lengthy document into the system would be very time consuming and unnecessary”, but without mentioning that the Appellant’s Brief, the Designation of Items, and the Addendum were provided by Dr. Cordero on a CD in PDF files so that there was no need to do any scanning
Pst:1214

201. Dr. Cordero’s brief of December 21, 2005, in the appeal to the U.S. District Court, WDNY, from Judge Ninfo’s decision in DeLano
Pst:1229*
a. Table of Contents
Pst:1231*
b. Table of Headings of the Argument
Pst:1255*
c. Issues presented for review
Pst:1257*
d. Statement of facts
Pst:1259*
e. Proposed order for document production
Pst:1307*
202. The DeLanos’ answer of January 20, 2006, by Devin Lawton Palmer, Esq.
Pst:1361 

203. Dr. Cordero’s motion of January 23, 2006, for an extension of time for him to mail and file his reply to February 10, 2006, endorsed by Judge Larimer’s grant of it
Pst:1379

204. Dr. Cordero’s reply of February 8, 2006, to the DeLanos’ answer by Attorney Palmer
Pst:1381

a. Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 10, 2006, to District Judge Larimer stating that all the record is complete, all the briefs have been filed, and the case is ready for submission
Pst:1382
b. Table of Contents
Pst:1383

c. Table of Authorities
Pst:1384

d. Table of Headings in the Body of the Reply
Pst:1393

e. Body of the Reply
Pst:1395

f. Table of Mortgages referred to in the incomplete documents produced by the DeLanos to Trustee Reiber
Pst:1397

g. Table of Post-Addendum Items in the Record
Pst:1422
 [1424-1500 reserved]

5. SPECIAL APPENDIX WITH THE PRINCIPAL BRIEF IN CA2
SApp:1501-1699d
vol. I
205. Decision of the District Court, Judge David G. Larimer presiding, of October 21, 2006, disposing of the appeal in Cordero v. DeLano, 05cv6190, WDNY, affirming in all respects the decision of the Bankruptcy Court, Judge John C. Ninfo, II, presiding, in In re DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY, of April 4, 2005
SApp:1501*
206. Appellant Dr. Richard Cordero’s motion of September 11, 2006, to the District Court requesting an extension of time to file the notice of appeal to the Court of Appeal for the Second Circuit (CA2)
SApp:1505
207. District Court’s endorsement of September 12, 2006, the motion granting the extension of time to file the notice of appeal by October 20, 2006
SApp:1506
208. Dr. Cordero’s notice of appeal of October 13, filed on October 16, 2006, from Judge Larimer’s decision in Cordero v. DeLano, 05cv6190
SApp:1507
209. Dr. Cordero’s statement of issues to be presented on appeal and designation of the record to be certified and sent to the circuit clerk pursuant to FRAP Rule 6(b)(2)(B)(i), of October 21, 2006
SApp:1508
a.
Table of Designated Items in the Record, pages D:1-D:508g in volume I
SApp:1513

b.
Table of the Items in the Addendum to the Designated Items, pages Add:509-1155 in volume II
SApp:21525

c.
Table of the Items in the Post-Addendum to the Designated Items, pages Pst:1171-1380 in volume III
SApp:1538

210. Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of October 21, 2006, to the parties accompanying the statement of issues and redesignation of items and requesting their consent to electronic service by e-mail of documents in the PDF format
SApp:1540
211. District Court’s Index of the record on appeal in Cordero v. DeLano, 05-6190, as of October 23, 2006
SApp:1541
212. District Clerk Rodney C. Early’s certification of October 23, 2006, by Deputy Clerk Margaret Ghysel, of document(s)/record sent to CA2 in Dr. Richard Cordero v. David and Mary Ann DeLano, 05-cv-6190
SApp:1545
a. Docket #23, Transcript of 3/1/05 before Judge Ninfo

b. Docket #31, Addendum

c. Docket #1, Attachment to NoA from Bankruptcy Court

213. CA2 Clerk Roseann B. MacKechnie’s notice of October 25, 2006, to counsel of having docketed a notice of appeal filed by Dr. Richard Cordero in In Re: Dr. Richard Cordero v., 05-cv-6190, stating the name of Deputy Clerk Lynette Rodriguez, tel.  (212)857-8526, with enclosures:
SApp:1571
a. USCA Docket Sheet, including Caption Page
SApp:1572
b. Instructions

c. Acknowledgment Form

214. CA2 Clerk Roseann B. MacKechnie’s notice of October 26, 2006, to counsel by Deputy Clerk Lynette Rodriguez, that the district court record in DC Docket Number 05-cv-6190 was electronically filed on that date in CA2 and is available for viewing via Pacer while the original documents remain in the District Court
SApp:1573
215. CA2 miscellaneous form for notice of appearance and request for oral argument time; filled out by Dr. Cordero on November 2, 2006, with handwritten note requesting correction of the docket by removing the mistaken reference therein to case number 93-7084 as a related case
SApp:1574
216. CA2 docket no. 06-4780 in In Re: Dr. Richard Cordero v. as of October 27, 2006; with Dr. Cordero’s note requesting correction of the erroneous inclusion  of case number 93-7084 as a related case
SApp:1575
217. CA2 form for electronic notification agreement, filled out in agreement by Dr. Cordero
SApp:1576
218. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 20, 2006, for the scheduling of the filing of the opening brief by the time certain of January 31, 2007; granted on December 13, 2006
SApp:1578
219. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 20, 2006, for  leave to submit the opening brief, appendix, and special appendix in five paper copies and five CDs containing them on Adobe PDFs; granted on December 13, 2006
SApp:1579
220. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 20, 2006, for correction of the docket by removal of a case wrongly listed as related to the case in this appeal; granted on December 13, 2006
SApp:1580
221. Copy for CA2 of Dr. Cordero’s sample  letter of November 20, 2006, to the parties regarding his three motions and requesting their consent to electronic service by e-mail of documents in the PDF format
SApp:1581
222. Letter of Devin Lawton Palmer, Esq., of November 29, 2006, amending the attorney of record for purposes of this appeal by replacing Christopher K. Werner, Esq.; opposing the introduction of any issues or documents by Dr. Cordero not previously before the District Court (without identifying which issues or documents Mr. Palmer is referring to); and stating in connection with Dr. Cordero’s three motions that Mr. Palmer requires paper copies and regular service
SApp:1583
a. Att. Palmer’s Acknowledgment Letter of October 25, 2006
SApp:1585
223. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2006, for Appellees’ opposition to Appellant’s Statement of issues and Designation of items to be disregarded
SApp: 1586
224. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2006, for docketing papers already and therewith filed and correction of two errors in the docket
SApp:1596
225. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2006, for Appellant to be served by e-mail during the December 18-January 8 Christmas Holidays
SApp:1598
226. Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 6, 2006, to the parties with copy to CA2 requesting that the parties serve him by e-mail during the Christmas Holidays
SApp:1599
227. CA2 Scheduling Order #1 of December 14, 2006, by Deputy Clerk Lynette Rodriguez, requiring Appellant Dr. Cordero to file his brief by January 15, 2007, and to do so in 10 copies of the brief and the appendix; and indicating that all telephone inquiries are to be made to (212)857-8526
SApp:1601
228. CA2 Scheduling Order #2 of December 18, 2006, by Deputy Clerk Lynette Rodriguez, requiring Appellant Dr. Cordero to file his brief by January 31, 2007
SApp:1603
229. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 19, 2006, for production of documents by Appellees necessary for the Court to determine this case and afford due process of law, such as the statements of their bank and credit and debit card accounts and the documents concerning their real property and mortgages and loans; and for the suspension of the scheduling order and its reissue after all documents have been produced
SApp:1606

a. Table of the DeLanos’ income of $291,470, mortgage receipts of $382,187, plus credit card borrowing of $98,092, unaccounted for due to the judges’ refusal to require production of documents supporting their declaration in Schedule B (D:31) that at the time of filing their bankruptcy petition they only had in hand and on account $535!
SApp:1608

b. Table of officers that have disregarded their statutory duty to investigate the DeLano Debtors
SApp:1609*
c. The DeLanos’ notice of Chapter 13 Bankruptcy Case, Meeting of Creditors, and Deadlines (first page of their bankruptcy petition of January 27, 2004; the entire petition with Schedules is at D:22-59)
SApp:1610

d. Schedule A. Real Property
SApp:1611

e. Schedule B. Personal Property
SApp:1612

f. Statement of Financial Affairs
SApp:1613

g. The DeLanos 1040 IRS forms for 2001-03
SApp:1614

h. Mortgage documents produced by the DeLanos on February 16, 2005, at Trustee Reiber’s request
SApp:1617
230. Dr. Cordero’s motion of January 18, 2007, for the two pending motions to be decided before the brief-filing deadline and for a new scheduling order
SApp: 1618

231. Dr. Cordero’s motion of January 18, 2007, for suspension or extension of brief-filing deadline if by January 31 pending motions have not been decided
SApp:1620
232. Denial on January 24, 2007, of Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 19, 2006, for production of documents by Appellees necessary for the Court to determine this case and afford due process of law
SApp:1623*
233. Letter of Legal Assistant Sandra J. Ciaccia of January 25, 2007, accompanying Att. Palmer’s affirmation
SApp:1624

a. Certificate of service
SApp:1625

b. Att. Palmer’s affirmation of January 25, 2007, against the extension requested by Dr. Cordero for the suspension or extension of the deadline for filing and serving his appellate brief
SApp:1627
234. Remittance to the panel of Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2006, for Appellees’ opposition to Appellant’s Statement of issues and Designation of items to be disregarded
SApp:1632
235. Mooting of Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2006, for Appellant to be served by e-mail during the December 18-January 8 Christmas Holidays
SApp:1633
236. CA2’ 1feb7 denial by implication of Dr. Cordero’s January 18 motion for a document production order and grant of the request for extending by two weeks the brief-filing deadline
SApp:1634
237. CA2 Scheduling Order #3 of February 2, 2007, by Deputy Clerk Lynette Rodriguez, requiring Appellant Dr. Cordero to file his brief by March 5, 2007
SApp:1635
238. Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 15, 2007, for reconsideration and grant of the disregard opposition and document production motions
SApp:1637*
a. Table of contents
SApp:1639*
b. Table of the DeLanos’ income of $291,470 + mortgage receipts of $382,187 = $673,657 and credit card borrowing of $98,092, all of whose whereabouts remain unknown because Trustee Reiber did not require that the Debtor account for that money, the Debtors denied all discovery for the evidentiary hearing, and the bankruptcy, district, and circuit judges denied Dr. Cordero’s motions for an order of production of documents, thereby covering up for the DeLanos’ concealment of assets and evasion of debts through false financial statements
SApp:1654*
239. Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 2, 2004, to Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, inquiring about the status of the complaint against Judge Ninfo, no.  03-8547, and updating its supporting evidence
SApp:1655
a. CA2 Deputy Clerk Patricia Chin Allen’s acknowledgment of September 2, 2003, of filing Dr. Cordero’s complaint under 28 U.S.C. §351 against Judge Ninfo
SApp:1657
b. CA2 order of November 13, 2003, granting Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, for leave to introduce in the record of his appeal In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, an updating supplement on the issue of Judge Ninfo’s bias [Comment: This order was attached to show that CA2 had established the precedent for the updatability of evidence concerning Judge Ninfo’s bias.]
SApp:1658
240. Statement of facts of March 19, 2004, setting forth a complaint [no. 04-8510] under 28 U.S.C. §351 about CA2 Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., addressed under Rule 18(e) of the Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Governing Complaints against Judicial Officers to the Circuit Judge eligible to become the next chief judge of the circuit, namely, now CA2 Chief Judge Dennis Jacobs
SApp:1659
241. Docket excerpts from Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, that belie Judge Ninfo by showing that he knows that Dr. Cordero traveled from NYC to Rochester to Avon, NY, on May 19, 2003, to inspect his property, which Mr. Palmer had abandoned at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse, and reported at the hearing on May 21 that it had been damaged or lost, whereupon Judge Ninfo denied Mr. Pfuntner’s motion to be discharged from any liability and asked Dr. Cordero to resubmit his application for default judgment against Mr. Palmer
SApp:1664
242. E-mail from Case Manager Lian Yeh, Agency Team, CA2, of February 20, 2007, to Dr. Cordero requesting the completion of the T-1080 motion cover sheet
SApp:1666
243. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 1, 2007, to CA2 Case Manager Yeh concerning CA2’s acceptance of the original cover sheet of Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 15, and requesting information about the status of that motion, which was filed on an emergency basis and requested the suspension of the scheduling order requiring the filing of the principal brief by March 5, and asking for confirmation that the brief need not be filed until after the motion has been decided, and for a new scheduling order to that effect
SApp:1667

244. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 1, 2007, to Catherine Minuse, Esq., Supervisor Staff Attorney, CA2, requesting legal certainty concerning the deadline for filing the principal brief given that the motion of February 15 has not yet been decided
SApp:1669

245. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3, 2007, to Arthur Heller, Esq., Senior Motion Attorney, CA2, confirming his statement that the motion of February 15, was denied and that the principal brief may be timely filed by March 19; and requesting that the transfer of the case from the Pro Se Unit to the Agency Team not be misused to retaliate against him because of the contentions of his appeal by applying brie and appendix formatting requirements to cause him unnecessary expense and aggravation
SApp:1671

246. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3, 2007, to Att. Minuse giving her notice of Att. Heller’s statements to him and requesting to be timely informed if his reliance on them is misplaced; and expressing his concerns about the transfer of the case to the Agency Team
SApp:1672

a. Copy of Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3 to Att. Heller
SApp:1673
247. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3, 2007, to CA2 Case Manager Yeh giving him notice of Att. Heller’s statements to him and requesting to be timely informed if his reliance on them is misplaced; and expressing his concerns about the transfer of the case to the Agency Team
SApp:1674
a. Copy of Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3 to Att. Heller
SApp:1675
248. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3, 2007, to Donna Morgan-Steele, Supervisor, Agency Team, CA2, giving her notice of Att. Heller’s statements to him and requesting to be timely informed if his reliance on them is misplaced; and expressing his concerns about the transfer of the case to the Agency Team
SApp:1676
a. Copy of Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 3 to Att. Heller
SApp:1677
249. CA2’s denial of March 5, 2007, of Dr. Cordero’s February 15 motion for reconsideration of the January 24 denial of the December 19 motion for production of documents 
SApp:1678

250. CA2’s grant of March 5, 2007, of Dr. Cordero’s February 15 motion for an extension of time to file his principal brief, and notice of the new deadline of March 19, 2007
SApp:1679

251. Text of Selected Statutes and Rules Cited
SApp:1680

252. Docket of Dr. Richard Cordero v. David and Mary Ann DeLano, 06-4780-bk, CA2, as of March 17, 2007
SApp:1690

6a.
PRINCIPAL BRIEF AND SUBSEQUENT DOCUMENTS IN CA2
CA:1700-2090
vol. I
253. Dr. Cordero’s principal brief of March 17, 2007, in CA2 in Dr. Cordero v. DeLano
CA:1700*
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/Follow_money/DrCordero_v_DeLano_06_4780_CA2.pdf 

a. Table of contents
CA:1701*
b. Table of Headings of the Statement of Facts
CA:1702*
c. Table of Headings of the Argument
CA:1703*
d. Statement of issues presented for review
CA:1719*
e. Table of Notices to the 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals and Judicial Council the Circuit Judges, and others of Evidence of a Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme in the Bankruptcy and District Courts, WDNY since May 2, 2003
CA:1721*
f. Statement of facts
CA:1725*
g. Proposed document discovery order
CA:1777*
254. CA2 Clerk’s notification of March 26, 2007, to Dr. Cordero that his principal brief and special appendix do not comply with FRAP or the Local Rules in two instances and that “motion needed to file documents as is”
CA:1787

255. Dr. Cordero’s motion of March 29, 2007, in CA2 to file his principal brief together with the Special Appendix and the items in the record as is
CA:1788
a. Reasoned statement supporting the motion
CA:1789
256. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 29, 2007, to Devin Lawton Palmer, Esq., attorney for the DeLano Debtors indicating that it came to his attention that Mr. Palmer filed a letter in CA2 to default him for failure to file his brief timely, and that while Dr. Cordero did file it on time, he did not receive a copy of that letter and requesting that Mr. Palmer send him a copy
CA:1794
257. Dr Cordero’s letter of March 30, 2007, to CA2 Senior Motion Attorney Heller inquiring about the whereabouts of his timely filed but not yet docketed brief and appendixes
CA:1796
258. Dr Cordero’ letter of March 30, 2007, to Supervisor Staff Attorney Minuse  inquiring about the whereabouts of his timely filed but not yet docketed brief and appendixes
CA:1798
259. Att. Palmer’s letter of March 6, 2007, to CA2 Clerk Rodriguez to “address the basis in part for this drop dead date [sic] with which [sic] Mr. Cordero had to file his brief” and to request the dismissal of the appeal, which letter Att. Palmer failed to serve on Dr. Cordero, who purchased a copy from the Clerk’s office
CA:1800
a. CA2’s receipt of April 2, 2007, to Dr Cordero for his purchase of a copy of Att. Palmer’s letter of March 6, 2007
CA:1801
260. CA2’s grant of April 12, 2007, of Dr. Cordero’s motion to file his principal brief and appendixes “as is”
CA:1802

261. CA2’s order of April 18, 2007, scheduling the filing of the DeLanos’ response and Dr. Cordero’s reply
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b. A Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme and its Coordinated Cover Up by Federal Judges
CA:1837

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Bkr_Fraud_Scheme.pdf 

c. A Case Showing How Federal Judges Disregard Not Only Conduct Guidelines, But Also Duties Imposed on Them By Law and Their Own Implementing Local Rules
CA:1840
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/judges_disregard_duty.pdf
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CA:1842
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/Follow_money/investi_jour_proposal.pdf   
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http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Tables_of_Exhibits.pdf 
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CA:1845
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g. Evidence of a Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme in U.S. Bankruptcy and District Courts in Rochester and Class Action Against Federal Judges
CA:1855

http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Rochester_bkr_fraud_scheme.pdf 
h. The Official Statistics of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts Show the Systematic Dismissal of Judicial Conduct Complaints by Federal Judges, Including the Justices of the Supreme Court
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http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/Statistics_of_systematic_dismissals.pdf 
i. Federal judges have no grant of immunity from the Constitution In a system of “equal justice under law” they must be liable to prosecution as defendants in a class action like anybody else
CA:1861
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/docs/no_judicial_immunity.pdf 
264. Letter of April 30, 2007, of Ms. Sandra J. Ciaccia, Att. Palmer's legal assistant, to the CA2 Clerk concerning the DeLanos’ motion to file their appendix and brief
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CA:1881

a. Copy of Att. Palmer’s letter of March 6, 2007, to CA2
CA:1882

269. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 25, 2007, CA2 Staff Att. Greenberg concerning his request for an extension of time to file his reply to the DeLanos’ response
CA:1883

270. CA2’s grant of May 31, 2007, of Dr Cordero's motion to extend time for him to file his reply
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271. Title of Dr. Cordero's reply brief of June 14, 2007
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CA:1933
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a. Table of contents
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c. Part B. Memorandum of law
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e. Table of Notices given since May 5, 2003, to the 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals and Judicial Council, the Circuit Judges, and others of Evidence of a Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme in the Bankruptcy and District Courts, WB&DNY
CA:1978*
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274. Dr. Cordero's brief of July 9, 2003, on appeal from Pfuntner, sub nom Premier Van et al., 03-5023, CA2
CA:2001
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b. CA2 Local Rule 34. Oral argument and submission on the briefs
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283. Trustee Reiber’s Notice of November 1, 2007, of his appearance in CA2 in DeLano
CA:2100

284. Trustee Reiber's motion information statement of October 31, 2007, concerning his motion to dismiss DeLano
CA:2101*
285. Trustee Reiber's motion of October 31, 2007, to dismiss addressed to “United States District Court of Appeals Second Circuit”
CA:2102*
286. Dr. Cordero's response of November 8, 2007, to the Trustee's motion to dismiss
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287. Trustee Reiber's amended motion of November 16, 2007, in CA2 to dismiss
CA:2129

288. Dr. Cordero's response of November 27, 2007, to Trustee Reiber's amended motion to dismiss
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290. Dr. Cordero's opposition of December 26, 2007, to the placement on the motions calendar of the Trustee’s motion to dismiss and to transfer due to the Court’s conflict of interest and denial of equal protection
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a. Table of motions raised by Dr Cordero
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291. Dr. Cordero's outline for his oral argument on January 3, 2008, opposing the Trustee's motion to dismiss
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292. CA2's summary order of February 7, 2008, dismissing the appeal in DeLano
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296. Dr. Cordero’s petition of March 14, 2008, in CA2 for panel rehearing and hearing en banc in DeLano to determine the question of exceptional importance: To what extent is the Court’s integrity compromised by supporting or tolerating a bankruptcy fraud scheme?
CA:2191*
http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/Follow_money/enbanc_14mar8.pdf  
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